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POLITICAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

IDEALS AND REALITIES

Saliha Hassan

Considering the complexity of Malaysia’s multi-cultural, multi-ethnic and
multi-religious society, the Barisan Nasional (BN, or National Front)
government represents a success story in political accommodation, sur-
vival and power sharing. Critics of BN have focused on its relativist
interpretation of democracy and justification for limiting its scope. In
response, however, Prime Minister Dr Mahathir Mohamad has con-
tended that ‘the duty of government is ensuring peace and harmony
through political stability which also creates a conducive environment
for economic prosperity’ (The Sun, 18 April 1997). For Mabhathir,
democracy should not be treated as a religion.] The point is to
maintain a ‘realistic democracy’; hence,

Malaysia is not over-zealous about the democratic system to
the point where we accept without question everything that is
done in the name of democracy. If the people and the coun
benefit, then we will accept practices which are said to be demo-
cratic. If the people and the nation get only the worst from
any practice that is said to be democratic, we will give priority

. ‘Itis clearly dangerous to make a religion of an ideology... the present
malady assailing the Western nations, the weakness in their leadership
in particular, is due to democratic extremism’ (Mahathir, Speech to the

Council of Foreign Relations in New York, October 1993, cited in
Jesudason 1995: 339).
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0 what is good for the country and the people, and put aside

the _‘I“CSUUHS of whether or not it is democratic (Sunday
Mail; 12 May 1996).

'\S_ several scholars have observed, the Malaysian political system is
neither truly democratic nor completely authoritarian in that BN has
.cnsurcd economic advancement and social stability but maintained
1dcologic-.1l dominance and consolidated executive power, albeit by
operatng within a constitutional framework (Case 1993; Crouch
_1996; Jesudason 1995). The regime’s ‘statist democratic’ feature lies
in a willingness to hold regular elections, although the regime enjoys a
high degree of leverage in determining the rules of political competition.

To the extent that BN continues to hold the support of voters, the
clection results may be taken as evidence of the people’s endorsement
of BN’s policies, political values and mode of effective governance:
specifically, the effectiveness of the government in maintaining law and
order, achieving economic growth, and providing for the welfare of the
citizens (Tandon 1996: 293). Malaysian non-governmental organiza-
tions (NGOs), however, tend to hold to a different conception of
governance that supports “a pluralist polity with a capacity to influence
and check executive power and protect human rights’ and an administra-
tive apparatus based upon ‘an open, efficient, accountable and audited
public service which has the bureaucratic competence to help design
and implement appropriate policies and manage [the] public sector’
(Leftwich 1993: 607). Within this context of somewhat differing con-
ceptions of democracy and governance, this chapter discusses the role
and discourses of politically engaged NGOs or social action groups
(SAGs) as a way to assess more accurately state-civil society relations,
and the NGOs’ ability to reshape those relations.

THE PARAMETERS OF DEMOCRACY AND CIvIL SOCIETY

Democratization is so pervasively accepted as the definitive political
dimension of globalization that Mabhathir has reportedly said: ‘{C]hallenge
democracy and you will be branded as a heretic, an unbeliever, a rene-
gade’ (cited in Jesudason 1995: 339). In this context, ‘Western liberal
democracy’, and often its American model, is offered as the standard
system for the world. The parameters of thi§ liberal democracy include
an emphasis on equality of rights, a relatively weak state, a strong
moralistic insistence on the accountability of leaders and governments,
and a presumption that society is relatively more important than the
political and administrative centre. Current discussions of civil society

‘_—————
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~ based on a concept of plurality that encompasses popular organi-
zations not part of or controlled by the formal institutions of the
government — have been mostly located within this ideal model of
democratic polity. While such a conception of civil society is often
taken to refer to NGOs, in fact it includes other organized groups such
as political parties, media, interest associations, labour unions, co-
operatives, religious organizations, fraternal societies, women’s groups
and credit unions. Civil society, thus, lies within a modernized society
that practises democratic principles where important channels of com-
munication are not monopolized by a dominant group, including the
government (Lipset 1995: 240). Principles of accessibility to infor-
mation and policy-making processes, and responsible exercise of public
deliberation, underlie this idea of the fundamental links between state
and civil society.

Malaysian democratic practices would fall short of such mainstream
or universalist standards. The political NGOs have been critical of
forms of democracy found since the 1970s. Their criticism, which
intensified during the 1980s, can be clearly gauged from NGO publi-
cations produced, among others, by Aliran Kesedaran Negara (ALIRAN,
or National Consciousness Movement), the Consumers’ Association
of Penang (CAP), Angkatan Belia Islam Malaysia (ABIM, or Malaysian
Islamic Youth Movement) and the Civil Rights Committee (CRC) of
the Selangor Chinese Assembly Hall (Saliha 1991). The English daily,
The Star, and the Malay tabloid, Watan, which enjoyed wide circulation
then, provided a forum for NGO discourses, until both publications
were banned during the mass arrests of October 1987 (better known
by its police codename of Operasi Lalang). The NGOs had sought to
provide a democratic conscientization of the public which was deemed
to be politically apathetic or ignorant of their fundamental rights and
duties. In particular the Malaysian public was urged to be ‘more aware
of how and why freedom is curtailed, whose interests are served by
curbs upon freedom, what are the consequences of concentration of
power with the executive, how people should respond to the emascu-
lation of democracy and what alternatives are available to those of us
who are committed to greater freedom and justice’ (Chandra 1986 vi).

In response, government leaders defended some of its allegedly
undemocratic practices by placing priority on the importance of socio-
cconomic well-being and the necessary of keeping differences between
‘Western’” and ‘our’ political values. It was claimed that ‘our’ values
had their roots in the traditional practices of despotism, feudalism and
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authoritarianism. It was conceded that these traditions had contained
clements of elite consultation and popular participation, but they were
d‘cc.mcd to be limited and rare. Governments, according to traditional
(Al‘lll‘lcsc, Hindu and Malay polities, as well as the tribal communities
of §;1lmh and Sarawak, were responsible for maintaining order, en-
suring economic growth, safeguarding the welfare of the people and
defending state sovereignty. In short the criteria of good governance
were not those of liberal democratic states, but those of effective
government. Or, as has been asserted, ‘strong, stable governments
prepared to make decisions which, though often unpopular, are never-
theless in the best interests of the nation, are a prerequisite for econo-
mic development’ (Mahathir and Ishihara 1995: 82).

In fact, the Malaysian political leadership has long held that any
political system, democratic or not, must win ‘hearts and minds’ to
survive over the long term. Given the regular conduct of general
clections, successive governments have been able to claim that Malaysia
is a democracy albeit ‘one [cast] in our own mould’, as demokrasi a la
Malaysia, according to Tun Abdul Razak, the second prime minister,
who contended what was required was a democracy ‘suitable for a
developing country with different communities’.2 Underlying this de-
fence of a limited democracy was a political argument that the mult-
ethnic political system, having neither democratic tradition nor values,
but requiring constitutional provisions for the Malays’ ‘special position’,
needed to place more power in the hands of the executive than is usual
in a democracy. Hence, the resulting political structure is a combination
of strong central government, executive dominance and controlled
democratic practices.

‘Malaysian democracy’, therefore, has restrictive laws (Gurmit Singh
1987) to regulate, monitor, depoliticize and if necessary, eliminate
critics of government, especially since their opposition is regarded as a
disruption of established political and development agendas (Crouch
1996). While Part II of the federal Constitution enshrines ‘fundamental

2 Another prominent government leader, Tan Sri Ghazali Shafie, once
declared that ‘one of our major miscalculations at the ime of Merdeka
[Indcpcndcncc] was to welcome uncritically the concepts and precepts
of a Westminster-type democracy. ... We did not realise how irrelevant
it was to our society as it exists today ... Let us therefore admit that at
this stage of our constitutional development to mimic the democracy
of Westminster in 1957 without the comparative economic and social
foundation is to court self-destruction’ (cited in Chandra 1986: 279).

B —
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iberties’, these liberties have been circumscribed in the interests of
safeguarding ethnic harmony and political stability. For example, the

right to freedom of speech does not include a right to discuss ‘sensitive
issues’ — including matters relating to Islam as the official religion,
Malay as the national language, the position of the Malay rulers, and

the “special position’ of the Malays — not even by elected representa-

tives in parliament. Another argument for circumscribing the scope of
democracy thus was that Malaysians did not have the sense of broad |
equality and political effectiveness essential to meaningful popular |
political participation. In other words, the polity lacked ‘the necessary |
social and economic infrastructure’ for Western-style democracy, by
which was meant the absence of an ‘authentic’ middle class as the basis

of a viable civil society. In particular, the politically dominant Malay
community controlled the state machinery, but had limited access to
wealth (Abdul Rahman Embong 1995: 41-46). This led UMNO
leaders to declare that they needed ‘an industrialization and urbaniza-

tion programme in order [to] build an authentic Malaysian middle

class to sustain the kind of democracy we want’ (cited in Chandra
1986: 279). That programme of industrialization and urbanization

was incorporated into the New Economic Policy (NEP) and scheduled

for implementation between 1970 and 1990.

There is, however, an additional, international dimension to this
view of good government and effective governance which has resonances
in the ‘Asian values’ debate of recent years (see Chapter 3, this volume).
The government has sought to present Malaysia as the ‘friendly face of
Islam’ as well as a stable, industrialized, prosperous, and information
technology-savvy country profitably engaged with the global economy
(Kamarudin and Hazami 1993; Mahathir 1991). This vision of
Malaysian society having a forward looking agenda — Wawasan 2020, or
Vision 2020 ~ incorporates the prospect of developing a ‘mature con-
sensual, community-oriented Malaysian democracy that can be a model
for ... developing countries’ (Mahathir 1991 : 2-4). This ‘model’ requires
the dominant Malay community to accept technological advances.
progressive aspects of economic development, and intellecrual achieve-
ment while reforming Malay culture and society in conformity with
Islamic teachings. To this end, Mahathir’s policy of ‘Islamization’ had
initiated a gradual and incremental assimilation by the system of
administration of ‘Islamic values’ to ensure that leadership was based
on good character, fairness, accountability and enlightened attitudes.
For the then deputy prime minister, Anwar [brahim, the policy of Islam-
ization was ‘guided by moral precepts and faith reawakened’ (Anwar
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1997: §) to create an ethical political system and masyarakat madani,
the latter being a civil society based on a greater scope for fundamental
hiberues and a broader role for citizens that was simultancously respon-
SIVE 1o the government’s agenda.

Bevond that, the pohicy of Islamization was not intended to alter the
secular structure and orentation of the existing polity, certainly not in
the direction of establishing an Islamic state. The government promoted
its “Islanmuc values® as ‘universal values® meant to accommodate the non-
Malav and non-Muslim communities which constitute 45 per cent of
the population, and whose values are derived mainly from Confucianism,
Hinduism, Buddhism and other indigenous cultures and belief systems.
To this end, the government had sponsored a series of academic “civili-
sational dialogues’, mainly between Islam and Confucianism, given
some similarities in values between these two religions, an absence of
clashes berween them, and the importance of Confucianism to Chinese
Malayvsians.3 In Mahathir’s and Anwar’s political thinking, these ‘Asian’
values were critucal to building a ‘democracy according to our own
mould” that would be popularly accepted, legitimate, and safeguard
Malaysia’s intricate plural society.

However, this top-down definition of ‘Malaysian democracy’ and
civil societv has not gone unchallenged, not least by NGOs which have
been critical of this state project and its circumscription of the scope
for democratic participation in politics.

POLITICAL NGOS: PROFILES AND POSITIONS
ON CIVIL SOCIETY

Non-governmental organizations perform important functions in
modern society, the complex problems of which are rarely capable of
solution by isolated individuals. As a rule, the more open a society’s
political system is, the greater will be the chances for individuals to
secure the implementation of their public intentions by merging
together their expertise, voices and influence. Governments are often
too preoccupied with their own agendas of managing balances

3. Ar one stage, serious consideration was given towards expanding and
institutionalizing this dialogue. A Centre for Civilization Dialogue was
set up in Universiti Malaya with Dr Chandra Muzaffar, a well-known
Malaysian academic, social analyst and human right activist, as its director.
The Centre was set up, in principle, because ‘the Asian at heart is persona
religious. Faith and religious practice, not confined to the individual,
permeate the life of the community’ (Anwar 1997: 4).
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between those in power to be able to address local interests, marginal
nterests or alternative views that emerge at grassroots levels. Govern
ments frequently exert pressure on NGO interests by asserting state
terests, which they claim should subsume individual or minority in-
terests, state interests being generally offered as being synonymous
with the general good. Thus citizens’ associations, people’s organiza-
tons, interest groups, pressure groups, non-profit organizations, social
action movements or simply NGOs can become effective alternative
channels for collective action.

Under the impact of globalization, NGOs have been regarded by
some quarters as constituting a third sector in society that can play an
intervening role between the state and private enterprise. By the
standards of liberal democracy, NGOs can mediate between the legiti-
mate rights of the state and individual fundamental liberties. NGOs,
too, provide a buffer between state power and authority and the human
and civic rights of individuals; they thereby promote legitimate indivi-
dual rights. In relation to democracy and the process of democrati-
zaton, therefore, NGOs and grassroots organizations can form networks,
coalitions and links with other societal elements to form what may
loosely be termed social movements oriented towards change or reforms
( Eldridge 1991; Johari 1993; Korten 1990; Lim 1995; Marcussen
1996; Saliha 2000).

In Malaysia, there are myriad NGOs promoting or espousing a wide
range of social, economic, cultural and political causes, interests and
agendas. There are three basic ways by which NGOs relate to the state.
Many of the welfare and recreational types of NGOs complement the
state’s activities by providing welfare and social services. These NGOs
tend to work closely with state agencies, for example, the Ministry of
National Unity and Social Development. Other NGOs, however, chal-
lenge the government’s ideals, whether these are set forth in concepts
and policies such as ‘Malaysia Inc.’, Vision 2020, ethnic power sharing
or ‘democracy in our mould’. But even among them are NGOs that
try to engage the state to negotiate points of difference by working
with the grassroots to raise their concerns at state level, or with
government agencies to improve policies, or by directly confronting
the government with alternatives.

These NGOs engage in public debates and the dissemination of
information related to civil liberties, democratic rights, good gover-
nance, bureaucratic transparency, executive accountability and people-
oriented leadership — all these being issues central to civil society and
democratic participation. These NGOs, concerned  with p().pul;u'
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Fl:llll?t::ln‘;1:[:“}“[‘0“ in thcnry.'.md practice, .rcgarfi themselves as
C(;nscicncc\ :t‘()ll h‘ \Txthm’ an cvolvmg mod~c‘rn civil society, even as thc
TR t‘(‘ the state, .Ihcy tllgrgf()rg offer themselves as .ci‘cmocratlc
S Anels for the political participation of concerned citizens and
constitutionally legitimate interests. They distance themselves from the
ethnic preoccupations of the main political parties and seriously offer
themselves as society’s responses to ethnic polarization. In other words,
central to these NGOs’ discourses and activities is the issue of good
gO\"crn;mcc and how they can contribute to its realization.#

These political NGOs include Aliran Kesedaran Negara (ALIRAN),
Dpllgiiaozong (DJZ, or the coalition of Dong Zong, the Association
of Chinese School Boards, and Jiao Zong, the United Chinese School
Teachers Association), Suara Rakyat Malaysia (SUARAM, or Malaysian
People’s Voice), Consumers’ Association of Penang (CAP), Sisters in
Islam, Angkatan Belia Islam Malaysia (ABIM) and Al-Arqam (House
of Arqam). Together they have represented major strands of social
actuon movements that attempt to engage the state in political discourse,
to champion the causes of specific non-mainstream interests, and to
provide alternative perspectives on human rights, civil society and
social justice over the past 25 to 30 years. Other important NGOs are
Tenaganita (headed by Irene Fernandez), the JUST World Trust
(established and led by Chandra Muzaffar) and the Centre for Peace
Initiative (CENPEACE) (set up by Fan Yew Teng and others). In
addition there are university student organizations and youth associations
of various persuasions.

Presently ABIM is the biggest and most influential grassroots Islamic
NGO, or, by its preferred definition, harakah (that is, a movement).
ABIM claims a membership of over 50,000 people who come from all
walks of life, including a sizeable segment of the Malay middle class. It
was founded on 6 August 1971. Only 20 activists attended its first
ABIM Conference (Muktamar) in 1972, but since then, ABIM has
placed itself at the forefront of the Islamic resurgence (Chandra 1987;
Hussin 1993; Zainah 1987). ABIM maintains a special relationship
with its ‘brother movement’ the Pertubuhan Kebangsaan Pelajar Islam
Malaysia (PKPIM, or National Association of Muslim Students of

Tandon (1996: 293) considers such NGOs to be reflective yet activist,
and in his words, ‘organisations that sit back and reflect on what they
are doing and how their particular activity is related to the broader
issues related to state, society and development in the present inter-

4.

national situation’.
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Malaysia) and has been for two decades the dominant organization for
Islamic activists. While ABIM’s discourses, activism and  grassroots
programmes, aimed at democratic participation, civil rights and societal
development, are understandably underpinned by Islamic principles,
they all stress the principle of moderation (kesederhanaan in Malay or
wasattyyah i Arabic). In general ABIM has maintained a non-partisan
stance. It has often seemed to share the government’s promotion of a
progressive, moderate and friendly Islam (Muhammad Nur Manuty
1990) even while it denigrated a corporate sub-culture that was so
unabashedly materialistic, profit-driven, hedonistic and ridden with
many un-Islamic practices (Siddiq Fadil 1982, 1983; Muhammad Nur
Manuty 1997). However, since the emergence of the reformasi move-
ment in September 1998, following Anwar Ibrahim’s dismissal from
government and expulsion from UMNO, many ABIM leaders and
members have joined Parti KeADILan Nasional (KeADILan, or National
Justice Party). Since then, ABIM has more vigorously pursued its strug-
gle against ‘cronyism, corruption and nepotism’ and for social justice
and human rights. (Be that as it may, many older ABIM members have
become affluent corporate figures and influential members of UMNO.)
The Al-Arqam movement developed rather differently. In contrast
to ABIM, Al-Arqam was self-reliant and stood apart from UMNO and
the state. Twelve Muslims, led by Ashaari Muhammad, founded Al-
Arqam or Darul Argam in 1968. Following the example of the Hijrah
of Prophet Muhammad (saw), Ashaari led his followers to Sungai
Pencala, located on the outskirts of Kuala Lumpur, where they cleared
eight acres of land, and set up homes, a mosque and a school. Al-Argam
adopted a bottom-up approach out of the conviction that a true Islamic
community must be established prior to the establishment of an Islamic
state. Al-Arqam criticized the Parti Islam SeMalaysia (PAS, or Islamic
Party) and ABIM for being rhetorical in approach and lacking a com-
mitted practical agenda. Al-Arqam denounced the Muslim-led govern-
ment as a secular government and accused it of adopting Jewish and
Christian practices. Instead Al-Arqam sought to offer a sample of a
true Islamic alternative that should replace the existing Western-based
political and economic systems (Jomo and Ahmad 1992: 80). However,
in the late 1970s, Al-Arqam appeared to have withdrawn from public
involvement and focused on internal matters. But by 1986, Ashaari’s
teachings and Arqam’s cultist practices were subjected to charges of
heresy. In 1988, the religious departments in several states pronounced
Ashaari’s teachings to be ‘deviant’ and banned Al-Arqam’s publication,
Aurat Mubammadiah. Al-Arqam was finally banned as an organization
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1;1\1::);; ::l\::n‘l:; ‘N-\finn.\l li.\t§\'.\ (‘,m‘mcil declared that Al-Argam had
were made to “1‘“.\!&‘ teachings of Islam and Al Al‘(];\l]l m'c.mh.crs
P““-‘J\\ll\lnc\“ A\‘;“l‘\f'!l“ government sp'n.nsnrcd. Islamic I‘C!lal)lll.tiltl()n
B, R4 % Ahrqam had been poln?cally .Slgl]lh(';\llt since it was
t Pared to challenge the state’s secularist philosophy and policies at
‘f‘th d‘lscumi\'c and pracucal levels. Its potential lay in its organizational
discipline, economic independence and direct interaction with the
gr~‘5§ﬂmt8. which was maintained through daily economic and social
d.c.llmgs. However, since banning Al-Arqam, the government has con-
unued to monitor the movement of its ex-leaders and members who
have generally been dispersed.

Such Islamic NGOs as ABIM and Al-Arqam have been the only
NGOs that have addressed the role of Islam as a defining factor in the
political life of the nation, a subject generally avoided by non-Islamic
NGOs, as is common for non-Muslim Malaysians. Non-Islamic NGOs
have collaborated with Islamic political NGOs wherever their positions
on issues have found congruence, especially on human rights issues,
but they have maintained their distance from issues directly involving
the Muslim community. Nor have they questioned the political and
constututional position of Islam, or the increasing adoption of Islam
and Islamic values as the moral underpinnings of the nation, mainly
because ‘a multi-ethnic society that is delicately balanced like ours has
a greater tendency to persuade people to conform to the dominant
political sentiment, if only because they do not want trouble’” (Chandra
1986: 35).

A notable example of a non-Islamic political NGO is ALIRAN, that
was launched on 12 August 1977 by Chandra Muzaffar and six other
‘<concerned individuals’, namely, Gan Teik Chee, Ariffin Omar, S.P.
Subramaniam, Siew Kam Poh, Ismail Hashim and Nor Rashid Ariffin.
ALIRAN defines itself as a reform movement whose objective is to
raise social consciousness and encourage social action that will lead to
social justice in a multi-ethnic society that upholds equality, civil and
democratic rights, and racial and religious tolerance. Its first public
forum, officiated by the first prime |11inis§cr, Tunku Abdul Rahman Putra
Alhaj, was devoted to a discussion of ‘l?cmocmcy in' Malaysia’. Its
monthly publication, Aliran Monthly (prcvmu'sly the Aliran Quarterly)
which was launched in 1982, continues to highlight issues pertaining
to civil rights, political participat‘i()n,‘judicial indcpcm?cncc, demo-
cracy, executive a'cumnmhlhty, 'rcsp()nsublc and pc()plc—o’rlcmc‘d. leader-
ship, ethnic relations and religious tolerance. ALIRAN’s positions on

civil society and democratic processes coincide on many points with
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the Western liberal democratic tradition that itself rests upon n(m(?ns
of fundamental liberties and the inherent rationality of mankind. Wlth
like-minded NGOs, including ABIM, ALIRAN continues to agitate
for the repeal of the Internal Security Act (that allows dthntIOI.] wnt.h-
out trial), Societies Act, Official Secrets Act, University and University
Colleges Act, and other laws that limit the activities of political and
non-political organizations while enhancing the powers of the execu-
tive. As can be judged from the contents of Aliran Monthly over the
vears, ALIRAN has held fast to its mission of building public aware-
ness of the importance of human rights issues and social justice that it
sees as being central to truly democratic parliamentary government
(Saliha 1997, Goh G.P. 1998). ALIRAN’s commitment to awakening
ordinary citizens to the necessity of political participation in a parlia-

mentary democracy has been summarized thus by its present president,
P. Ramakrishnan (1989):

Parliamentary democracy ... concerns the entire nation. Par-
liamentary democracy requires the participation of the people.
Only then will people care for parliamentary democracy; only
then will it be meaningful to them; only then would they
want to defend it for they would see themselves as having a
stake in parliamentary democracy.

In contrast with these relatively newly formed NGOs, Dongjiaozong
has been operating in a localized and less formal form since Chinese
schools were established during British colonial rule. DJZ was inidally
formed to undertake the organization, management and propagation of
Chinese education that had always been important to Chinese immi-
grant communities. But in 1951, DJZ became an official organization
at the national level at a time when the Chinese community

increasingly uneasy about the implications of colonial state policies
the future of Chinese education (Chua 1998; Tan 1992). Since then
DJZ has worked closely with other Chinese associations that have
expressed similar concerns over the Chinese community’s civil rights in
education and culture (Chua 1998; UCSTAM 1987). One such organ-
ization is the Civil Rights Committee (CRC) of the Selangor Chinese
Assembly Hall (SCAH). DJZ has long been closely monitored by
government for posing a challenge to the government’s M :
language and cultural policies, and its nation
adopts Malay as the sole medium of instru
promoted a ‘pluralistic (duoynan)
policy’ (Tan 1992- 182)

was
for

the
alay-based
al education policy that
ction. Instead, DJZ has
approach to all aspects of culrural
- In fact, DJZ took the government to court
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when the latter rejected an application made by certain segments of
the Chincsc community to establish a Chinese-medium Merdeka Uni-
versity. In the event, the court dismissed DJZ’s suit and held the
government’s decision to be constitutional. Significantly, prominent
DJZ leaders were subsequently detained under Operasi Lalang in
1987. Prior to that mass arrest of dissidents, DJZ, and especially the
CRC, had begun to cooperate more and more with other NGOs over
human rights and development controversies. Compared to its previous
levels of activism, especially in the late 1980s, DJZ in the 1990s has
maintained a lower public profile even though it remains very much in
touch with Chinese politicians and Chinese based political parties.

In 1989, Suara Rakyat Malaysia (SUARAM; Malaysian People’s
Voice) crystallized as a formal organization out of the post-Operasi
Lalang support group that was formed to assist the 106 detainees — of
whom NGO leaders and social activists formed a large proportion —
and their families (CARPA 1988). Currently SUARAM identifies itself
as a human rights group, networks with national and international
human rights organizations, and takes the lead in organizing activities
that promote the protection of human rights. These activities have
included providing legal aid and support services to individuals and
groups whose human rights have been abused, and organizing public
forums, seminars and talks on human rights issues. Some of the themes
addressed by SUARAM have included housing for the poor, the abuse
of power by the police and executive, the plight of indigenous and
marginalized people dislocated by development projects, the rights of
women, workers and urban squatters and ISA detainees. One of
SUARAM’s major achievements was bringing together more than 50
disparate organizations — of Islamists, socialists, liberals, Hindus,
Buddhists, Christians, feminists, indigenous peoples, academicians,
unionists and the disabled — in a series of meetings in 1993-94 to
formulate the Malaysian Human Rights Charter (1994). Under
SUARAM’s lead, several NGOs jointly published the Malaysian Human
Rights Report (1998). In collaboration with some of the same NGOs,
as well as with regional human rights groups, SUARAM played an
instrumental role in setting up an ASEAN Human Rights mechanism.
In adopting a universalist position on human rights, and drawing upon
the United Nations Declaration of Universal Human Rights, SUARAM
has persistently challenged the g()vcrnmcnf‘s relativist position on
human rights which has been used to justify the use of the ISA and
other coercive laws. Over the years, SUARAM has taken clear positions
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on such domestic and international incidents or issues as the banning
of Al-Arqam, the suffering of the people in Iraq as a result of thc
contnuation of the USA-led embargo, the difficulties of electronic
workers attempting to set up unions, the fate of the victims of Myanmar’s
military regime, cases of domestic violence, and the repeal of the ISA
and other coercive laws in Malaysia. In 1999 SUARAM, together with
NGOs such as the Persatuan Hak Asasi Manusia Malaysia (HAKAM,
or Malaysian Human Rights Association), Tenaganita (a women workers’
support group), Jemaah Islah Malaysia (JIM, or Malaysian Islamic
Reform Group), Sisters in Islam (SIS), PKPIM, ALIRAN and ABIM,
actively contributed towards the debate on the establishment of Suru-
hanjaya Hak Asasi Manusia Malaysia (SUHAKAM, or National Human
Rights Commission of Malaysia), which was eventually established in
July 1999. Still, while welcoming SUHAKAMs establishment by the
government, SUARAM and other NGOs remain critical of the govern-
ment’s use of a limited definition of human rights, insisting that a
human rights commission should be fully independent of government,
and that the public should have a voice in the appointment of the
commissioners.

The Consumers’ Association of Penang (CAP) had involved itself
deeply in political discourses and activism related to the impact of
development policies and projects on human welfare, society’s collective
well-being and the individual’s rights. Based in Penang, CAP has
played a prominent role in highlighting many development issues in
the state, including opposing the state government’s development
projects for Penang Hill. Using its publication, Utusan Konsumer, CAP
has often built an effective strategy of constructive engagement with
the state with the aim of prodding the latter to show a greater respon-
siveness over consumer and environmental affairs and to undertake
policy reforms. Much of CAP’s energy and effort has been spent
working out strategies to make itself acceptable to the government
while promoting public awareness of its positions on social and econo-
mic rights. On a number of occasions CAP confronted the authorities
by protesting against state-sponsored development projects that threat-
ened sustainable development and ecological balance. Through net-
working with political NGOs, CAP has been more involved in political
issues than other consumer groups, such as the Federation of Malaysian
Consumers Association.

Sisters in Islam (SIS) was formed by a few Malay-Muslim women pro-
fessionals in 1985 all close friends, but each having her own sphere of
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intluence e ‘ '
ce i the legal, journalistic, social and academic fields, SIS focuses
s attennon and

& advocacy on arcas concerned with policies that impact
\

Mus omen® A
‘ him women's domestic and legal nights and notions of demo
crange a . \ g : i ;
1\ N Tslamic states. SIS has carved for itself a niche in domestic
and inter - : . . :
nermanonal arenas by drawing attention and discussion to

the plight of womenfolk in Muslim society [which suffers
from] a state of complete chaos, a hotchpotch of competing,
torces: the remaming Islamie influence, our inherited tradi-
vons, and extrancous influences which have crept into our
hte as a result of the cenveloping wave of blind imitation of
the west (Said Ramadan 1985: 332-335).

SIS persists inadvocating greater intellectual and personal space for
the Mushim women within the Quranic interpretation of human and
avil nghts, especially where they pertain to the status of women.
Despite the expected opposition of the orthodox and traditionalist
Mushm communities to SIS’s cause, the government has been benev-
olent towards SIS since the group’s existence and primarily intellectual
actnvines have contnbuted considerably towards cultivating Malaysia’s
internanonal image as a progressive, modernist and moderate Muslim
country. Zainah Anwar, one of SIS’s most prominent activists, was
recently appointed as a member of SUHAKAM to represent NGO
views in the commission.

Central to the discourses of political NGOs in the 1980s was how
to delimit the boundaries of the state and create a more vibrant civil
sociery. These discourses identified a broad set of issues and problems,
including executive dominance, the erosion of the independence of the
judiciary, a stronger opposition in parliament, greater executive accounta-
bility, social justice, guarantees for fundamental liberties, and greater
participation in decision-making over development matters. In the
19905, as rapid development occurred and consumerism became wide-
spread, NGO discourses found newer issues such as rising authori-
rarianism, the politics of the new middle class, and the marginalization of
certain social groups ( Crouch 1992; Jesudason 1995; Mechmet 1986).
Nowadays, the NGOs also regard the mainstream media as failing in
their responsibility to the public. This griticism spt.:ciﬁc;\lly targets the
media’s tendency 1o self-censor or abstain from Fritncally analiysing state
policics and abuses that affect ordinary people. For example, it has been
suggested that

without such analysis it will not be possible to show how
sociery 15 developing ... the major soc lal trends of the eighties
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cthnie polarisation, Islamic resurgence, the economic decline
and the intensification of political competition — were hardly
given any serious consideration by most newspaper minds in
the seventies ... These newspapers failed, therefore, to fulfil
one of the primary functions of any good newspaper: that of
analysing social trends and changes (Chandra 1986: 46-47).

Hence, the discourse on civil society conducted by the political NGOs
1s targeted towards both government and citizens. While the NGOs
strove to engage the government, they concentrated on disseminating
their arguments among the public. Their collective objective, also an
expression of their own involvement in democratic practice, has been
to remove legal constraints, relax political controls and awaken the
public to the need for wider political participation.

Yet the fact that these NGOs exist and operate, albeit under strict
bureaucratic screening (Gurmit 1987: 8), is itself suggestive of a measure
of democratic participation. Indeed, the overall aim of the NGOs is to
redefine the limits and parameters of political activity so as to win
greater freedom for themselves and the public. But this endeavour is
marked by critical ideological differences, both between the political
NGOs and the state, and among the NGOs themselves, particularly in
terms of their varying interpretations of what ‘good governance’
should mean. Indeed, the political NGOs, by laying bare their own
differences, often come to express political values and expectations
that reflect a complex ethnic, religious and ideological mosaic. This is
hardly surprising; the NGOs draw inspiration from different, and some-
times contradictory, ideological sources. The NGO movement is thus
fragmented and even weak, certainly in contrast to the state, which has
a clear position and acts firmly, even in an authoritarian manner, in
delineating the boundaries of political space and setting the conditions
of political participation.

POLITICAL NGOS AND THE STATE

Evidently the political NGOs are agreed that the state must be respon-
sible for realizing social justice and developing a viable civil society.
They also seem to view civil society as a separate sphere of interests
existing outside the state wherein disparate interest groups, like them-
selves, jostle for political and manoeuvring space. The Malay-based
economic, social and political configurations complicate the terrain
upon which the NGOs operate. Thus, if the political NGOs are commit-
ted to building a vibrant civil society, one of their first tasks is to lay
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down the ‘ne

cessary social and economic infrastructure’ for this civil
society,

08 and to imbue it with the prerequisite ‘democratic culture’.
This task is vital since the transplantation of liberal democracy presup-
POSCS a transformation of culture, particularly at grassroots level. Un-
doubtedly, the Anwarist reformasi movement of 1998-99 has laid the
necessary foundation for more genuine democratic practices. But
reformasi has also shown that more than just social and economic
infrastructure is needed to transplant liberal democracy. The process
must also involve the transformation of a grassroots political culture
that was previously rooted in a feudal and a colonial past and sub-
sequently remoulded according to a so-called ‘Asian values’ model of
democracy. Hence, the NGOs need urgently to address the Asian
values found in Malaysian society in a responsible and accountable
manner, as was perhaps shown by the energetic campaigns conducted
by a coalition of political NGOs and opposition parties that addressed
the realities and needs for political reforms and social justice prior to
the November 1999 general election.

It should be noted that although the government does not adopt a
liberal attitude towards the political NGOs, it has not tried to elimi-
nate them altogether. The government monitors them closely and, on
occasion, has taken repressive action against Al-Argam (on grounds of
its ‘religious deviation’ in 1994 ) and Al-Ma’unah (in 2000 for its alleged
treason against the state). Yet the government has facilitated NGO
activities that benefit its policies or give it political mileage domesti-
cally or internationally. Often, by being responsive to some of the
NGOs’ criticisms or opposition, the government neutralizes possible
challenges to its power base. Hence, the government has occasignally
encouraged NGOs to participate in state-sponsored forums to ¢sc_uss
specific public issues. To date, however, these forums.havc bccp limited
to discussions of non-political matters, such as ‘social ills’, public health,
prisoners’ rehabilitation, (?.rug addlctlon,.a‘lc.oholxsm, promotion of
healthy lifestyles, organization of youth activities and the promotion of
Malaysian civic virtues. . i

But the government remains fundamentally wary of the political
NGOs. Its attitude may be a legacy of col\onial days when litc.rary, reli-
gious and social organizations served as fro_nts for gnn-colomal move-
ments, or when organizations bcga.n' as SOClal,'Crcatlve, welfare or reli-
gious associations only to turn p,olmca.l. In .thJS context, Mahathq has
best articulated the government’s basic attitude towards the political

NGOs:
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Most of these pressure proups | NGOs | are harmless and can

be usetul. But there are pressure groups that can adversely

attect the government or the nation ... The views and the

consensus of the majority guide a democracy. A pressure

group is a minority [but] can cause anarchy and the break

down of law. Therefore the activities of pressure groups in

our country must be monitored by the Government (Mahathir

1986a: ch. 9).
The government’s response to political NGOs has taken many forms.
One type of response is to counter their criticisms by warning the
public against being taken in by ‘irresponsible NGOs’ who allegedly
plan to disrupt government programmes and policies being implemented
for the people. Another response is to coopt political NGO leaders
which, when successfully undertaken, effectively raises the stature of
the state and gains it additional public endorsement. In practice, the
government frequently encourages and patronizes NGOs that are
‘moderate’ and supportive of state policies and ideology. A more
manipulative type of response is for the government to set up parallel
agencies within its ministries to counter the influence of dissident
NGOs and to appropriate their causes. As a final resort, the govern-
ment has resorted to the use of the Internal Security Act or Societies

Act to monitor, discipline and curb overly critical and potentially in-
fluential NGOs.

CONCLUSION

The future of the political NGOs will depend on domestic social
change and the impact of global developments. In domestic terms, the
prospects for political NGO activity and influence will generally be
critically related to their legal, political and cultural legitimacy, the
expansion of civil society, the emergence of a policy consensus within a
pluralist setting, the state of inter-ethnic relations, the coherence of
state strategy, and economic advance and transformation (Leftwich
1993: 619). Malaysian socicty today contains some of these general
conditions and may even look forward to an expanding civil society,
partly because of global democratizing trends and contemporary
political awakening among the people. Consequently, many youthful
groups and proponents now call for greater space and freedom of
participation within a more liberal and open political system. If these
conditions continue, the political NGOs are well placed to expand and
invigorate civil society since they can quickly escalate their levels of




POLITICAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 215

IC]‘L'S:'OiTl;l§‘1§(T(-)|l),crf‘ti()ll and ‘outreach’ to promote loca! pnrlicipation

X ity ‘l :\t\ l‘cfnmc areas, lmscq in part on their capacity to

Heitde cn( W costs, and be innovative, experimental, adaptive and
N 1powering target groups (Marcussen 1996: 12).

It is msFructi\'c to note, too, that most of the NGO activists are
urb.;m professionals who exhibit diversity in their philosophy, organi-
2*“1.0.1‘131 approaches and practice. Many prefer to maintain a non-
POl_ltlcal identity, non-ethnic bias and independence from foreign funding
\\'th_h suggests considerable room for them to explore their future
relations between one another and between them and the state (Lopez
1997; Syed Adam Aljafri 1995). One weakness of the NGOs is obvious.
Other than, say, ABIM or DJZ, most NGOs do not have a mass base,
\\:hich leaves them with little bargaining power vis-a-vis the state, even
if they are vocal and to some extent influential in their advocacy and
dissemination of opinions over broad fields of legal and human rights.

It may be argued that the political NGOs can make an important
contribution to modifying ‘conceptions of the appropriate range of
activities of the state, the degree of access that different sectors of
society should have to political power, the nature of the links between
the sectors, and the kinds of benefits that different sectors of society
should receive’ (Lipset 1995: 242). In Malaysia’s case, the political
NGOs will additionally need to wean themselves from any tendency to
represent narrow and exclusive class, ethnic or religious interests at the
expense of developing a common social framework for sharing power
and wealth. Any such tendency would pose impediments to the re-
structuring of the relations between civil society and the state, even to
the extent of jeopardizing the continuity of constitutional-democratic
regimes. Some of the NGOs may not realize that, paradoxically,
strengthening civil society by extending political participation requires
the precondition of strengthening the state (Marcussen 1996). From
this point of view, because the Malaysian state continues its commitment
of conducting regular general elections, the space available to NGOs
and other political groups remains an important marker of possibilities

for enhancing civil society.




| O ==

M
I

REFERENCES

A. Samad Ismail (1991) ‘Kebebasan Akhbar: Di Mana Kita?’ [Press freedom:
where are we?], in A. Karim Haji Abdullah (ed.), A. Samad Ismail:
Ketokohan dan Kewartawanan [A. Samad Ismail: Leadership and Journal-
ism]. Kuala Lumpur: Dewan Bahasa dan Pustaka, pp. 194-211.

Abdul Rahman Embong (1995) ‘Malaysian Middle Classes: Some Preliminary
Observations’, Jurnal Antropologi dan Sosiologi, no. 22, pp. 31-54.

Abdullah bin Ayub (1978) ‘Financial Provisions of the Malaysian Con-
stitution and their Operation in Practice’; in Tun Mohamed Suffian, H.P.
Lee and F.A. Trindade (eds), The Constitution of Malaysia, Its Develop-
ment: 1957-1977. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press, pp. 304-327.

Abercrombie, N. S. Hill and B. Turner (1986) Sovereign Individuals of
Capitalism. London: Allen & Unwin.

Aeria, Andrew (1997) ‘The Politics of Development and the 1996 Sarawak State
Elections’, in Francis Loh Kok Wah (ed.), Sabah and Sarawak: The Politics
of Development and Federalism. Kajian Malaysia Special Issue. Penang: Uni-
versiti Sains Malaysia, vol. 15, nos 1 & 2 (June/December), pp. 57-83.

Afghani, C.N. (1992) Menyingkap Keistimewaan Ibrahim Libya: Merintis
Jihad Memali [In memory of the exceptional qualities of Ibrahim Libya:
Pioneering Memali’s Jihad]. Alor Setar: Penerbitan Al-Jihadi.

Ahmad Boestamam, Datok (1979) Carving the Path to the Summit. Athens,
OH: Ohio University Press.

Ahmad Ibrahim (1997) Pentadbiran Undang-Undang Islam Di Malaysia
[ The Administration of Islamic laws in Malaysia]. Kuala Lumpur: Institut
Kefahaman Islam Malaysia.

Ahmad Lutfi Othman (1995) Wajah Baru Politik Malaysia [ The new face of
Malaysian politics]. Kuala Lumpur: Penerbitan Pemuda.

Ahmad Sarji Abdul Hamid (ed.) (1993) Malaysia’s Vision 2020: Understanding

the Concept, Implications and Challenges. Petaling Jaya: Pelanduk Publications.

Ahmat, Adam (1992) Sejarah dan Bibliografi Akhbar dan Majalah Melays
Abad Kesembilan Belas [ History and bibliography of Malay newspapers

243




244 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

and magazines in the nineteenth century ], Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan
Malaysia Press.

Alias Muhammad (1991) Malaysia’s Islamic Opposition — Past, Present and Future.

Kuala Lumpur: Gateway Publishing,

ALIRAN (1988) ISA dan Keselamatan Negara [ISA and national security|.
Penang: ALIRAN

Anderson, B. (1983) Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origins of Nation-

alism. London: Verso.

Ang, 1. (1990) *‘Culture and Communication’. European Journal of Communica-
tion, vol. 5, nos 2 and 3, pp. 239-261.

Anon (1980) *Ibu Khatjah Sidek: Pejuang Nasionalis Wanita’ [ Mother Khatijah
Sidek: woman nationalist fighter]. Nadi Insan, no. 11, March, pp. 5-11.

Anwar Ibrahim (1997) *Islamic Renaissance’, Islamic Herald, vol. 18, no. 1,
pp. 4-5.

— (1998) Interview in Time magazine, 14 September, pp. 22-23.

Bahaeis (Bahagian Hal Ehwal Islam Malaysia) (1994) Penjelasan Yang Amat
Berhormat Perdana Menteri Malaysia Mengenai Perlaksanaan Hukum
Hudud Di Malaysia [ Clarification by the Prime Minister of Malaysia on
the implementation of Hudud Law in Malaysia]. Kuala Lumpur: Bahaeis.

Baker, A.C. (1938) Annual Report of Kelantan. Kota Baru: Government Printers.

Barraclough, Simon (1985) “The Dynamics of Coercion in the Malaysian Political
Process’. Modern Asian Studies, vol. 19, no. 4 (October), pp- 797-822.

Batumalai, S. (1996) Islamisation in Malaysia: A Malaysian Christian Perspective.
Ipoh: St. John’s Church.

Bayart, J.F. (1994) ‘Republican Trajectories in Iran and Turkey: A Tocquevil-
lian Reading’, in Ghassan Salame (ed.), Democracy without Democrats? The
Renewal of Politics in the Muslim World. London: 1.B. Tauris, pp. 282-299.

Bendix, R. (1964) Nation Building and Citizenship. Berkeley: University of
California Press.

Blumler, J.G. (1993) ‘Meshing money with mission: purity versus pragmatism

in public broadcasting’. European Journal of Communication, vol. 8, no.
4, pp. 403-424.

Bowles, Samuel and Herbert Gints (1986) Demaocracy and Capitalism: Property,

Community and the Contradictions of Modern Social Thought. London:
Routledge & Kegan Paul.

Bukhory Hj. Ismail (1992) ‘Penyelidikan komunikasi dari Kajian Sebaran Am
Institut Teknologi Mara” [ Communication research from the School of
Mass Communication, Institut Teknologi Mara], in Mohd. Dhari Othman
et al. (eds), Pasca Sidang Seminar Penyelidikan Komunikasi [Post-com-
munication research seminar proceedings]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan
Malaysia Press, pp. 1-9,

CARPA (1988) Tangled Web: Dissent, Detervence and the 27 October 1987
Crackdown in Malaysia. Sydney: Committee Against Repression in the
Pacific and Asia.

Case, W. (1991) “Revisiting a Consociational Democracy: Elite Rel

f & : : ¢ ) ) / ations and
Regime Form in Malaysia’. PhD thesis, University of Tex

as, Houston.

Drem—

Ty P



REFERENCHS 245

(1993) ‘Senn Democracy

) m Malaysia. Withstanding, the Pressures for
‘Rime Change'. 7

actfic Affairs, vol. 66, no. 2 (Summer), pp. 183-205

(1995) ‘Malaysia Aspects and Audiences of Legitimac y', in Muthiah
"\l“l'v‘l‘l‘-‘ (edL), Political Legutimacy in Southeast Asia: The Quest for Moral
Authoripy, Stantord: Stanford University Press: pp. 69107

(1996) Eites and Regimes in Malaysia. Mclbourne: Monash Asia Institute
\l‘\)\)“\ “Ihe 1996 UMNO Party Election: ‘T'wo for the Show’, Pacific
: Affans, vol, 70, no. 3 (Fall), pp. 393-411.

Castells, Manuel (1992) ‘Four Asian Tigers with a Dragon Head: A Com
Parative Analysis of the State, Economy, and Society in the Asian Pacific
Rim’, ip Richard D, Appelbaum and Jeffrey Henderson (eds), States and

development in the Astan Pacific Rim. Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications,
Pp. 33-70. ;
Chan Heng Chee (1993) ‘Democracy: Evolution and Implementation. An Asian
erspective’; in Robert Bartley, Chan Heng Chee, Samuel P, Huntington
and Shijuro Ogata (eds), Democracy and Capitalism: Asian and American
Perspectives. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies, pp. 1-26.

Chandra Muzaftar (1986) Freedom in Fetters: An Analysis of the State of
Democracy in Malaysia. Penang: Aliran Kesedaran Negara.

— (1987) Ilamic Resurgence in Malaysia. Petaling Jaya: Penerbit Fajar Bakti.

— (1995a) ‘Human Rights: Western Standards versus Eastern Values’. Com-
MUNIGuE. (Scptcmbcr—Deccmbcr), pp. 14-15.

—— (1995b) ‘Human Rights, the State, and the Secular Challenge’. Com-
MURIGUE. (Scptembcr—Dcccmbcr), pp. 24-31.
Chee, Stephen (1991a) “‘Consociational Political Leadership and Conflict Regula-

ton in Malaysia’, in S. Chee (ed.), Leadership and Security in Southeast
Asta. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies, pp. 53-86.

— (1991b) ‘Public Accountability in Malaysia:
G.B.N. Pradhan and Milo A. R‘.’.f'orma (gds)

for Public Administration, pp- 105-126.
Cheong, Sally (1993) Bumiputera Companies in the KLSE. Petaling Jaya:
Corporate Research Services.

Chua Beng-Huat (1995)
London: Routledge.

Chua Keng Heng (1998) ‘Pendidikan Cina Dari Pers
[ Chinese education from the perspective of Dong
Exercise, Jabatan Sains Politik, Universiti Keban

Committee for a New Asia (1994) Towards a
of Strategic and International Studies.

Cooke, Fadzilah Majid (1994) “The Politics of Regul
Rules in Pahang’. Journal of Contemporary Asia, vol, 24, no. 4, pp. 425-440.

Critical Studies in Mass Communication (1995), vol, 12, no. 2 (March).

Crouch, Harold (1992) ‘Authoritarian Trends, the UMNO Split and the Limits

of State Power’, in Jocl S, Kahn and Francis Loh Kok Wal, (eds) Fragmented
Vision: Culture and Politics in ¢ ‘ontemporary Malaysia, Sydney: Allen &
Unwin, pp. 21-43.

Communitarian Ideology and Democracy in Singapore.

pektif Dong Jiao Zong’.
Jiao Zong]. Graduation
gsaan Malaysia, Bangi.

New Asia. Kuala Lumpur: Institute

ation: Enforcing Forestry




240 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

(1993) *Malaysia: Neither Authoritarian nor Democratic’, in Kevin
Hewison, Richard Robison and Garry Rodan (eds), Southeast Asia in the
1900s: Authoritarianism, Democracy and Capitalism. St. Leonards, New
South Wales: Allen & Unwin, pp. 135-158.

(1996) Government and Society in Malaysia. St Leonards, New South
Wales: Allen & Unwin.

Curran, J. (1990) “The new revisionism in mass communications rescarch’.
Ewropean Jowrnal of Communication, vol. 5, nos 2 & 3, pp. 135-165.
Dancz, Virginia H. (1987) Women and Party Politics in Peninsular Malaysia.

Singapore: Oxford University Press.

Lavis, |.M. (1997) Berween Jibad and Salaam: Profiles in Islam. New York: St
Martn’s Press.

Diamond, Larry and Marc F. Plattner (eds) (1993) The Global Resurgence of
Democracy. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Dixon, WJ. (1994) ‘Democracy and the Peaceful Settlement of International
Conflict’. American Political Science Review, vol. 88, no. 1, pp. 3-32.

Dunsire, Andrew (1985) ‘A Cybernetic Model of Guidance, Control and
Evaluation in the Public Sector’, in F.X. Kaufmann, G. Majone and V.
Ostrom (eds), Guidance, Control and Evaluation in the Public Sector.
Berlin: W. de Gruyter, pp. 327-346.

‘Editonial’ (1986) in Herizons, Newsletter of the Women’s Crisis Centre, Penang,
vol. 1, no. 2, May/June.

Eikelman, D.F. and J. Piscatori (1996) Muslim Politics. Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press.

Eldridge, Philip (1991) ‘Reflections on Non-Governmental Organisations and
Social Movements in Malaysia’. Paper presented at the 7th Malaysia Society
Colloquium, Melbourne: University of Melbourne, 4-6 October.

Entelis, J.P. (1996) ‘Civil Society and the Authoritarian Temptation in Algerian
Politics: Islamic Democracy vs. the Centralized State’; in A.R. Norton
(ed.), Civil Society in the Middle East, vol. I1. Leiden: E.J. Brill: pp. 45-86.

Esman, Milton J. (1972) Administration and Development in Malaysia. Ithaca,

~ NY: Cornell University Press.

Esposito, J.L. (1996) ‘Political Islam and U.S. Foreign Policy’. The Fletcher
Forum of World Affairs, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 119-132.

and J.O. Voll (1996) Islam and Democracy. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Faaland, J., J.R. Parkinan and Rais Saniman (1990) Growth and Ethnic
Inequality — Malaysia’s New Economic Policy. Bergen: Chr. Michelsen
Institute.

Filali-Ansary, A. (1996) “The Challenge of Secularization’. The Journal of
Democracy, vol. 7, no. 2 (April), pp. 76-80.

Finer, Herman (1965) ‘Administrative Responsibility in Democratic Govern-
ment’, in Francis E. Rourke (ed.), Bureaucratic Power in National Politics.
Boston: Little, Brown & Company, pp. 176-187.

Firdaus Abdullah (1985) Radical Malay Politics: Its Origins and Development.
Kuala Lumpur: Pelanduk Publications.




A Y e

REFERENCES 247

I*iiskc, J. (1987) Telev
Fukuyama, Francis (
lo, Pp. 3-18.

Fune "
““;\_‘(,h‘ ]. (1980) Malay Politics in Malaysia — A Study of PAS and UMNO.
uala Lumpur: Heinemann., : ‘

('h“;ﬂ,’i““~ N. (1997) Democratization and the Islamist Challenge in the Arab

; -hn'ld‘ Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

('I“‘l‘; \“Sh_(l‘)‘)x) ‘Rights, Duties and Responsibilities’, in Josiane Cauqueline,

aul Lim and Birgit Mayer-Konig (eds), Asian Values: Encounters with
o Diversity. Richmond: Curzon Press, pp. 20-42.

(nbbon_s, David S. (1976) ‘Public Policy towards Fisheries Development in
I’_cn_msulgr Malaysia: A Critical Review Emphasizing Penang and Kedah’.
Kajian Ekonomi Malaysia, vol. 13, nos 1 & 2, pp. 89-121.

e 197?)‘P0ljtics within Bureaucracy in a Plural Society: The Implementa-
uon of Fisheries Development Policy in Malaysia’, in Politics within Bureau-
cracies, Collected Seminar Papers no. 25, Institute of Commonwealth
Studies, University of London, pp. 60-65.

Goh Gaik Peng (1998) ‘Aliran Kesedaran Negara dalam Pemantapan Masyarakat
Sivil di Malaysia’ [Aliran Kesedaran Negara and the consolidation of civil
society in Malaysia]. Graduation Exercise, Jabatan Sains Politik, Universiti
Kebangsaan Malaysia, Bangi.

Golding, P. and G. Murdock (1991) “Culture, communications and political
economy’, in J. Curran and M. Gurevitch (eds), Mass Media and Society.
London: Edward Arnold, pp. 15-32.

Gomez, Edmund T. (1990) Politics in Business: UMNO’s Corporate Investments.
Kuala Lumpur: Forum.

—— (1991) Money Politics in the Barisan Nasional. Kuala Lumpur: Forum.

—— (1994) Political Business: Corporate Involvement of Malaysian Political Parties.
Townsville, Queensland: James Cook University of North Queensland.

——(1996) The 1995 Malaysian General Elections: A Report and Com-
mentary. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies.

and K.S. Jomo (1997) Malaysia’s Political Economy: Politics, Patronage
and Profits. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Goonasekera, A. and D. Holaday (eds) (1993) Asian Communication Handbook.
Singapore: Asian Mass Communications Research and Information Centre.

Government of Malaysia (1973) Mid-Term Review of the Second Malaysia Plan
1971-1975. Kuala Lumpur: Government Printers.

—— (1984) Printing Presses and Publications Act. Kuala Lumpur: Government
Printers. :

—(1986) Peristiwa Memali [The Memali incident]. Kuala Lumpur: Govern-
ment Printers.

—(1988) Broadcasting Act 1988. Kuala Lumpur: Government Printers.

———(1991) Sixth Malaysia Plan 1991-1995. Kuala Lumpur: Government
Printers.

s k) ) Seventh Malaysia Plan 1996-2000. Kuala Lumpur: Government
Printers.

ision Culture. London: Routledge.
1989) “T'he End of History?” The National Interest, vol.




248 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

» Ministry of Information (1983) Radio and Television Malaysia Handbook.
Kuala Lumpur: Government Printers.

Greene, Tan (1990) ‘Conflict of Interest and the Canadian (Ionslitqtion: An
Analysis of Conflict of Interest Rules for Canadian Cabinet Ministers’.
Canadian Journal of Political Science, vol. 23, no.2, pp. 233-256.

Gullick, J.M. (1987) Malay Society in the Late Nineteenth Century. Singapore:
Oxtford University Press.

Gurmit Singh, K.S. (1987) Malaysians Know Your Rights. Petaling Jaya: Penerbit
Fajar Bakuti.

Haddad, Y.Y. (1995) Islamists and the Challenge of Pluralism. Washington:
Georgetown University.

Halim Salleh ez al. (1991) ‘Dasar Ekonomi Baru dan Persepsi Etnik di Kalangan
Pemimpin Pertubuhan’ [The New Economic Policy and ethnic perceptions
of heads of organizations] in Khadijah Muhamed and Halimah Awang (eds),
Dasar Ekonomi Baru dan Masa Depannya [The New Economic Policy and
its future]. Kuala Lumpur: Persatuan Sains Sosial Malaysia, pp. 93-139.

Hamelink, C.J. (1994) Trends in World Communication: On Disempowerment
and Self-Empowerment. Penang: Southbound.

Harper, T. N. (1997) ‘Asian Values and Southeast Asian Histories’. Historical
Journal, vol. 40, no. 2, pp. 507-517.

Headey, Bruce (1974) British Cabinet Ministers: The Roles of Politicians in
Executive Office. London: Allen & Unwin.

Heng Pek Koon (1992) “The Chinese Business Elite of Malaysia’, in R. McVey
(ed.), Southeast Asian Capitalists. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Southeast
Asia Program, pp. 127-144.

—— (1999) ‘Dawn of a New Wanita MCA’. The Star, 23 July.

Hewison, Kevin, Richard Robison and Garry Rodan (eds) (1993) Southeast
Asia in the 1990s: Authoritarianism, Democracy and Capitalism. St Leonards,
New South Wales: Allen & Unwin.

Hickling, R.-H. (1962) ‘The First Five Years of the Federation of Malaya Con-
stitution’. Malayan Law Review, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 183-204.

— and David A. Wishart (1988-89) ‘Malaysia: Dr Mahathir’s Thinking on
Constitutional Issues’. Lawasia, pp. 47-79. -

Ho Khai Leong (1992) ‘Aggrandizement of Prime Minister’s Power: The Trans-
formation of the Office of the Prime Minister in Malaysia’. Internationales
Asienforum, vol. 23, nos 1 & 2, pp. 227-243.

Horowitz, D.L. (1985) Ethnic Groups in Conflict. Berkeley, CA: University of
California Press.

— (1994a) “The Quran and the Common Law: Islamic Law Reform and
the Theory of Legal Change Pt. I’, Twe American Journal of Comparative
Law, vol. 42 (Spring), pp. 233-293.

— (1994b) “The Quran and the Common Law: Islamic Law Reform and
the Theory of Legal Change Pt. II’, The American Journal of Comparative
Law, vol. 42 (Summer), pp. 543-580.

Hua Wu Yin (1983) Class and Communalism in Malaysia. London: Zed Press.

Huntington, Samuel (1991) The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late
Twentieth Century. Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press.




REFERENCES 249

{“Sa“‘ {\ll, S. (1993) Isu Raja dan Pindaan Perlembagaan | The constitutional
2 l‘nLndmcn.n and the issue of the rulers]. Kuala Lumpur: Syed Husin Ali.
““;,'” Mutahl)“( 1993) Islam in Malaysia: From Revivalism to Islamic State.

: Sigapore: Singapore University Press.

bnu Hasyim (1993) PAS Kuasai Malaysia? | PAS controls Malaysia?|. Kuala
Lumpur: GG Edar. '

Ibrahim, S E. (1995) “Civil Society and the Prospect for Democratization in
the Arab World’, in A.R. Norton (ed.), Civil Society in the Middle East, vol.
.I. Leiden: E.J. Brill, pp. 27-54.

Ichiyo, Muto ‘( 1995) ‘Debates on Human Rights Must Remain Free of State
Discourse’. Communiqué, (September—-December), pp. 16-18.

Information Malaysia (various years). Kuala Lumpur: Berita Publishing.

Ingraham, Patricia W. (1993) “Of Pigs in Pokes and Policy Diffusion: Another

Look at Pay-for-Performance’. Public Administration Review,vol. 53, no. 4,
pp. 348-356.

International Movement for a Just World (1999) ‘Malaysian Journalists Call
for Repeal of Act’. Commentary, no. 24 (New Series), May.

Interview with Cecilia Ng and Zaitun Kasim (1999) ‘Women and Politics in
Malaysia’. Aliran Monthly, vol. 19, no. 6, pp. 36-39.

Ismail Kassim (1978) The Politics of Accommodation: An Analysis of the 1978
Malaysian General Elections. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies.

JAGAVAW (Joint-Action-Group Against Violence Against Women) (1985)
Proceedings of a Workshop-cum-Exhibition on Violence Against Women.
Kuala Lumpur, 23-24 March.

Jain, M.D. (1986) ‘Administrative Law in Malaysia’, in M.B. Hooker (ed.),
Malaysian Legal Essays. Kuala Lumpur: Malaysian Law Journal Sdn Bhd
pp- 213-262. '

Janhunen, Juha (1997) ‘Human Rights and Ethnic Rights in Asia’. NIASnytt,
no. 1 (April), pp. 10-12.

Jayasuriya, Kanishka (1997) ‘Asian Values as Reactionary Modernization’.
NIASnytt, no. 4 (December), pp. 19-27.

Jesudason, James (1989) Ethnicity and the Economy: The State, Chinese Business
and Multinationals in Malaysia. Singapore: Oxford University Press.

———(1995) Statist Democracy and the Limits to Civil Society in Malaysia’.
Journal of Commonwealth & Comparative Politics, vol. 33, no. 3 (November),
pp. 335-356.

—(1996) “The Syncretic State and the Structuring of Opposition Politics in
Malaysia’, in Garry Rodan (ed.), Political Oppositions in Industrialising Asia.
London: Routledge, pp. 128-160.

Johari Bin Mat (1993) ‘Peranan dan Tanggungjawab Pertubuhan-pertubuhan
Bukan Kerajaan (NGOs) Dalam Mewujudkan Masyarakat Penyayang’ [The
role and responsibility of non-govcrnrpcntal organizations in creating a
caring society . Paper presented at Scmmgr Peranan Pertubuhan-pertubuhan
Bukan Kerajaan (NGOs) Dalam Mewujudkan Masyarakat Penyayang,
[Seminar on the role and responsibility of non-governmental organizations
in creating a caring society|. Kuala Lumpur, 12 August.




250 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

Jomo, K.S. (1988) A Question of Class: Capital, the State and Uneven Develop
ment in Malaysia. New York and Manila: Monthly Review Press and Journal
of Contemporary Asia.

(1990) Growth and Structural Change in the Malaysian Economy. London
Macmillan,

————— (ed.) (1995) Privatising Malaysia: Rents, Rhetoric, Realities. Boulder, CO:
Westview.

and Ahmad Shabery Cheek (1992). ‘Malaysia’s Islamic Movements’, in

Joel S. Kahn and Francis Loh Kok Wah (eds), Fragmented Vision: Culture and

Politics in Contemporary Malayssa. Sydney: Allen & Unwin, pp. 79-105.

. Khoo Boo Teik and Chang Yii Tan (1996) ‘Vision, Policy and Governance
in Malaysia’; in Leila Frischtak and Izak Atiyas (eds), Governance, Leadership
and Communication, Washington, DC: World Bank, pp. 65-89.

Kahn, Joel S. and Francis Loh Kok Wah (eds) (1992) Fragmented Vision: Culture
and Politics in Contemporary Malaysia. Sydney: Allen & Unwin.

Kamarudin Jaffar (1980) Dr. Burbanuddin Al-Helmy — Politik Melayu dan Islam
[ Dr. Burhanuddin Al-Helmy — Islam and Malay Politics]. Kuala Lumpur:
Yayasan Anda.

and Hazami Habib (ed.) (1993) Wawasan 2020 [Vision 2020]. Kuala
Lumpur: Institut Kajian Dasar.

Kamilia Ibrahim (1998) ‘Women’s Involvement in Politics and the Need for a
Paradigm Shift’, in Sharifah Zaleha Syed Hassan (ed.), Malaysian Women
in the Wake of Change, Kuala Lumpur: University of Malaya, Gender Studies
Programme, pp. 105-110.

Kaplan, R.D. (1997) ‘Was Democracy Just a Moment?’. The Atlantic Monthly,
vol. 280, no. 6 (December), pp. 55-80.

Karthigesu, R. (1991) “Two Decades of Growth and Development of Malaysian
Television and an Assessment of its Role in Nation Building’. PhD thesis,
University of Leicester, UK.

Kedurie, E. (1992) Democracy and Polstical Culture. Washington, DC: Institute
of Near East Policy.

Kepel, G. (1998) “The Political Sociology of Islamism’. ISIM Newsletter, 25
October.

Kershaw, Roger (1993) ‘Shattered Symbiosis: The Road to Conflict between
Malay Nationalism and Monarchy’. Internationales Asien-forum, vol. 24.
nos 3 & 4 (November), pp. 283-310.

Khalid, D.H. (1977) “T'he Problem of Defining Islam and Modern Accentua-
tons’. Islamic Studies, vol. 9, no. 1 (Autumn), pp. 217-281.

Khatijah Sidck (1995) Memoir Khatijah Sidek: Puteri Kesatria Bangsa | Memoirs
of Khatijah Sidek: Warrior Princess of the Nation]. Bangi: Penerbit Universiti
Kebangsaan Malaysia,

Khong Kim Hoong (1984) Merdeka! British Rule and the Strugale for Inde-
pendence in Malaya, 1946-1957. Petaling Jaya: Insan. ¢

Khoo Boo Teik (1995) Paradoxes of Mahathivism: An Intellectual Biography of

Mahathir Mohamad. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press.
——(19972a) ‘Democracy and Authoritarianism in Malaysia since 1957- Class,
Ethnicity and Changing Capitalism’, in Anck Laothamatas (ed.), Demo-

e e




R—

REFERENCES 251

cratization in S s ! . Si ‘ S
\1 1 n‘mm. e Southeast and East Asia. Singapore: Institute of Southeast
Astan Studies, pp. 46-76.

QO7I) ‘e ATl fod i I i
W(‘.l‘“ /.h? l.“.”"“',‘"‘ Vision and Political Opposition in Malaysia, 1981~
Crards 1¢ Politics of the Mahathir Era’. The Copenhagen Journal of Asian
Studies, no, 12, pp. 9-34.,

O SRatlanid ] : '
A(l 798) ‘Reflections on the 1998 UMNO General Assembly’. Aliran

lonthly, vol. 18, no. 6, pp. 2-7.

\ (.l‘?‘?‘)) “I'he Value(s) of a Miracle: Malaysian and Singaporcan Elite Con-
structions of Asia’. Asian Studies Review, vol. 23, no. 2 (June), pp. 181-192.

— (.‘2~().()()) “Unfinished Crises: Malaysian Politics in 1999”, in Southeast Asian
; A_/_/I’HI'.\' 2000. Singapore: Institute of Southcast Asian Studies, pp. 165-183.
Khoo l\;\)"Kil11 (1988) ‘English Newspapers in Malaya 1900-1941: History
and Historiography’, in Mohd. Sarim Hj. Mustajab ez al. (eds), Akhbar dan
Majalah di Malaysia: Sejarah dan Perkembangan [ Newspapers and magazines
in Malaysia: history and development]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan
Malaysia Press, pp. 69-89.

—— (1994) ‘Malaysian Women’s Participation in Politics: A Historical Per-

spective’; in Robert Haas and Rahmah Hashim (eds), Malaysian Women
Creating Their Political Awareness. Kuala Lumpur: Friedrich Naumann
Foundation /Asian Institute for Development Communication, pp. 1-7.

Khoo Khay Jin (1992) ‘The Grand Vision: Mahathir and Modernisation’, in
Joel S. Kahn and Francis Loh Kok Wah (eds), Fragmented Vision: Culture
and Politics in Contemporary Malaysia. Sydney: Allen & Unwin, pp. 44-76.

Khoo, Philip (1999) “Thinking the Unthinkable’. Aliran Monthly, vol. 19, no. 5,
pp. 2-8.

Khuri, R.K. (1998) Freedom, Modernity and Islam — Toward a Creative Synthesis.
Syracuse, NY: Syracuse University Press.

Kim Dac Jung (1994) “Is Culture Destiny? The Myth of Asia’s Anti-Democratic
Values’. Foreign Affairs, vol. 73, no. 6 (November/December 1994), pp.
189-194.

KLSE Annual Companies Handbook (various years). Kuala Lumpur: Kuala
Lumpur Stock Exchange.

Korten, David C. (1990) Getting to the 21st Century: Voluntary Action and the
Global Agenda. West Hartford, CT: Kumarian Press.

Kramer G. (1993) ‘Islamist Democracy’. Middle East Report, vol. 183, July—
Aug., pp- 2-8.

[ (1995) ‘Islam and Pluralism’, in Rex Brynen, Bahgat Korang and Paul
Noble (eds), Political Liberalization and Democratization in the Arab
World, vol. 1. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner, pp. 113-128.

Kua Kia Soong (1987) Defining Malaysian Culture. Petaling Jaya: K. Das Inc.

(1993) Reforming Malaysia. Kuala Lumpur: Oriengroup.
Kubba, L. (1996) ‘Recognizing Pluralism’. Journal of Democracy, vol. 7, no. 2
(April), pp- 86-89. 1
Laitin, D.D. (1978) ‘Religion, Political Culture and the Weberian Tradition’.
Whrld Politics, vol. 30, n0. 4, pp. 563-592.
hri or (1S The Revolt of the Elites and the Betrayal of
fasch, Chiisopher (1998) T orton & Co. yal of




252 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

Lawyers Committee for Human Rights (1990) Malaysia: Assault on the
Judiciary. New York: Lawyers Committee for Human Rights.

Lee, H. P (1995) Constitutional Conflicts in Contemporary Malaysia. Kuala
Lumpur: Oxford University Press.

Leftwich, Adrian. (1993) ‘Governance, Democracy and Development in the
Third World. Third World Quarterly, vol.14, no. 3, pp. 605-624,

Leigh, M. (1991) ‘Money Politics and Dayak Nationalism’, in Muhammad
Ikmal Said and J. Saravanamuttu (eds), Images of Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur:
Persatuan Sains Sosial Malaysia, pp. 180-202.

Lent, John A. (ed.) (1982) Newspapers in Asia: Contemporary Trends and
Problems. Kuala Lumpur: Heinemann Asia.

Leo Ah-Bang (1975) ‘Elite Cooperation in Two Communal Societies: A Study

of Peninsula Malaysia and Singapore’. PhD thesis, University of British
Columbia, Vancouver.

Lijphart, A. (1969) ‘Consociational Democracy’. World Politics, vol. 21, no. 2,
pp- 207-225.

Lim Hong Hai (1989) ‘The Eve-of-Independence Constitutional Debate on
Fundamental Liberties and Judicial Review’. Kajian Malaysia, vol. 7, nos
1 & 2 (January/December), pp. 1-37.

— (1997) “The Malayan Electoral System: Its Formation and Change’. PhD
dissertation, University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur.

Lim Lin Lean (1988) “The Erosion of the Chinese Economic Position’, in Ling
Liong Sik et al. (eds), The Future of Malaysian Chinese. Kuala Lumpur:
Malaysian Chinese Association, pp. 37-55.

Lim Teck Ghee (1995) ‘Non-governmental Organisations in Malaysia and
Regional Networking’, in Tadashi Yamamoto (ed.), Emerging Civil Society
in the Asia Pacific Community. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian
Studies, pp. 165-182.

Lipset, S.M. (1959) ‘Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic Develop-
ment and Political Legitimacy’. The American Political Science Review, vol.
53, no. 1, pp. 69-105.

—— (1995) The Encyclopaedia of Democracy, vol 1. London: Routledge; pp
240-242.

Loh Kok Wah, Francis (1982) The Politics of Chinese Unity in Malaysia. Singa-
pore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies.

—— (1994) “The Sabah State Elections 1994°. Aliran Monthly, vol 14, no. 2,
pp- 2-5.

—— (1996) ‘A New Sabah and the Spell of Development’. Southeast Asian
Research, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 63-83.

and Mustafa K. Anuar (1996) “The Press in Malaysia in the early 1990s:
Corporatisation, Technological Innovation and the Middle Class’, in
Muhammad Tkmal Said and Zahid Emby (eds), Critical Perspectives: Essays
in Honour of Syed Husin Ali. Petaling Jaya: Malaysian Social Science
Association, pp. 96-131.

Lopez, Carolina (1997) ‘Integrated Ideological-Structural Analysis of Global
Ideological Reproduction. The Case of Mexican Educational Policy’. PhD
thesis, Northern Arizona State University, Flagstaff. }




1

REFERENCES 253

Lummis, Douglas (1995) ‘Rethinking Human Rights’. Communiqué, (September-
December), pp. 19-23.

Mahathir bin Mohamad (1970) The Malay Dilemma. Singaporc: Donald Moore.

*i)\nl?x\'l‘) Guide for Small Businessmen. Petaling Jaya: Eastern Universitics
llus. [ranslated from Panduan Peniaga Kectl, 2nd cdition, Kuala
Aampur: Dewan Bahasa dan Pustaka (first published in 1973).
T (F‘)33) ‘New Gm-omnwnl Policies’, in K.S. Jomo (ed.), The Sun Also Sets:
14‘.\.\‘0;1‘5’171 I,m).lcm\n East. Kuala Lumpur: Insan, pp. 276-278.
—— (1985) ‘Whither Malaysia?®, in Andrew J.L. Armour (ed.), Asia and Japan.
London: Athlone, pp. 150-159.

— (1986a) The Challenge. Petaling Java: Pelanduk Publications. Translated
_tr‘)ll‘:)gh'"ﬂbmiapi Cabaran. Kuala Lumpur: Pustaka Antara (first published
in 0).

—’( 1986b) Speech at the First ISIS National Conference on National Secunty,
l\uulla Lumpur, 15 July. Foreign Affairs Malaysia, vol. 19, no. 3 (September),
pp. 1-5.

‘( 1989) Regionalism, Globalism and Spheres of Influence: ASEAN and the
Challenge of Change into the 21st Century. Singapore: Institute of Southeast
Asian Studies.

—— (1991) ‘Malaysia: The Way Forward.” Paper presented at the Inaugural
Meeting of the Malaysian Business Council, Kuala Lumpur, 28 February.

—— (1993) Speech at the 48th United Nations General Assembly, 1 October
1993, reprinted as ‘UN Veto Power Most Undemocratic’, New Straits
Times, 6 October.

—— (1995) The Malaysian System of Government. Kuala Lumpur: Prime
Minister’s Department.

—— (1996) Speech at the 29th International General Meeting of the Pacific
Basin Economic Council, Washington, 21 May 1996. Reprinted as ‘It’s
time Asia be accorded due respect’, New Straits Times, 22 May.

———(1997) ‘I Am Still Here’. Interview in Asiaweek magazine, 9 May. brtp:/
/puthﬁndcr.com/@@...k/currcnt/issuc/cs3.hmzl.

——(1997) ‘Mencbus Maruah Bangsa’ [Redeem the dignity of the race].
Speech at the official opening of UMNO’s 40th Assembly in Kuala Lumpur,
5 September.

——(1998) “Call Me a Heretic’. Time, 14 September, p. 21.

———(2000), ‘Dr Mahathir’s World Analysis’, reproduced in New Straits Times,
14 June.

and Shintaro Ishihara (1995) The Voice of Asia. Two Leaders Discuss
the Coming Century. Tokyo: Kodansha Int Ltd and Kinokuniya Co. Ltd.
Translated by Frank Baldwin.

Manderson, Lenore (1980) Women, Politics and Change: The Kawum Tbu
UMNO, Malaysia, 1945-1972. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press.

Maniam, K. (1988) ‘Scjarah dan Perkembangan akhbar dan majalah India
sebelum dan selepas Merdeka — sumbangan serta peranannya dalam masyarakat
India’ [ The history and development of Ipdmp newspapers and magazines
before and after Independence — their contribution and role in Indian society ],




254 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

in Mohd. Sarim Hj. Mustajab ct al. (eds), Akhbar dan Majalah di Malaysia:
Separvah dan Perkembangan | Newspapers and magazines in Malaysia: history
and development ]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press, pp. 188-204.
Marcussen, Henrik S. (1996) ‘NGOs, the State and Civil Society’. Review of
African Political Economy, vol. 23, no. 69 (September), pp. 405-423.
Mauzy, D. (1983) Barisan Nasional: Coalition Government in Malaysia. Kuala
Lumpur: Marican and Sons.

—— (1993) ‘Malaysia: Malay Political Hegemony and Coercive Consociational-

ism’, in John McGarry and Brendan O’Leary (eds), The Politics of Ethnic
Conflict Regulation. London: Routledge, pp. 106-127.

Maznah Mohamad (1999) ‘Men Foil, Women Toil’. Aliran Monthly, vol. 19,
pPp- 24-27.

and Wong Soak Koon (eds) (1994), Feminism: Malaysian Critique and
Experience. Special issue of Kajian Malaysia, vol. 12, nos 1 & 2 (June/
December).

MCCBCHS (Malaysian Consultative Council of Buddhism, Christianity,
Hinduism and Sikhism) (1984 ) Contemporary Issues on Malaysian Religions.
Petaling Jaya: Pelanduk Publications.

— (1990) ‘Why MCCBCHS Rejects the Application of Syariah on Non-
Muslims’ (pamphlet).

Md. Salleh Hj. Hassan (1992) ‘Aktiviti penyelidikan Jabatan Komunikasi
Pembangunan, Universiti Pertanian Malaysia’ [ Research activities of the
Department of Development Communication, Universiti Pertanian
Malaysia], in Mohd. Dhari Othman et al. (eds), Pasca Sidang Seminar
Penyelidikan Komunikasi [ Post-communication research seminar pro-
ceedings]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press, pp. 35-44.

Means, Gordon (1970) Malaysian Politics. London: University of London Press.

(1991) Malaysian Politics: The Second Generation. Singapore: Oxford
University Press.

Mehmet, Ozay (1986) Development in Malaysia: Poverty, Wealth and Trusteeship.
London: Croom Helm.

Milne, R.S. (1977) ‘Politics, Ethnicity and Class in Guyana and Malaysia’.
Social and Economic Studies, vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 18-37.

(1988) ‘Bicommunal Systems: Guyana, Malaysia, Fiji’. Publius, vol. 18,

no. 2, pp.101-113.

and Maugzy, Diane K. (1980) Politics and Government in Malaysia.
Singapore: Times Books International.

Mohd. Dhari Othman et al. (eds) (1992) Pasca Stdang Seminar Penyelidikan
Komunikasi [ Post-communication research seminar proceedings]. Bang;i:
Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press. T

Mohd. Nor Nawawi (1991) ‘Dasar Ekonomi Baru, Perpaduan Nasional dan
Kelas Menengah’ [ The New Economic Policy, national unity and the
middle class], in Khadijah Muhamed and Halimah Awang (eds), Dasar
Ekonomi Baru dan Masa Depannya [ The New Economic Policy and its
future]. Kuala Lumpur: Persatuan Sains Sosial Malaysia: pp. 140-154.

Mohd. Safar Hasim (1996) Akhbar dan Kuasa: Perkembangan Sistem Akhbar
di Malaysia Sejak 18006 [ The press and power: The development of the

B AN

—

R——




REFERENCES 255

ll“l't‘ss system in Malaysia since 1806, Kuala Lumpur: Universiti Malaya

I'CSS.

Mnl\‘d: Sarim Hj. Mustajab ez al. (cds) (1988) Akhbar dan Majalah di Malaysia:
Serarvah dan Pevkembangan | Newspapers and magazines in Malaysia: history
and development |. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press.

Mul.\dA Suffian Hashim (1963) “I'he Relationship between [slam and the State
in Malaya’. Intisari, vol. 1, no. 3, pp. 16-36.

Monshipouri, M. (1997) ‘Islamism, Civil Society, and the Democracy Conun
drum’. The Muslim World, vol. 87, no. 1 (January), pp. 54-66.

Morley, D. (1980) The Nationwide Audience. London: British Film Institute.

(1986) Family Television: Domestic Leisure and Cultural Power. London:

Comedia.

(1992) Television, Audiences and Cultural Studies. London: Routledge.

Moussali, A.S. (1995) ‘Modern Islamic Fundamentalist Discourses on Civil
Society, Pluralism and Democracy’, in A.R. Morton (ed.), Civil Society in
the Middle East, vol. 1, Leiden: E.J. Brill, pp. 79-119.

Muhammad Tkmal Said (1996) ‘Malay Nationalism and National Identity’, in
Muhammad Tkmal Said and Zahid Emby (eds), Malaysia Critical
Perspectives: Essays in Honour of Syed Husin Ali. Kuala Lumpur: Malaysian
Social Science Association, pp. 34-73.

Muhammad Nur Manuty (1996) ‘Presidential Address at ABIM’s 25th Annual
Assembly, September.

—— (1997) ‘Presidential Address’ at ABIM’s 26th Annual Assembly,
September.

Muhammad Rais Abdul Karim (1999) (ed.), Reengineering the Public Service.
Subang Jaya: Pelanduk Publications.

Muhammed Syukri Abdullah (1992) An Islamic Approach to Rural
Development: the Argam Way. London: ASOIB Books International.
Muhd. Yusof Ibrahim (1988) ‘Akhbar dan majalah ditinjau dari sudut pense-
jarahan Melayu’ [Newspapers and magazines from the perspective of Malay
history], in Mohd. Sarim Hj. Mustajab et al. (eds), Akbbar dan Majalab d:
Malaysia: Sejarah dan Perkembangan [ Newspapers and magazines in Malaysia:

history and development]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press,
pp. 17-28.

Murdock, G. (1989) ‘Cultural Studies: Missing Links’. Critical Studies in
Mass Communication, vol. 6, no. 4 (December), pp. 436440

Mustafa K. Anuar (1990) “The Malaysian 1990 General Election: The Role of
the BN Mass Media’, Kajian Malaysia. vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 82-102.

——(1992) ‘Perkembangan penyelidikan komunikasi di Rancangan Komunikasi’
[The development of research communication in the Communication
Section], in Mohd. Dhari Othman et al. (eds), Pasca Sidang Seminar
Penyelidikan Komunikasi [ Post-communication research seminar pro-
ceedings|. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press, pp. 11-21.

— (1994) ‘Peninsular Mainstream Media’s Coverage’. Aliran Monthly, vol.
14, no. 2, pp. 7-9. 3

e (S OS) “Turning Over?” Aliran Monthly, vol. 19 no. 5, pp. 28-31.




256 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

Nagata, J. (1980) ‘Religious Ideology and Social Change: The Islamic Revival
E;n Mf\la(ysia'. )Paciﬁngffairs, V()l.gg‘%, no. 3 (Fall), pp. 405-439.

——(1994) ‘How to Be Islamic without Being an Islamic State: Contested Models
of Development in Malaysia’, in Akber S. Ahmed and Hasting Donnan (eds),
Islam, Globalization and Postmodernity. New York: Routledge, pp. 63-90.

—— (1997) “Islam Ethnonationalism versus Religious Transnationalism:
Nation-Building and Islam in Malaysia’. The Muslim World, vol. 87, no. 2
(April), pp. 129-150.

Nasr, S.V.R. (1995) ‘Democracy and Islamic Revivalism’. Political Science
Quarterly, vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 261-285.

Navaratnam, R.V. (1984) ‘The Changing Role of the PTD in an Era of New
Developments’. Malaysian Management Review, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 55-60.

Ng, Cecilia and Chee Heng Leng (1999) ‘Women’s Movement and Struggles’,
in Cecilia Ng (ed.), Positioning Women in Malaysia: Class and Gender in
an Industrializing State. London: Macmillan.

Ng, Cecilia and Maznah Mohamad (1986) ‘Protest, Resistance and Women’s
Movements in Malaysia’. Paper presented at the 12th International Socio-
logical Association Congress, 18-24 August, New Delhi.

—— (1989) ‘Pergerakan Wanita di Malaysia: Emansipasi atau Pembebasan?’

[ The women’s movement in Malaysia: Emancipation or liberation?], in
Ahmad Shabery Cheek (ed.), Cabaran Malaysia Tahun Lapan Puluban
[Challenges for Malaysia in the 1980s]. Kuala Lumpur: Malaysian Social
Science Association, pp- 220-234.

Nik Abdul Aziz Nik Mat (1995) Kelantan: Universiti Politik Terbuka [Kelantan:
The university of open politics]. Nilam Puri: Maahad ad-Dakwah wal-Imamah.

Norani Othman (ed.) ( 1994), Shari’a Law and the Modern Nation-State. Kuala
Lumpur: Sisters in Islam Forum.

Norton, Philip ( 1994) “Parliament I: the House of Commons’, in Bill Jones et al.
(eds), Politics UK, 2nd edn. London: Harvester Wheatsheaf, pp. 327-348

Oetama, Jakob (1989) “The Press And Society’, in Achal Mehra (ed.), Press
Systems in ASEAN States. Singapore: Asian Mass Communications Research
and Information Centre.

Ong, Michael (1980) “The Adequacy of Parliamentary Control over the Bureau-
cracy’. Paper presented at the Consumer Association of Penang Seminar on
Economics, Development and the Consumer, 17-20 November.

— (1987) ‘Government and Opposition in Parliament’, in Zakaria Haji Ahmad
(ed.), Government and Politics of Malaysia. Singapore: Oxford University
Press, pp. 40-55.

— (1990) ‘Malaysia: Communalism and the Political System’. Pacific View-
point, vol. 31, no. 2, pp- 73-95.

PAS (1994a) Perlembagaan Parti Islam Se

Constitution of Parti Islam SeMalaysia
— (1994b) Membangun Bersa

Malaysia ( PAS) Pindaay 1993 [The
, 1993 amendment]. Kuala Ly

ma Islam [ Development with Islam]. Kuala
—— (1998) Kenyataan Ketyua Dewan Pemuda PAS P

usat, Dec. 12, 1998
[Statement by the leader of National PAS Youth]. Kuala Lumpur.

mpur.

——

-

R e . = & it

T PE T



i

7
31
i

5
i

RETO?

RO e o

2 BN AT R

REFERENCES 257

P4 anhth:

\ll}l}\.m..nl‘\.m, M. qndAR()bcrl Haas (eds) (1995) Political Culture: The Chal-

e “"{’7‘ of Modernisation. Petaling Jaya: Friedrich Naumann Foundation.

L“yf-rlllf"m“\‘ I," (198(’) ‘Merit Pay in the Public Sector: The Case for a Failure
of Theory’. Review of Public Personnel Administration, vol. 7, no. 1 (Fall),
pp. 261-278.

) F a0 £ s

| utlﬁl‘chc.}ry, I\’L}\’IS (1978a) The Politics ofAdministmtion: The Malaysian

xperience. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press.

—— (1978b) ‘I\'liqistcrial Responsibility in Malaysia’, in Tun Mohamed Suffian,
H.DP. Lee and F.A. Trindade (eds), The Constitution of Malaysia, Its Develop-
ment: 1957-1977. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press, pp. 123-135.

—— (1987) “The Administrative Elite’, in Zakaria Haji Ahmad (ed.), Govern-
ment and Politics of Malaysia. Singapore: Oxford University Press, pp- 94-110.

Rahmah Hashim (1996) ‘Consider Complexities before Implementing Act,

' Says Group’. New Straits Times, 11 May.

Rais Yatim_( 1995) Ereedom under Executive Power in Malaysia: A Study of
Executive Supremacy. Kuala Lumpur: Endowment.

Ran_lakrishnan, P. (1989) ‘Democracy and the Civil Law (Amendment) Bill’,
in ALIRAN, Issues of the Mahathir Years, Penang: ALIRAN, pp. 42—44.

Ramanathan, K. (1992) ‘The Tamil Press in Malaysia’. Aliran Monthly, vol. 12,

no. 4, pp.10-13.
——(1996) ‘Hinduism in a Muslim State: The Case of Malaysia’. Asian Journal

of Political Science, vol. 4, no. 2, pp- 42-62.

Rashila Ramli (1998) ‘Democratisation in Malaysia: Toward Gender Parity in

Political Participation’. Akademika. July, pp. 61-76.

Ratnam, K.J. (1965) Communalism and the Political Process in Malaya. Singa-
pore: University of Malaya Press.

____and R.S. Milne (1970) “The 1969 Pariamentary Elections in West Malaysia’.
Pacific Affairs, vol. 43, no. 2 (Summer), pp- 203-226.

Reece, Bob (1969) ‘Crimes for Democracy?’ Far Eastern Economic Review, 18
September, p. 688.

Rehman Rashid (1986) ‘Why I Took to Politics’. New Straits Times, 5 July.

Riggs, Fred W. ( 1970) Administrative Reform and Political Responsiveness: A
Theory of Dynamic Balancing. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage Publications.

(97 1) ‘Bureaucratic Politics in Comparative Perspective’, in Fred W.
Riggs (ed.), The Frontiers of Development Administration. Durham, NC:

Duke University Press, pp- 375-414.
Robison, Richard (1996a) “The Politics of

9, no. 3, pp- 309-327.
——{1996b) ‘Looking North: Myths and Strategies’, in Richard Robison (ed.),
Pathways to Asia: The Politics of Engagement. St Leonards, New South Wales:

Allen & Unwin, pp. 3-28.
Rodan, Garry (1996) “The Intcrnqtionalization of Ideological Conflict: Asia’s
New Significance’. Pacific Review, vol. 9, no. 3, pp- 328-351.
evin Hewison (1996) ‘A «Clash of Cultures” or Convergence of
, in Richard Robison (ed.), Pathways to Asia: The Politics
nards, New South Wales: Allen & Unwin, pp. 29-55.

«Asian Values™. Pacific Review, vol.

_zand K
Political Ideology’

of Engagement. St Leo




258 DEMOCRACY IN MALAYSIA

Roff, W.R. (1967) The Origins of Malay Nationalism. Kuala Lumpur:
University of Malaya Press. . ;

Rohana Ariffin (1994) ‘Assessing Patriarchy in Labour Organisaqons’z in Maznah
Mohamad and Wong Soak Koon (eds), Feminism: Malaysian Critigue and
Experience. Special issuc of Kajian Malaysia, vol. 12, nos 1 & 2, June/
December, pp. 47-72.

Rose Ismail (ed.) (1995) Hudud in Malaysia — The Issues at Stake. Kuala Lumpur:
Sisters in Islam Forum.

Rosnani Hashim (1997) Educational Dualism in Malaysia — Implications for
Theory and Practice. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press.

Roy, O. (1996) The Failure of Political Islam. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Rustam Sani (1993) Politik dan Polemik Bahasa Melayu [ The politics and
polemics on the Malay language]. Kuala Lumpur: Utusan Publications.

S. Ahmad Hussein (1998) Muslim Politics in Malaysia: Origins and Evolution
of Competing Traditions in Malay Islam. Braamfontein, South Africa:
Foundation for Global Dialogue, occasional paper No. 15.

Said Ramadan (1985) “Three Major Problems Confronting the World of Islam’,
in Ahmad Ibrahim, Sharon Siddique aand Yasmin Hussain (eds) Readings
on Islam in Southeast Asia. Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies,
pp. 329-336.

Saliha Hassan (1991) ‘Peranan Badan Bukan Kerajaan Dalam Sistem Politik Malay-
sia’ [The role of non-governmental organizations in Malaysia’s political system ],
in Hairany Naffis (ed.), Polstik Malaysia Dekad 1990an. Prosiding Seminar
Politik Malaysia ke IV [ Malaysian politics in the 1990s. Proceedings of the
4th Malaysian Politics Seminar]. Bangi: Penerbit Universiti Kebangsaan
Malaysia, pp. 51-75.

— (1997) ‘Malaysian NGO Discourses on Democracy in the 1980s’. Paper
presented at Second International Workshop on Discourses and Practices
of Democracy in Southeast Asia, Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia, Bangi,
3-8 March.

—— (1998) ‘Peranan Badan Bukan Kerajaan Dalam Pembentukan Masyarakat
Madani’, in Minds (ed.), Masyarakat Madani: Saty Tinjauan Awal [The
role of non-governmental organizations in the formation of a civil society:
A preliminary exploration]. Kuala Lumpur: Minds, pp. 77-87.

— (2000) ‘NGO, Masyarakat Sivil dan Demokrasi’ [NGO, civil society and
democracy], in Abdul Rahman Embong (ed.), Negara, Pasaran dan
Pemodenan Malnysia [The state, market and modernization in Malaysia].
Bangi: Penerbit Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia, pp. 214-243.

Salwa Ismail (1995) ‘Democracy in Contemporary Arab Intellectual Discourse’,
in Rex Brynen, Bahgat Korany and Paul Noble (eds), Political Liberaliza-
tion and Democratization in the Arab World, vol. 1, Boulder, Lynne Rienner,
pp. 93-111.

Samsudin A. Rahim (1992) ‘Perkembangan penyelidikan komunikasi di Jabatan
Komunikasi UKM’ [ The development of communication research in the Com-
munications Department, UKM], in Mohd. Dhari Othman ez al. (eds), Pasca
Sidang Seminar Penyelidikan Komunikasi [Post-communication research
seminar proceedings]. Bangi: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press, pp. 23-33.

Saravanamuttu, Johan (1987) “The State, Authoritarianism and Industnalisation:
Reflections on the Malaysian Case’. Kajian Malaysia, vol. 5, no. 2 (December)
pp- 43-75.

bl

TR RIS

TSNS P B Wt ST

et S PO 7 IR I T TR PSP T PTY T




REFERENCES 259

i i \l\";"ll) “\( State, Ethnicity and the Middle Class Factor: Democratic Change

! Malaysiac, in Ko Rupesinghe (ed.), Internal Conflict and Governance.
New York: St Martin's Press, pp. 44-64.

& ":‘;/- 1(19;)3) “I'he Pitfalls of NICdom’. Asian Exchange, vol. 8, nos 1 &

=0 . 13-48.

Sartori, Giovanni (1997) Comparative Constitutional Engineering: An Inquiry

_ nto Structures, Incentives and Outcomes. New York: New York University Press.

‘\Cm{]‘ ]."““C:‘ ("i (1968) Political Ideology in Malaysia. New Haven, CT: Yale

niversity Press.

Scott, S;rl%ﬂl‘;rd (1996) ‘Ministerial Accountability’. Public Law, (Autumn),
Pp- ¢ 6.

Se *‘flg‘ s Peter (1999) The Riddle of Malaysian Capitalism: Rent-seekers ov Real
‘(,np:mhxts? St Leonards, New South Wales: Allen & Unwin.

Se “»\PQ‘GCF (1977) Administrative Theories and Politics, 2nd edn. London: Allen
X nwin.

Shamsul, A.B. (1986) From British to Bumiputra Rule: Local Politicsand Rural
gcvclopmcnt in Peninsular Malaysia. Singapore: Institute of Southeast

sian Studies.

(1996) “The Construction and Transformation of a Social Identity: Malay-
ness and Bumiputraness Re-examined’. Journal of Asian and African Studies,
no: 52, pp. 15=33.

Siddiq Fadil (1982) ‘Garis-Garis Besar Haluan Perjuangan Ucapan Dasar Pemangku
Presiden ABIM’ [General guidelines of the direction of the struggle, policy
speech by the acting president]. ABIM’s 11th Annual Assembly, 3-5 Septcmll)(cr.

(1983) ‘Menyahut Cabaran Abad Kebangunan’ — Ucapan Dasar Pemangku
Presiden ABIM’ [Responding to the challenges of the development
ccntur}';‘ Keyrtl)cl)tcsf(k)dldrlcsslbx the Acting ABIM President]. ABIM’s 12th
Annual Assembly, uly—1 August.

Simon, Herbert A. (1967) ‘The Changing Theory and Changing Practice of
Public Administration’, in Ithiel de Sola qul (ed.), Political Science: Toward
Empirical Theory. New York: McGraw-Hill, pp. 86-120.

Sisters in Islam (1993) Islam, Gender and Women’s Rights. Kuala Lumpur: Sisters
in Islam Forum.

Smith, Anthony (1986) The Ethmic Origins of Nations. Oxford: Blackwell.

Sothi Rachagan (1980) ‘The Development of the Electoral System’, in Harold
Crouch, Lee Kam Hing and Michael Ong (eds), Malaysian Politics and the
1978 Election. Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press, pp. 255-292.

Stenson, Michael (1980) Class, Race and Colonialism in West Malaysia. St
Lucia: University of Queensland Press.

Stockwell, A.J. (1979) British Policy and Malay Politics during the Malayan
Union Experiment 1942-1 946. Kuala Lumpur: Malaysian Branch of the

Royal Asiatic Society, monograph no. 8.
Suhaini Aznam (1998a) ‘A Judicial Shake-up’. Far Eastern Economic Review,

14 January, p. 27. y ‘ ; :
__—(1998b) “The Tilt of Power’. Far Eastern Economic Review, 31 March, p. 15.
d Adam Aljafri (1995) “The Corporate Dimension’, in M. Pathmanathan
and Robert Haas (¢ds), Political Culture: The Challenge of Modernization.

Petaling Jaya: Friedrich Naumann Foundation, pp. 123-162.

Sye




260 DEMOCRACY IN MALATYSIA

Tan Chee Beng (1990) ‘Resorting to Ethnic Games (Again)’. Aliran Monthly,
vol. 11, no. 1, pp- 20-24.

Tan Liok Ee (1992) ‘Dongjiaozong and the Challenge to Cultural 1Hcgcm0ny
1951-1987", in Joel S. Kahn and Francis Loh Kok Wah (eds), Fragmented
Vision: Culture and Politics in Contemporary Malaysia. Sydney: Allen &
Unwin, pp. 282-305.

Tan Poo Chang (1994) ‘Women Power in Elections and Political Changc:'A
Potential Resource’, in Robert Haas and Rahmah Hashim (eds), Malaysian
Women Creating Their Political Awareness. Kuala Lumpur: Friedrich Naumann
Foundation & Asian Institute for Development Communication, pp. 37-46.

Tan Sooi Beng (1992) ‘Counterpoints in the Performing Arts of Malaysia’, in
Joel S. Kahn and Francis Loh Kok Wah (eds), Fragmented Vision: Culture and
Politics in Contemporary Malaysia. Sydney: Allen & Unwin, pp- 282-305.

Tan, Simon (1990) ‘The Rise of State Authoritarianism in Malaysia’. Bulletin
of Concerned Asian Scholars, vol. 22, no. 3 (July-September), pp. 32-42.

Tandon, Yash (1996) ‘Reclaiming Africa’s Agenda: Good Governance and the
Role of the NGOs in the African Context’. Australian Journal of Inter-
national Affairs, vol. 50, no. 3, pp 293-303.

Tang Eng Teik (1988) ‘Perkembangan Akhbar-akhbar Cina di Malaysia’ [ The
development of Chinese newspapers in Malaysia], in Mohd. Sarim Hj. Mustajab
et al. (eds), Akhbar dan Majalah di Malaysia: Sejarah dan Perkembangan
[ Newspapers and magazines in Malaysia: history and development]. Bang;:
Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia Press, pp- 90-113.

Tarmizi Mohd. Jam (1993) Kelantan Digugat dan Digigit [Kelantan threatened
and exploited]. Kuala Lumpur: Minda Siasah.

(1995) Ketahanan PAS Ancam Masa Depan UMNO [PAS resilience
threatens UMNO’s future]. Kuala Lumpur: Rangkaian Minda Publishing.

Tessler, M. (1997) ‘The Origins of Popular Support for Islamist Movements:
A Political Economy Analysis’, in John P. Antelis (ed.), Islam, Democracy
and the State in North Africa. Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press,
pp- 93-126.

Tibi, B. (1999) ‘The Fundamentalist Challenge to the Secular Order in the
Middle East’. The Fletcher Forum of World Affairs, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 191-210.

Tilman, Robert O. (1964) Bureaucratic Transition in Malaya. Durham, NC:
Duke University Press.

Toh Kin Woon and Surin Leong (1994) ‘Ethnicity, Political Awareness and Parti-
cipation’, in Robert Haas and Rahmah Hashim (eds), Malaysian Women
Creating Their Political Awareness. Kuala Lumpur: Friedrich Naumann
Foundation & Asian Institute for Development Communication, pp. 78-86.

Tennesson, Stein (1996) ‘Do Human Rights and Asian Values Go Together?’
NIASnytt, no. 4 (December), pp. 8-12.

Turpin, Colin (1994) ‘Ministerial Responsibility’, in Jeffrey Jowell and Dawn
Oliver (eds), The Changing Constitution, 3rd edn. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, pp. 109-151.

United Chinese School Teachers’ Association Malaysia (1987) UCSTAM 33
Tahun 1951-85 (Translation). Kuala Lumpur: Penerbit UCSTAM.

UMNO (1980a) Jawapan Usul-Usul Perbimpunan Agung UMNO Malaysia

Yang Ke-30 1978-1979 [ Response to the resolutions of the 30th UMNO
general assembly, 1978-1979]. Kuala Lumpur.

»

e a1 T

e~ o RGO aRlaree S o



iy
PN IS
26)

{ l J,’",
|
Y ) L
, "mm,,‘;"' the ':,l’:|’|/‘,“’ Pevsid
> Vasll 1t clayu (M 'M»'v'()’l_‘"/’”n 1M N(
I ¥ (19 ”/""’”/ & /“lu' 26 JKe 3]
Vat - I',/l ) Palitie Mseion Iw: oy, 4-6 J.4| 0 Julas 1980
';!“"'Q' M l:rl”“ gy wf'umMa Plural ! ad Annual IU‘//l Ruaia IM"":(‘VIM
vV anyan | (199¢ alayinn weiety A St ort 1995, ¥ e
Venturell e, Lon v) Politic Kuale Lu Study of Non (:' wala Lumpu
| .,,""#\ (1993 ‘..‘;'" lt,“""l“{’( ,kan/,, P .s,::"’;," Oxford (}I:,’”muﬂal r
: ”‘r”l” an ( l”lu:' "" l"lz’“ y/ Hinenst A“ﬂ ’I‘ !VC'"fy ',rCM
Voll, ( an Jou unity’s | ined Transn: rimmit :
: )] (19 rmal of € broadca nenational P ny the
‘ NY Syr 4 ) Islam .'”mm“m,uM Pohicy: In Public Sphere i
. Yon \‘l iy “" Ling l "'“V : {/I[”I'"u” “”n, v"’ H ',pl'( PISIAIIE] f’)r"l'c m 'hc
Umi ," Karl (197 crsity Pres y and Chan 00,4, pp. 49 Yemocracy’
WM }“’“"\' Pres 76) Democr, s ge I the Mk :4/5”" %
Mohd A L] acy with m orld
Va Azam A out € . Syracuse
Pandanpan D (1997) An omsenms Kuala Lu -
" co rha Antar ; mpur;
W;t":i""'n wding to Dr, i’;zﬁdm Al‘;‘/ﬁ::;bl?yah dan N, pur: Oxford
C . 141 / 4 ust ’
l");l‘:r)’ ). (1994) ¢ e Alj”cl:: g Chaut:/’inﬂfl"mf Meny
tmc;ul Ul’cfaliy),;, Democracy wi y). Kuala l,u,:'bm and nztj:m
LoakU TS y—— y wichout Democ pur. Penerbian
w i B. Tauri ats? e Fast’. | rats? |
h"c’, l.‘dclm’ ldum,, p y lh‘ l‘tncwﬂl”l', mn (;hw I hC P()(cntial
Offic a, lan F p. 2347 of Politics i an Salam for
p" SCZH ﬂnd ACL" iafdcn 3nd Ka s mn th‘ Mu lc (cd), D‘m
Wlﬂh"‘v ()1534, untability: 'l‘hc'l’»l Donnelly (195 slim World, -
Ivi’t olfgang, (194 ergau Dam A9)4) ‘Audit
y aﬂd }(cd 5) L7 ffa]f’ ), g ACCO .
ﬂ”d E undan P ”"ntf()l inpP ¥ Iubl’f La unu"g
Wormen' valuation i cy’,in EX. Ka ublic Admini w. (Winter
. n’s Age : n the Publi z ufma ministrati )s
anh ndz f(’r ( .h 1w ‘ngt{) nn et ul on: I)lu 7
Ty 3R. (1992)* o ange (1999) oy Berlin: W, 'd‘ f‘é;"” (;u,-,,;;';ty, Select-
_ " 1996) By cm""facy)mm"Aﬂmd“/br S P
; ; 6) “T'wo Visi / and the West’ Change. 24.
Yahpp' 94 ¥ of Reformati st’. Foreiyn Aff ala Lumpur
aya bin Abd rmatl{)n"lo ffﬂtr;, vol. 7 4
o Perk ullah (199 urnal of I wrg
P‘)litic'cnn!d‘" Nege '2),‘I’Crhuhu,, f Democracy, vol
MS‘)Clz;:’ and admin’tl di Semenan zan Antara Ahli J 7, no. 2
Yong, C b thesis, U ,”"rat()n, at th’ung Malaysia’ l,' Politik d ;
%4’ 'y an 1 l"Mn,VCfﬁi(i Sains A;“ta(c level !8 [ I'he relat an Pentadbi
alayn 191 2-19 ckenna (199 alaysia, P’ in Peninsul ions betwe ir
Y“yl,f fawa and ¥ 549' Singapore )2) o K“;mc’nang' - ——— b
Buildi ‘adzil M o Singa intan .
7abidi M‘j:;::‘n:h(; dcﬁ:"CC‘(,:;'(:i,?‘",r ( l()(l)’;’;'CMUnijrsi{yAi{?::sm‘"‘ in British
ed (199 comt g embi 8. 1
att 4 : n 7
Zahar e S:"lc» of l’Cﬂ\/c)n/\rqam: ’I'Cmml;:,‘l:ly" l’cna"g_ ll()“uhu"“" U
l);)v’:l Nain (1991) ‘P Il Kuala l"““puru'r/l)i Pi"tu.s cwan MUslin":mah
opment, v | olitics, ec c Zabidi P Syurga [A AL
—(1994) ‘C , vol. 38, no 3 ONOMics ; ublicati rqam: trippi
; y piS y 0. 5, (Septe and the Hons. nppi
Mcdia “'l’uw,;'r,:inw'al'Zﬂti(m “"I‘""lnl)c,)' l’l"k%(')hcdi&l in M. e
$ 2020, Srljlmu Control is S 42, alaysia’. Med:
r”'v‘,l ( 14 ‘(:‘l / caa
.9, 103 p”llg Society”
PP - M:
p. 178-199. Malaysian

e

L

R TR A
O




262 DEMOCRACY IN MALATYSIA

— (1996) “T'he Impact of the International Marketplace on the (')rgamsannn
nf(’ll\hl.\\)'si.}l: 'l’clt:\l'ision’, in D. French and M. Riclmrds (g(ls)‘ Contemporary
Television: Eastern Perspectives. New Delhi: Sage l’ubllcan(ms., pp. 15_7'-189.

— and Mustafa K. Anuar (1998) ‘I'T strategics in Malaysia: The Multimedia
Super Corridor’. Paper presented at the International Conference on Informa
tion Technologies and Social Development. Geneva: United Nations
Research Institute for Social Development (UNRISD), 22-24 June.

et al. (1995) ‘Communications, Curricula and Conformity: Of National
Needs and Market Forces’. Pendidik dan Pendidikan, vol. 14, pp. 103-124.

Zainah Anwar (1987) Islamic Revivalism in Malaysia: Dakwah among the
Students. Petaling Jaya: Pelanduk Publications.

Zainuddin Maidin (1994) Mahathir Di Sebalik Tabir [ Mahathir behind the
scenes]. Kuala Lumpur: Utusan.

Zaitoon Datuk Othman (1996) ‘Constitution Supersedes Proposed Family
Violence Act’. New Straits Times, 27 April.

Zakaria Ahmad (1989) ‘Malaysia: Quasi Democracy in a Divided Society’, in Larry
Diamond, Juan J. Linz and Seymour Martin Lipset (eds), Democracy in De-
veloping Countries: Asia, vol. 3. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner, pp. 347-381.

Zakaria, Fareed (1994) ‘Culture is Destiny: A Conversation with Lee Kuan Yew”.
Foreign Affairs, vol. 73, no. 2 (March/April), pp. 109-126.

Zin Mahmud (1997) “Electable Alternative Kepada UMNO?” [Electable
alternative to UMNO]. Tamadun, June, pp- 24-28.

Zubaida, S. (1998) ‘Muslim Societies: Unity or Diversity?’ ISIM Newsletter 1
October.

NEWSPAPERS AND MAGAZINES
Aliran Monthly, Penang
Asiaweek, Hong Kong
Berita Harian, Kuala Lumpur
Eksklusif, Kuala Lumpur
Far Eastern Economic Review (FEER), Hong Kong
Frontline, New Delhi
Harakah, Kuala Lumpur
Malay Mail, Kuala Lumpur
Malaysian Business, Kuala Lumpur
Mingguan Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur
New Straits Times, Kuala Lumpur
New Sunday Times, Kuala Lumpur
Sunday Mail, Kuala Lumpur
The Star, Kuala Lumpur
The Sun, Kuala Lumpur
Time (Asia), New York
Utusan Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur

g
¥
[

o

BT o

P

T AT PRI P

AR ———yr—T

P



