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Burma achieved independence from the United Kingdom the 4 January 1948, as the “Union of Burma.”, with Sao 

Shwe Thaik as its first President and  U Nu as its first Prime Minister. Unlike most of other former British colonies and 

overseas territories, it did not become a member of the Commonwealth. A bicameral parliament was formed, consist-

ing of a Chamber Deputies and a Chamber of Nationalities. ¹ 

 

Democratic rule ended in 1962 when General Ne Win led a military.  

 

8 August 1988 - known as 8-8-88 - thousands of people took part in protests across the country, calling for democracy. 

 

 People walked in the streets because of mismanagement of economy and political pressure. The government initially 

responded with arrests, detentions, and excessive force resulting in deaths. These peaceful demonstrations were vio-

lently crushed by army troops who fired relentlessly on the unarmed crowds in Rangoon and other cities killing 

more than 10,000 student, civilian and Buddhist monk protesters throughout the country. Thousands were ar-

rested. 

 

The government has the first free and fair election at the year 1990. National League for Democracy that lead 

by Aung San Suu Kyi, won 392 out of 489 seats. However the military government refuses to recognize the re-

sult.  

 

Burma is one of the 20 poorest counties, because under junta military the government spends more than half of 

the annual budget maintaining one of the world’s largest armies. As the result basic life necessities of people 

have been ignored, and prices keep rising resulting in the increase of family burdens.  

 

15 of August, 2007, the government that monopolize on fuel sales raised the price from $1.40 to $2.80 without 

any announcement. The impact is so strong and the people cannot stand anymore and protesters took to the 

streets to protest the current conditions. 

 

A few small groups of protestors that protested that the regime of military had been dispersing violence, and on 

the 24th of  September 2007, between 30,000 and 100,000 people demonstrated in Yangon, making the event the 

largest Burmese anti-government protest in twenty years. However, junta military started to crackdown dem-

onstrations; the official number reported were only 10 deaths; however the number that spread around is 3000! 

The number of death is yet to be confirmed as well as the number of people who were arrested. Burma’s mili-

tary junta has freed 8,585 prisoners but it was not clear if any of those arrested in September's crackdown were 

among them. 

 

People are the victims in their own country because of a corrupted government! 

 

Reference   

1. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Myanmar 

I don't make jokes. I just watch the government and report the facts  I don't make jokes. I just watch the government and report the facts  I don't make jokes. I just watch the government and report the facts  I don't make jokes. I just watch the government and report the facts  ----            Will Rogers Will Rogers Will Rogers Will Rogers     
1.   
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“It is not power that corrupts but fear. Fear of losing power corrupts those who wield it and fear of the scourge of power 

corrupts those who are subject to it.” – Aung San Suu Kyi  

 

Profile of Aung San Suu Kyi 

19 June 1945: born at Rangoon, Burma 

1969 – 1985: B.A degree in Philosophy, Politics, and Economics and also School of Oriental and African Studies, Univer-

sity of London   

1988: Returned to Burma 

27 Sept 1988: Entered politics to work for democratization and helped to found National League for Democracy (NLD) 

1989: Put under house arrest as Burma's leaders declare martial law 

1990: National League for Democracy (NLD) wins general election; military does not recognize the result 

1991: Wins Nobel Peace Prize  

1995: Released from house arrest, but movements restricted 

2000: Second period of house arrest 

May 2003: Detained after clash between NLD and government forces 

Sep 2003: Allowed home after medical treatment, but under effective house arrest 

28 May 2004: the United Nations Working Group for Arbitrary Detention rendered an Opinion (No. 9 of 2004) that her 

deprivation of liberty was arbitrary, as being in contravention of Article 9 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights  

1948, and requested that the authorities in Burma set her free, but the authorities have so far ignored this request. 

May 2006: Burmese government extended it for another year, flouting a direct appeal from U.N. Secretary-General Kofi 

Annan to Than Shwe. Suu Kyi continues to be imprisoned under the 1975 State Protection Act (Article 10 b), which grants 

the government the power to imprison persons for up to five years without a trial. 

May 2007: Myanmar extended Suu Kyi's detention for yet another year which would keep her confined to her residence 

for a fifth straight year. 

October 24,2007: the anniversary of her 12th year in detention, campaigners announced demonstrations in 12 cities to pro-

test against Burma's continued detention of Suu Kyi and other political prisoners.  

The 8th DEMA AGM 

The 8th DEMA Annual General Meeting had been successfully organized on 7th October 2007 in Kajang New Era College. 

The result of the election of new committee board member is: 

Secretary of Administration          : Ooi Tze Min (Simon), UPM 

 

Secretary of National Affairs        : Ng Yong Jin, UPM 

 

Secretary of International Affairs: Ong Jing Cheng, USM 

 

Secretary                                         : Cheo Yee How, Graduated  

 

Treasurer                                        : Wong Chai Yi, Graduated 

 

Students Politics Department       : Teh Yee Keong, UPM 

 

Social Service Department            : Kho Chai Ling, UPM 

 

Publication Department                : Lau Shu Shi, Graduated 

 

Media Department                         : Liew Chian Huey, HELP 

 

USM campus coordinator             : Yap Heng Lung 

 

UPM campus coordinator             : Lee Song Yong 

 

UTM campus coordinator             : Lee Long Hui 
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Young people – i.e., children and the “youth” those aged 15-35, or 15-40 years, depending on where “official” pa-

rameters lie – are politically in the margins even in Southeast Asia where the population is considered to be among 

the youngest in the world. If we look only at the numbers of young people under 30 years of age, it ranges from 

25% in Singapore to over 60% in Cambodia and the Philippines. It is ironic therefore that, as shown in audits by 

young people themselves, the political participation of young people in these young societies is often relegated to 

the narrow formal processes prescribed by the authorities. If other forms of participation in politics are made 

available, they range from tokenism to manipulation. Those who cannot work with the system face outright exclu-

sion and restriction, paving the way for interventions in extralegal or meta-legal arenas.   

 

Young people in the region are generally made to grapple with the limited realities of their often adult-indulgent 

polity, yet manage to harness the best instruments that bring their societies closer to change at very crucial junc-

tures: the reformasi movements in both Malaysia and Indonesia, the street protests in 1992 that helped usher in the 

democratization of Thailand and, to a certain extent, the so-called “Edsa Dos” protests in 2001 in the Philippines 

that ended a corrupt government. Among other examples would be students in exile championing the cause of de-

mocracy in Burma, and young people in East Timor attempting to establish a vibrant democracy after their coun-

try’s independence. In these, and in various other outstanding political episodes in their countries, young people 

have exhibited not only the capacity to instigate change, but have also shown an advanced level of discernment to 

ascertain what kind of change they want to create.   

 

The political marginalization of young people and their issues at the national level is regrettably reflected at the 

regional level, specifically through the processes at the ASEAN. Currently, there is no mechanism, at the ASEAN 

and in a majority of ASEAN countries, to institutionalize young people’s involvement in national development 

plans and in discussing targets under such international commitments like the MDGs, for example. Many coun-

tries still lack the framework for their national youth policies, even as their governments hail the dawn of a “rules-

based” era under an ASEAN Charter. As talks on ratifying an ASEAN Charter become louder, young people – 

touted in platitudes as this region’s next leaders – ask again, as they did before, what’s in it for us?   

 
The Young People’s forum-workshop at the 3rd ACSC aims to revisit the discussions of young people from ASEAN 

countries in the last meeting in Cebu, highlight the current urgent issues that affect young people in the different 

ASEAN countries and in the region and, if possible, draft a young people’s agenda for the ACSC, the ASEAN and 

its member-governments.   

More importantly, however, the forum-workshop aims to be a “solidarity platform” -- a venue for exchange of ex-

periences on how young people’s participation can be more meaningful, relevant and concrete by identifying 

strategies for networking and regional coordination among young people, especially those active in social move-

ments, civil society organizations, trade unions, schools, community associations and similar groupings.   

 

By Fanny 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Talk  is cheap... except wh en Congress does it.  - Unknown  
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McDonald's, Petaling Street, Kuala Lumpur The streets were the same as it had been the past few days. People in 

yellow shirt were no where in sight. Besides the increasing police presence, there were nothing to indicate that some-

thing big is about to happen that afternoon, except the drizzling weather that reminds me of 26th September, when to-

gether with 2000 lawyers, we endured the heavy downpour and chilling wind. 

 

Between 12.30 to 1.00, we met with several young Chinese activists at McD near S&M, about 20 of them I guess. 

They gave us instructions on what we should do in worst-case scenario, as well as what we can and cannot do if we 

were to be interrogated by the police. It wasn't my first time to take part in a protest, the first being the Walk for Justice 

previously, but even that could not be as confrontational as this demonstration. PM Abdullah had clearly warned stern 

action against us if we were found to be taking part, not to forget high possibility of arrest. The ugly results of the 

many past demonstrations impressed well on these experienced student activists that properly planned strategy, chain 

of command and escape plan is needed. Simon, the leader of the group was very handy with this, so much that it seems 

like he's well-trained for the job. As Syl noticed, he was careful and quick to make sure the coast's clear and to relay 

information among our group, skillfully coordinating all of us. 

 

I was thankful that Su Ann had asked for a company for this rally, because as I learnt from Sushi later that afternoon, 

it's very dangerous for us to go alone, as the police would normally arrest those people who are not affiliated to any 

group; fairly put, one person is easier to bully than a whole bunch of people. 

 

My friends, Victoria and James were late, and we couldn't waited for them any longer. They left as soon as they heard 

that the FRU were spraying water cannons and tear gas at Masjid Jamek. 

 

At around 2.15pm, we headed to Masjid Negara. At that moment, there was still no clear signs of the rally. It was KL 

in business as usual. With the rain pouring on us, the only signs were ourselves. Shortly before we left, Sushi got a 

message saying that, at Dataran Merdeka, "the wind is still and the wave is flat". Oh well, it's just another sad case for 

Malaysians. No matter how small the turnout might be, I'll just have to keep on what I've got to do. Better not put high 

hopes in the number. 

 

Thank God I was wrong. Just as we crossed the bridge over the 

river, on our far left, out of nowhere, there was a magnificent 

stream of people, yellow masses, crossing the other bridge! Awe-

some! It was history in the making! There were, how can I say, 

too many of them, I had never seen such an unbreaking long 

moving crowd, amazing as it seems that they all wore the same 

colour, and moving in the same direction. The sight of it, was 

breathtaking! It was classic "V for Vendetta" phenomenon! What 

a proud moment it was, and as soon as we joined the crowd, as 

the road winds, we could see that the crowd was even more enor-

mous! We moved fast straight on to Istana Negara. 

 

PAS Unit AMAL were of great help. They helped to manage the 

traffic, while the policemen were busy manning the blockades. 

Ironic, isn't it? As much as they claimed that our gathering would disrupt the traffic, they were the actual cause of the 

traffic jam themselves, by setting up the blockades. By the look of it, if they had not set up the blockades, and focus 

instead on regulating the protesters' movement, I'm sure the traffic would have been far better off. 
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As soon as we 

reached outside the 

palace, the crowd was 

even more imposing. 

There were sea of 

people, in yellow. It's 

hard to estimate how 

many of them, but it's sure more than 4,000 as the main-

stream media would suggest. The least is 10,000, but even 

that is an understatement (Malaysia Today & Nat's). I could 

only see what my eyes can cover. 

 

While we waited, there were two helicopters above us. Oc-

casionally they would hover closer to us, apparently trying 

to provoke, I don't know, that's what I heard from one of the 

young activists we joined. 

 

FRU were blocking us in front. If I'm not mistaken, they 

repeatedly ordered us to dismiss, even wen we hadn't sub-

mitted our petition yet. The FRU and the police were eager 

to disperse us, like as if we're going to blow up anytime.  

 

Nevertheless, all was peaceful. Our representatives handed 

over the memorandum, and soon after we began to disperse. 

It was a proud moment that everything has gone so smooth 

(except at Masjid Jamek and the arrest of at least 20 people; 

a clear violation of Article 10 of the Constitution and our 

basic human rights). It's a precedent for Malaysian future 

civil movements, all the claims by our age-worn politicians 

that demonstration cannot be peaceful has just been com-

pletely invalidated. Malaysians can confidently now exercise 

their democratic right to a peaceful assembly. 

 

Along the way, as the crowd moves up the road that winds 

upward, oh man... the sight of the masses of people in front 

of me shows that number 10,000 itself is still a gross under-

estimation.  

 

Thank God, that all had gone well. However, this is just a 

beginning of a bigger change that's rippling through this na-

tion. 

 

Written by Dan-yel   

      PEOPLE PEOPLE PEOPLE PEOPLE     

   POWER    POWER    POWER    POWER     

 Introduction of DEMADEMADEMADEMA 

Aim  
• To promote and facilitate unity, solidarity and 

co-operation among youth and student of Malaysia 

in the struggle against imperialism, neo-colonialism, 

abuse of human right and other forms of reputation 

towards the people of Malaysia in their struggle for 

a liberation, democratic progressive, peaceful and 

sustainable society. 

• To encourage direct involvement of youth and 

students in social realities. 

• To promote the acceptance and practice of hu-

man right in its broad context. 

 

Objectives  
• To provide workshops, platforms and venues for 

education and to bring about unity in perspective 

and response. 

• To develop and undertake training and other 

service to benefit youth and students activities 

around the country. 

• To facilitate communication links and to pro-

vide information service and exchange among stu-

dents involved socio-political issues and other con-

cerned groups. 
• Uphold  people interest in all social policies and de-

velopment. 

• Empower the people to bring about positive change 

in society based on principles of conscientisation, 

cooperation and self—reliance.  

 

Principle We Uphold 
Democracy 

☺ Defend our freedom of expression, our right to 

peaceful assembly and to organize ourselves. 

☺ Oppose dictatorial rule and the centralization of 

political; and economical power in the hands of 

few. 

 

Equality 

☺ Eliminate all forms of discrimination in matters 

of social standards, religion, race and gender. 

☺Ensure public participation in the local economy   

and fair distribution of the Nations wealth.  

 

People Centeredness 

☺ Uphold people interest in all social policies and 

development. 

☺ Empower the people to bring about positive 

change in society based on principles of consci-

entisation, cooperation and self-reliance. 
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University students will have greater freedom of speech under the Higher Education Ministry's proposals to amend the 

Universities and University Colleges Act (UUCA) 1971. 

 

Minister Datuk Mustapa Mohamed said the ministry was looking at several proposals that would "loosen up the environ-

ment in universities". 

 

But as a student’s opinion, Higher Education Minister Mustapa Mohamed needs to do more than amend just the freedom 

of speech portion of the University and University College Act (UUCA). 

 

The amendment of the Act should also look into matters concerning student’s freedom of association, reform campus, 

academic freedom, campus elections and others. Besides that, Higher Education Ministry should be more transparent in 

making and announcing any decisions (about the amendments) so that the public (has access to that) information. 

 

This will provide an opportunity to the university students to join in the debate and participative democracy can be prac-

ticed.However, the youth group said they are doubtful whether any of these amendments will be carried based on the min-

istry’s poor track record in the past. 

 

Various ministers - including former premier Dr Mahathir Mohamad, Prime Minister Abdullah Ahmad Badawi and for-

mer deputy premier Anwar Ibrahim - had mentioned amendments but nothing resulted from that. 

 

“In January 1994, then Education Minister Dr Sulaiman Haji Daud promised that UUCA will be reviewed and announced 

that a committee was formed for this purpose but there was no follow-up on it,”  

 

Former Higher Education Minister Muhammad Shafee Abdullah said a committee consisting of non-government organi-

zation, public universities, private higher learning institutions, lawyers and representatives from related fields would re-

view the Act. But the representatives from opposition parties are excluded and the ministry didn't state the time line for 

the review of the Act and that it was up to the decision of the committee. 

 

As for the current ministry led by Mustapa, the minister had delayed the UUCA amendent bill in several parliamentary 

sessions including the September and November sessions last year as well as the March and September sessions this year. 

 

Mustapa’s ministry has not replied to letters sent by DEMA and another student group Solidariti Mahasiswa Malaysia 

(SMM) since the cabinet shuffle on Feb 14 last year. 

 

The Act should protect our basic rights, and use the bottom-up legal base, which is drafted by students and proposed to 

Higher Education Ministry, towards the top-down policy of the Higher Education Ministry and our stand is that the 

UUCA should be abolished and replaced with a new university act. 

 

UUCA is one of the laws that have been used to curb student activism since 1971 with freedom of expression and free-

dom of association disallowed in public universities.  
 

By 

Ong Jing Cheng 

niversityniversityniversityniversity    &&&&    niversityniversityniversityniversity    

ollegesollegesollegesolleges    ctctctct    

What this country needs are more unemployed politicians. -   Edward Langley, Artist (1928 - 1995)  
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Malaysian universities drop out from the list of top two hundred of World  University Rankings com-
pletely!  

In the latest list that announced last November, it is the first time that none of Malaysian university 
stays within world top 200 universities. According to the report, University of Malaya (UM) still the highest-
ranking university in Malaysia, but just ranked 246 globally. Our nation top university in last year, National 
University of Malaysia (UKM) only reside in rank 309 this time whereas University Science of Malaysia 
(USM), which credited as the only five-star local university in a local research recently, at 307. From the ta-
ble, it could be clearly noticed that Malaysian universities generally shown a downward trend especially for 
the most prestige university in Malaysia, i.e. University of Malaya.   

Quickly followed by this news, our leaders in University 
of Malaya and National University of Malaysia shown their 
“high efficiency” ever again. As usual, they stood up to blame 
the ranking methodology or system that so called unfair to Ma-
laysian university, which causing to dropping of our local uni-
versity in the ranking. Undeniably, It is clearly another great 
example of “Denial Syndrome” that always shown among Ma-
laysian. In fact, we must realize that for any university that has 
true quality and standard, it will hold up as top university no 
matter how the ranking methodology or system is making up. 

By the way, I admit that we cannot decide the quality 
and standard of Malaysian universities only from a particular 
list. However, we also cannot simply deny the list by state that 
it does not match with or considering of our country condition 
and culture. On the other hand, as follow up to that news, we 
should take proactive methods in order to increase our univer-
sities quality and standard while improve our university rank-
ing. 

 For improving the quality and standard of local univer-
sities, the University and University Colleges Act (UUCA) and 
the “Surat Akujanji” (Pledge of Loyalty) should be abolishing 
as the priority step. These two are always blamed as the 
stimulator to the limitation of academic freedom and death of 
thinking among universities in Malaysia. For particular, these 
two alter our local universities’ freedom and academic independency seriously. By abolishing these two that 
particularly act as barriers of our universities development while returning back freedom to academic staffs 
and students; I strongly believe that our local universities quality and standard could be improving immedi-
ately. 

 Meanwhile, by the restoration of the true meritocracy and academic excellence for acquisition of uni-
versities student, our local university quality and standard could be improve immediately. I think that one of 
contributor to the continuous decline trend of Malaysian universities is related to the denial of best students 
for their first-choice universities due to the subordination of meritocracy to the non-academic considerations 
within universities acquisition. Therefore, restoration of true meritocracy and pure academic excellence in 
pursue of universities students is the another big consideration for improving local universities quality and 
standard. 
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Menjejak tahun 2008, marilah kita bersama-sama mengimbas kembali apa yang berlaku di UPM pada tahun yang 

lepas. 

 
Dua kes besar yang berlaku di UPM tahun lepas termasuklah kes Yee Yang Yang dan yang terbarunya kes Lee Song 

Yong. Sebenarnya, kedua-dua kes ini mempunyai persamaan dan perkaitan antara satu sama lain jika diperhati den-

gan jelas. 

 
Kes Yee Yang Yang berlaku pada bulan September di mana pilihanraya kampus bakal dijalankan. Yee Yang Yang 

merupakan salah seorang ahli Barisan Mahasiswa Bersatu, iaitu barisan pro-mahasiswa di UPM. Setelah menjadi 

matlamat pihak berkuasa, bilik Yee digeledah dan laptop serta barangan peribadinya yang bernilai RM6000 telah 

diambil tanpa kebenaran Yee. Perbuatan umpama pencuri ini dilakukan oleh pegawai keselamatan UPM! Setelah kes 

ini menjadi isu hangat di media serta mendapat banyak perhatian daripada orang ramai, pihak UPM terpaksa menga-

kui bahawa perbuatan pegawai keselamatan adalah tidak patut dalam kes ini. Semua barangan Yee telah dipulangkan 

tanpa syarat. 

 
Perkara yang sama berlaku sebelum ini…Pada 22 Ogos 2007, apabila Lee Song Yong hendak keluar daripada kawa-

san kampus, Lee telah ditahan oleh pegawai bertugas di Anjung Putra dan diminta untuk memeriksa begnya. Dengan 

kerjasama, Lee telah menunjukkan kad matriknya dan bertanyakan sebab begnya perlu diperiksa. Oleh kerana pega-

wai tidak dapat mengemukakan alasan untuk membuat pemeriksaan terhadap barangan peribadi Lee, Lee telah 

menolak permintaan itu. Tidak lama kemudian, tiga pegawai keselamatan yang tidak berpakaian uniform telah sampai 

dan merampas beg Lee dengan kasar. Akhirnya, kad matrik dan buku catatan peribadi Lee telah diambil tanpa ke-

benaran Lee. Dengan serta-merta, Lee telah mem-

buat laporan di balai polis Sri Serdang. 

 
Rupa-rupanya, malam itu ada operasi untuk men-

yekat pelajar yang menyebarkan poster haram di 

kawasan kampus, poster yang mengandungi skan-

dal TNCHEP UPM. Pegawai tidak dapat mencari 

apa-apa yang melanggar peraturan di dalam beg 

Lee tetapi masih mengambil barangan peribadi 

Lee tanpa memberi alasan. Apakah yang menye-

babkan pegawai keselamatan di UPM berpendapat 

bahawa mereka mempunyai kuasa yang tidak ter-

hingga sampai boleh memeriksa beg pelajar tanpa 

memberi alasan, merampas barangan peribadi 

palajar tanpa kebenaran? Nampaknya, kuasa ini 

telah melampaui kuasa polis diraja Malaysia yang 

juga perlu mengikut prosedur semasa menjalankan 

sebarang pemeriksaan. 

 
Barangan Lee dirampas pada bulan Ogos, tiga bulan kemudian, Lee telah menerima notis kehadiran prosiding. Lee  

 

 

 

 



telah dituduh atas perbuatan beliau yang enggan memberi kerjasama dan mempertikaikan tugas 

Pengawal  Keselamatan  telah  menghalang  Pengawal  Keselamatan  daripada  menjalankan  kerja,  kewajiapan  atau 

fungsinya. Jelasnya, pihak UPM bertujuan untuk mengenakan Lee setelah terpaksa mengakui salah di depan media dan 

seluruh pelajar UPm dalam kes Yee Yang Yang. Untuk menegakkan semula kewibawaan pegawai keselamatan di kalan-

gan pelajar, pihak UPM terpaksa melakukan sesuatu. Cara yang paling berkesan adalah dengan menghukum seorang pe-

lajar dan memberitahu yang lain bahawa, inilah akibat jika sesiapa mengingkari arahan UPM! 

 
Di bawah niat sebegini, Lee telah dijatuhkan hukuman gantung pengajian satu semester dan amaran keras. Seorang 

mahasiswa yang sepatutnya merupakan mangsa keganasan pegawai keselamatan pula yang dihukum pada akhirnya. 

Pegawai keselamatan yang tidak mengikut prosedur, menyalahgunakan kuasa serta tidak pernah menghormati hak ke-

peribadian mahasiswa pula tidak diambil sebarang tindakan. 

 
Setelah menjalankan banyak usaha untuk memberi tekanan kepada pihak berkuasa, akhirnya Kementerian Pengajian 

Tinggi telah mempertimbang rayuan Lee dan meringankan hukuman tersebut kepada denda dua ratus ringgit dan amaran 

keras. Ini telah menampakkan kesan perjuangan yang telah kami lakukan. Akan tetapi, keputusan ini masih lagi tidak 

adil terhadap Lee kerana beliau tidak melakukan apa-apa kesilapan dalam seluruh peristiwa ini. Menghukum seseorang 

yang tidak bersalah, walaupun dengan hukuman yang ringan, ia masih merupakan perkara yang tidak dapat diterima. 

Jadi, usaha akan diteruskan untuk menuntut keadilan bagi pihak Lee dan meningkatkan kesedaran pelajar UPM tentang 

hak sendiri.  

 
Walaupun kedua-dua kes ini sememangnya melibatkan dua orang mahasiswa sahaja, tetapi pengaruh dan kesan yang 

dibawa adalah merangkumi setiap mahasiswa di dalam kampus. Jadi, kita haruslah lebih peka dengan hak kita sendiri 

agar tidak lagi ditakutkan oleh pegawai keselamatan yang semakin berleluasa di kampus. Sebenarnya, merekalah yang 

menyebabkan UPM mendapat kedudukan 364 di peringkat dunia! 

 

We take umbrage to Datuk Seri Najib Razak’s statement which was reported in the NST on 31 December 2007. He was 

quoted as saying, “The country will go bankrupt if the government reduces oil prices, which are sky-rocketing in the world 

market. It is not possible for the opposition to bring fuel prices down. It simply does not make sense...they are just trying to 

fool the people. 

 

“We can use Petronas’ profits to reduce fuel prices, but only if we forego development projects like building schools and 

universities.” 

It is truly regrettable that Najib did not provide any facts and figures to give credibility to his statement that “the country 

will go bankrupt if the government reduces oil prices”. Without these statistics it will be well nigh impossible for ordinary 

citizens to believe that Najib himself is not “trying to fool the people”. 

Facts and figures are far more persuasive in convincing people to accept the line of argument that Najib is promoting. 

Mere rhetoric will not persuade people to believe that “the country will go bankrupt” if the opposition were to reduce fuel 

prices when they form the government. 

What is Najib’s basis in claiming that “the country will go bankrupt”? Why should it go bankrupt? How does he come to 

this conclusion? 

 

Instead of employing scare tactics as an election ploy to garner support for the Barisan Nasional, he should table Petronas’ 

detailed accounts in parliament to substantiate his claim. He owes a duty to Malaysians to provide the detailed accounts so 

that the people can be convinced that he is justified in claiming that the “the country will go bankrupt”. In the absence of 

the detailed accounts, Malaysians have a right to dismiss his claim as an extreme exaggeration of a politician who is unable 

to counter an argument with truth. 

 

When we talk of Petronas’ revenue we are talking about the income generated by our national assets. Our national wealth 

must be accounted for in a transparent manner. We need to know how much is earned by Petronas and we know in detail  
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how this acquired wealth is being managed and spent. We need to know how much those in the ranks of hierarchy are 

being paid and how they are rewarded. What kinds of bonuses do they receive? How much is their gratuity when they 

retire? 

 

This and much more have to be answered honestly. 

 

Why must the earnings and accounts of Petronas be kept away from Malaysians? Why is parliamentary scrutiny into 

the accounts denied? What is the problem? Does this information fall under the ambit of “national security” that it 

cannot be divulged? Why should the Prime Minister alone be privy to the details of how this colossal wealth is being 

managed? 

 

If answers to all these cannot be made public, then Najib should stop fooling the people. 

 

If Parliament cannot exert its authority to demand that the accounts of Petronas be tabled for scrutiny by the elected 

members of Parliament, then it should stop pretending to be the legislative authority of the Federation. To safeguard 

its own image “as the source of governmental energy and the seat of national power”, Parliament must act “as the 

main channel of democratic impulses”. It shouldn’t play a subservient role to the executive and be seen and accepted 

as doing the biddings of the executive. It shouldn't strengthen the hand of the government by surrendering its own 

authority to the executive through insidious legislation. 

 

Najib's statement that “we can use Petronas’ profits to reduce fuel prices, but only if we forego development projects 

like building schools and universities” cannot be taken seriously. This must be a derisive comment. If indeed the prof-

its were used for developmental purposes like building schools, can Najib please explain why 1,555 national schools 

in the rural areas are without toilet facilities and 794 schools are without electricity as revealed by the Minister of 

Education last year? 

 

Would the cost of providing such basic amenities to these schools run into billions of ringgit making it impossible to 

achieve all these years? Does it mean that Petronas has not made that kind of profit all these years to provide such 

facilities to the poor pupils in rural areas? How can Najib justify such cruel and callous neglect of the most deserving 

people in the rural areas in a country that is richly endowed with wealth and the means to rectify such deprivation? 

 

It is a widely held belief that the absence of accountability and transparency over the income and expenditure of 

Petronas has led to an unbelievable squandering and plundering of the nation’s wealth. 

 

To preserve our dignity as a nation and to justify ourselves as a democracy, we must be ethical in all that we do. Fore-

most in that we must be transparent and accountable in all our dealings concerning the wealth of our nation. This de-

mands that the accounts of Petronas must be subjected to parliamentary scrutiny. 

 

P Ramakrishnan 

President of ALIRAN  

3 January 2008 

Media Workshop  

Date: 19-20 Jan 2008 

Venue: Malaysiakini, Bangsar 

Organiser: DEMA 

Contact: Song Yong (012 - 6359440)  

Chinese New Year Reunion Dinner  

Date: 16 Feb 2008 

Venue: DEMA House 

Contact Person: Yap Heng Lung 0176637669 
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