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POLITICAL BRIEFS

PRIME MINISTER'S LIBEL CASE

"IT'S A MESSY BUSINESS ATTACKING THE CATHOLIC CHURCH"
Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew in Parliament
27 May 1988

For 3 weeks from 25 Sept 89, PM Lee attempted to prove in court
that he was not attacking the Catholic Church. The occasion was
a libel suit he brought against the Hongkong-based Far Eastern
Economic Review for printing an article on 17 Dec 87 which gave a
priest's view that the PM was indeed attacking the church and
that the Catheolic Archbishop had been cornered into making a
press statement  amenable to the government following the arrest:
of church workers under the Internal Security Act.

The court proceedings seemed to prove in almost every detail the
accuracy of the Review article (article reprinted following). -
But, needless to say, the PM's suit was successful since he has
the judiciary on short-term contracts and various defence
witnesses (the priest who made the statement and an English
bishop, for example) were not permitted to testify. Further,
defence counsel was not permitted by the judge to pursue various
lines of argument or to examine the Prime Minister on the above

statement he made in pariliament.

However, the case is an important one and will no doubt, for
political rather than legal reasons, be one of the more
celebrated in Singapore's legal history. More than a dozen
volumes of proceedings and the 18 hours the Prime Minister spent
in the witness box, some of it under intenss and forceful
questioning from defence counsel Geoffrey Robertson QC, ensure
that it must be a landmark case. This is because much more was
revealed than the prime minigter probably intended about his
politics and his strateogy for suppressing the church and the
media,

The government—controlled 8Straits Times gave the case massive
daily coverage of 3 or 4 pages which read like press releases
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from the prime minister's office: "Communist tactics of a
radical Casanova priest”, "Human Rights agitation will not change
ISA [Internal Security Act]”, "PM Stresses his High Regard for
the Church', "PM saw danger of using emotion and evoking God's
name", "PM's Vatican Card: Do-It—Yourself Revolution Issue Raised
During Papal Visit [in 1986]". The Singapore public were treated
to this hype for 3 weeks in the guise of court reportage.

HE DOTH PROTEST TOO MUCH

However, Lee was reportedly disappeointed that the case did not
achieve much international coverage as it was a major attempt by
him to restore his political image. The lack of coverage is at
least partly due to his expulsion of many foreign correspondents
and his refusal to accept replacements. Another reason is that
the libel action was based on an article which, in any other
country, would appear unexceptional and certainly not libellous,

PM Lee seems not to have awoken to the fact that he is simply not
believed by most internaticonal obhservers and probably most
Singaporeans. The latter may or may not agree that he has reason
to crack down on the church but almost nobody is likely to think
that he is not doing it. The more the prime minister protests he
iz not attacking the church, the less credible his claims are
sounding. It is a curicus lapse of political judgement possibly
brought on by the hubris of an slder statesman.

DETAIL OF PROCEEDINGS

For space reasons, UPDATE cannot reprint the full reports of the
proceedings. We can only reprint the article which was at the
cgentre of the case and also a brief article from the
authoritative British Catholic weekly The Tablet on 28 Cct. For
a fuller coverage, readers should refer to the Far Eastern
Economic Review of the following dates in 1989: 5 Oct; 12 Oct; 19
Qct; 26 Oct; 14 Dec and alsco 4 Jan 1990.

Note that Update 27 incorrectly reported Geoffrey Robertson QC as
being from Sydney. He is from London.

REVIEW WILL APPEAL

On 30 Nov 89, Justice L P Thean predictably decided in favour of
the Prime Minister and awarded S%$230,000 damages against the
Review. On 22 Dec 89 the Review served notice of appeal to the
Court of Appeal. It has also indicated that it wants to take the
matter as far as the Privy Council in London. Under Singapore's
amended laws, this last appeal requires the agreement of both
parties. PM Lee may decline if he thinks his case will fail in

London.




CONTEMPT COF COURT 3

On 20 Dec 89, the Singapore Attorney—General brought a contempt
of court action against the Asian Wall Street Journal for its

1 Dec article on the libel case decision.
the statement by Peter Kann,
of the Review {and the Journal),

The article
portrayal of
detention without
the Lee government,
Church and Mr Lee.
critical of Mr Lee,
unwarranted determination

only Thope that in the
punishment will not, as doubtlessly

highly newsworthy
trial of

howeaver,
against the
‘long term,

indisputable that no people is free

rulers forbid criticism and

president of Dow Jones & Co.,
commenting con the decision:

The article reported

awner

at issue contained’an essentially accurate
"events relating to the
Catholic social workers by
and relations between the Catholic
Solely because it was read to be
it has resulted in this
Review.

the
intended,
honest and independent voices in Singapore....
50 long as
its press can report only
that which the government finds acceptable.

We can
Review's
still
[It is]
its

The above statement is the basis of the contempt action and is
claimed to be "grossly contemptuous of the courts in Singapore”
and "would inevitably lead citizens and others who have recourse
to our Courts to guestion the integrity and impartiality of the

judiciary in Singapore”.

Unfortunately for the Attorney—General,

it is the government itself which has done most to achieve these

particular ends.

US HUMAN RIGHTS ORGANISATION RESPONDS

On 21 Dec ASIA WATCH condemned the contempt charges.

“This

action fits a consistent pattern of government hostility to the

foreign press.
level of pettiness,
critics,

their publishers, both inside and ocutside Singapore,

Lee Kuan Yew's government has stooped to a new
but in using criminal charges to silence its
Lee has sent an ominous signal to all journalists and

that freedom

of the press will not be tolerated," said Asia Watch director

Sidney Jones.

OPPOSITION LAWYER SUES SINGAPORE GOVT IN ENGLAND

The following report appeared in the English Law Society magazine

late last vear:

LITIGATION

.. ® JoshuaBenjaminJeyaretnamis
‘‘suing the Singaporean Govern-

ment, its High Commissioner in

* London, and the Straits Times~
. newspaper. Jeyaretnam was_ cal-
- led to the Bar at Gray's Inn and
i went on to lead the opposition
."Workers Party in Singapore. The .

plaintiff's claim is for libel,

". Jeyargtnam sat as an MP in the
Singaporean Legislature from
November 1981 until its dissolu-
tion in August 1988. - -

- The cases arse out of the
- Singaporean _government’s re-

sponse to an articie by Bernard
Levin, published in The Times on
19 September this year under the

title “The Law Grossly Misused”.
The High Commissioner re- -

sponded to the atticle by writing a
letter to The Times, which was

published only after the Commis-

sioner had agreed to the omission
of one paragraph and the altera-
tion of another. .
The Singaporean Government
then persuaded the Guardian and
the Financial Times to accept

. advertisements saying that it had
:inot had a proper opportumly to
. reply to Levin's article. .

“%1The plaintiff says there were
innuendoes in these advertise-
~ments, The Innuendo was that the
_‘__-Smgaporean High Commission-
“er’s original letter "alleged the
- plaintiff had been guilty of discre-
" ditable conduct “unworthy of a
" lawyer and a politician™ which the

Singaporean Government cautd
venfy .
.. 'The ongmal letter of !he ngh

. Commlsstoner was_published in

“fullinanother Government adver-
tisement, in the Straits Thues on
August 1989, Although published -

. in Singapore, copies of the news-

+ paper are sold in the UK,

“That [etter, the plaintiff claims,
libelted him in that it alteged he
had defrauded creditors of the
Workers Party and shown incom-
petence in his conduct as counsel.

Martin Thomas,  QC, and
Robert Britton drafted the writ for
Penningtons (J-7867).




Similar reports appeared -in the Review (14 Sept: 12 Oct) and the
Straits Times 5 Oct. "

Bernard Levin's articles in The Times have been very embarrassing
for the Singapore government because they uncover the truth
mercilessly before an international audience. The Lee
government's litigicous steamroller cannot touch Levin. Now the
government is on the defensive in the face of Jevaretnam's legal
action. It first tried to contain the damage by refusing to
waive the diplomatic immunity of the Singapore High Commizssioner
in London so that he could not be sued. This was supposed to
force Jeyaretnam to seek redress in the Singapore courts where he
could not possibly succeed. However, the fact that the Straits
Times is sold in London and that it carried the full defamatory
innuendos that were excised from the govt ads. in the British
papers has prompted Jeyaretnam to proceed in England.

The article "The Law Grossly Misused" by Bernard Levin in THE
TIMES 19 June (not Sept as in above report) is reprinted in the
media section together with the govt advertisment and Levin's
follow-up article "A lively trade in vilification”" 24 Aug 89.

ELDERLY REMNANT OF COMMUNIST PARTY SIGNS TRUCE PACT

Ending 40 vears of armed struggle, the near-defunct Communist
Party of Malava (CPM) signed an agreement with representatives of
the Malaysian and Thai governments in southern Thailand on 2 Dec
1989. The CPM secretary—general Chin Peng and central committee
member Rashid Maidin signed the agreement.

This Thai Govt—arranged truce is acutely embarrassing for the
Singapore govt which has always used the imaginary threat of
communist subversion to justify its use of the Internal Security
Act. Of the church and community workers it detained without
trial in 1987, the government alleged:

. {their "plot"}] was not an indigenous, independent
amateur effort at subversion. It was a CPM operation
to make inrocads into English—-educated groups using
English—educated intellectuals.

With the CPM so plainly enfeebled and surrendering hundreds of
miles away to other governments, the Singapore Govt's allegations
look even more outrageous. The Straits Times retold the
official version of history on 2 Dec 89 and still connected the
detainees with the CPM. But even the Government knows this to
lack credibility and has now 1dent1f1ed a new enemy to justify

its continuing repression.

On 29 Nov, a few days before the truce signing, Singapore Home
Affairs Minister Javakumar stated in parliament that Singapore




had no plans to abolish the Internal Security Act. He said there
were still threats from communalism, relidious extremism,
international terrorism, espionage and subversion. He did not
mention that all these threats can be met under existing
legislation other than the ISA.

On 15 Jan 90 Minister Javakumar said detainee Chia Thve Poh will
not be able to return to the main island of Singapore just
because the CPM has ceased its hostilities. Chia has alwavys
rejected the allegation that he was a member of the CPM and his
refusal to confess resulted in his extended imprisonment without
trial.
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This article (especially columns 2 & 3) was

6.

the basis of the PM's libel action.

P

SINGAPORE

New light on detentions -~

Catholic priest answers Jayakumar’s allegatipns ‘

By Michael Malik

Some‘ new light has been shedon the
Singapore Government’s delention
of 22 people in May and June this year
for alleged involvement in a Marxist
conspiracy, by Roman Catholic priest
Fr Edgar D'Souza’s account of the con-
frontation between Archbishop Gie-
gory Yong and Prime Minister Lee
Kuan Yew.

D’Souza. issued a statement from

Melbourne, Australia, in answer to alle-

gations made against him in the Singa-
pore parliament on 30 November by

. Home Affairs Minister S. Jayakumar,

who accused him of involving himself in
a campaign to discredit the Singapore
Government. In order to allow people
to judge the priest’s worth as a “witness
and protaganist,” Jayakumar said it was
necessary to expose his “illicit” relation-
ship with a woman.

Although such matters ordinarily
would be of no concern of the govern-
ment, Jayakumar said, when D'Souza
instigated. foreigners to interfere -in
Singapore’s internal affairs, his standing
and credibility became “a matter of im-
portance.™ ' '

In his statement issued in reply,
D’Souza said that he did not go to Aus-
tralia or New Zealand to stir up agita-
tion against Singapore. He had been
contacted by individuals and groups,
mainly with church and human-rights
interests, seeking information and clari-
fication of the situation in Singapore.
They were puzzled, D’Souza said, that
arrests and detention without trial could
take place in a democratic country.

On his personal life, he said it was a
Erivate matter” which only concerned

imself ‘'and his feligious superior.”
‘There was a conflict, he said, between
his love for the Catholic priesthood and’

his love for a person. He was in the pro-
cess of coming to'a.decision on how to

resolve it. But D’Souza revealed that he:

had left Singapore hurriedly on 3 June
after receiving information that he and
three' other priests, despité having
agreed to resign their official positions
and stop their social work, were in
danger of arrest.

D’'Souza said this followed a stormy
meeting on 2 June — after the detention
of a first batch of 16 people, mostly as-
sociated with church organisations ~—
between Lee and Yong and a party of 10
church officials from which D'Souza
and eight others who knew or worked
with some of those detained, had been
specifically " excluded by the govern-
ment. D'Souza said that an account of
this meeting was given to all available
Singapore priests by Yong the next day.

b . .

Before the meeting with Lee, Yong
was read a signed statement by Vincent.
Cheng, accused as the organiser of the
alleged Marxist conspiracy, which Yong,
said confirmed government aliegations.
and implicated. four priests, including
D’Souza, in a plot to use the church to
further Marxist interests. When Yong
said he had not been warned of such
“subversive activities;” Lee produced
transcripts of three mectings between
the archbishop and officials of the
Ministty of Home Affairs between -De-
cember 1985 and July 1986 at which con-
cern had been expressed over the
church’s Justice and Peace Commission

shown

—1

were merely scapegoals, but rather the
four priests.”

According to D'Souza, Yong told
the church meeting that Lee said that
Tan Wah Piow, the alleged exiled

“1 leader of the “conspiracy,” was a sim-

pleton. He said he did not know if Tan
was a communist and anyway he was
outside Singapore's jurisdiction. The
other 16, Yong quoted Lee as saying,
were “stupid novices but could be con-
trolled from outside.” :

' Yong also told the priests that as he
was leaving the meeting accompanied
by Lee, he was shown into a room were
a press conference had been called with-
out his knowledge. He reported that he
feit “cornered” and confirmed before
television cameras that he had had no
way to disprove the statement signed by
Cheng. But he also said that he had
added: "I .will take things at their face

- value -for. now.” This sentence, how-

ever, was onitted from the statement as
on state-run television and pub-
lished in The Straits Tines news-

Lee; Jayakumar: Jnre}}iatfb;iélcampaigh.’-. . Mo avioon

aper,
At the church meeting the
. next day, Yong then told the
riests under attack: “The PM
Lee] will not arrest you because
you are priests but because of.
your ‘other activities.” In that
case there would be nothing we
can do for you." According to
- D’Souza,- one, of the  priests
asked Yong if he did not think
they were doing church work.
| Yong replied: “It is not what I
_think, but what they [the gov-
- ernment] think."” h
On 4 June, it was announced
that' the four priests had re-
signed their positions. to help
“avoid a church-state conflict,
Yong, the next day, suspended
them from preaching or making
contact  with the church-as-

and the Catholic News publication, in

- both ‘of which D'Souza was involved.

“Yong expressed surprise at the traps:.

- cripts'since there had been no secretary.

or tape-recorder visible at the meetings.

b hite Yong was saying-that he felt
¥the government should prove its
-case against the detainees “in toto,” Lee
“often looked at his.watch and at one
stage interrupted and asked how much
longer Yong needed,” D’Souza said.
l.ee was forceful in his assertion that a
collision between church and state ap-
peared inevitable and would not be
good for gither. He said that he was
ready to use the powers of the Internal
Security. Act. if deemed necessary, if
Yong could not put his own house in
order.’ o

D'Souza reported: “A member of -

the church delegation said that it was
hard to believe this was not an attack
against the church. The real target

seemed not to be the 16 [detainees] who

_chance he'w
had " Jeft :f

*“sociated-sgocial work, organisa--
tion they had beenin charge.of. By that
time, -believing there was still a 50%
Giild:be arrested, D’Souza

of "Australia "to- join his

family:.; .

In a report to the Vatican on the
issue,“a: copy of 'which was sent lo

s

.D!Souzd on his requesi, Yong revealed
- that a representative of the Internal

Security Department (ISD) had. told
him that such suspensions were neces-
sary if “no harm” was to come to the
priests. 1n the report, Yong wrote: “We
were informed that 1SD men were at the
airport when he [D'Souza] left. We do
not know what would have happened if
we had not suspended him and three
other priests,” .

D’Souza told the REVIEW on 7.
Déecember that, while he was techni-
cally on leave from Singapore until mid-
December, “in view of what has hap-
pened,” it would be difficult for him to
return, though he could not confirm
that he had resigned. 1]
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L.ee cracks tl
Desmond O’Grady :

The Prime Minlstor of Singapore and its Catholle Arehbishop collided in the
suminier ef 1987 over the arvest and detention of some ten church workers who
viera allegad to ue part of A subversive Marxist consplvacy. The procsedings of a
libel aetlon, which came to tvial in Singapore sarler this month, have beon vapy
eovealing of the Prime Minlster’s snsplcions and the Archbishop’s dlfficulies,
Desmond O'Gredy, an Avstralian Journalist living in Rome, has Just returned

from a journsy to South-Kast Asla,

A ¥ift in relations batwaen the Prime
Minisier of Singapora, Mr Lee Xuan Yew,
and the Catholie Chuyeh in 1987 has baen
explored in detall {n the iila) of a libel
action in the high ecourt of Singapore.
Evidence given by Mr Lee, who is 2 party
to the proceedings, has revealed the deprhs
of his distrust of the activities of church
wkers in the field of soclal justles, Tt
wome3 at 1 time when the government of
Singapore has proposed replacing religious
instrugtion in schocls with civies lessons
and introducing a law preventing retlglous
“Interfarznce™ in politics, ‘

The libel action was brought by the
Prima Minister againat the Hong Kong-
bused weekly Fur Eastern Economic Re-
wiew for an article published in December
1987 abows the detention of soslal justice
activists, That month Singapore authorieles
cdeclded to restrict the revisw’s circulation
in the state to 500 coples: it had Dbesn
running at over 9,000 coples.

Mr Lee has been Prime Minister since
The separation of Singapors from Malaysls
1 1965. 1t is virtually a one-party state,
dominated by the Peopla’s Action Party,
=nd Lea, who has promised to step aside in
194D, Is a mors or less benevolent dictator,
"The government is efficient. and not finan-
©ially corrupt bui it wants to regulats all

{ eets of the citlzens’ lives, even eugenics,
warid dags st tolevate criticism.
_ The main sthnie groups which shars the
igland - the Chinasa (75 par eent), Malays
€ 13 per cent) and Indians (7 per cant) have
faw common traditions, Most of the
L hiness follow folleraligions, Thera iz the
Eams proportion of Buddhists (8.6 per
cant) a2 of Christians, The 120,000 Cathe-

we ThELET .
{6 e maor Brihsch Catholic Neek{ti.

: thels
and

lics have a statug disproportion=
numbers because of thelr s+
hospitals.

5 {sland-city-state i3 small and ove
crowded, Its water comes from Malayma
and it has 1o import rost of iis food, vet it
has become oue of the worlds most
econorically buoyani nations. lts port s
the world’s busiest, it's alrport probsbly
the world's best, It is a great trading and
financial cgnire,

Rocking the boat

Discipline has basn asapiial to this
sucqress, There arz 250-dollar fnes for so
little as dropping n cigaretts butt in the
streets or jaywalking., Anything that rocks
the boat meets official disapproval,

In May 1987, 16 people including 10 lay
Catholics wers detalned, Ong of the fowm
full-tima church workers was Vincent
Cheng, secretary of the diocesan justies
and peace conmumission which has since
been in abeyance. Cheng and Teo Soh
Liung, a non-Catholic woman lawysr, are
still in prison, the ather 14 having been
raleased, Detentlon orders against them
have been extended for anothar yaar. Both
are in their foras, both deny jmplicatlons
{n Marxist subversion as allegad, and buth
have complained of mistreatment in pris-
on. Thay were apprehended under ihe
Internal 3ecurity Aet which absaolves the
goveinment from bringing datainess o
trial or tesiing the evidence szainst them in
a law congt,

After the arrest of the 16 Archbishop
Gregory Yong Scof Mghean fluctuated
betwean support for the detainees snd
endorsemant of the government’s action,
Lae.considered him to be under the influ-
ence of his radical priests, particularly Fr
Edgar D’%ouza, editor of the fortnightly
Catholic News, He sald ln court that he
wished Archbishop Yong had “spine”
efiough {0 ba a "general of his division™! In
his ajtempts to bring the archbishop into
fing, Loe apparently found an ally in Mgr
Giovanni D'Aniello, chargé d'affaires in
the Vatican nunciatura in Bangkok, which
is responstble also for diplomatie ralations
with Singapore. But the priests of the
dlocasa campaigned on behalf of the de-
tainges, issuing statements and offering
prayers for them and Massas at which the
detainess’ ralatives wers allowed tw speak,
Lee saw this as a recipe for civil turmoil.

THE TABLET 22 Ogtober 1082

~On 12 June 1987 Archbishap Yong, six
priests and thrge lay people met Les at his
tesidence. Afterwards Archbishop Yong
told tha press; “We are satlefled that the
government of Singapore had nothing
agalnst the Catholic Church when it de-
tained 10 of our chureh workers among tha
16 who were arrastad for possible involve-
ment in.a clandestine Commuaist nat-
waork, "

The articls the following December in
the Far Eastrn Econgmic Review main-
tained that Lee forced Archbishop Yong to
maeke this statement and that the govern-
ment’s target was not the detainees but Fr
D'Scuza and three other priests: in other
words, that Lee wanted (o colip the
Church’s wings, Finding that D'Souza was
tha souree of this Ysmear” Les decided, as
hs {old the court, that T must demolish
him. . . Twaz able to demolish the smearer
without much diffienity”. The government
put it about that D'Souza had had a
protracted love affair with a woman
lawyer. He had left the country soon sfter
the arrests, and lives in Australia and has
ceased to minister as a prigst. Les, who
says he is tired of forelgn journalists

‘meddling in Slngapore politics, of thair

“groln-kicking and cobdasesnsion”, then
initiated action against the Review for
suggesting that he was attacking the
Churgh.

T asked z Sinzapors priest whather he
falt thai the government’s attitude to the
Church was repressive, “Only a little more
50 than to most other sections of sociaty”
was his reply. "It wanfs to regiment every-
thing,” He added: *'I1 3 unsstiling that one
naver knows what the governimant will
consider a3 political meddling.” And:
“Fleage don't use my name.”

Lee Buan Yew's 18 hours In the witness
box were revealing, For the defonce Geof-
frey Robertson claimad that the Prime
Minister became obsessed with the possi-
bility of a revolution in Singapore on the
FPhilippines model, encouraged by the
Church, after a visit thets three yaars ago,
Lee's eomments certainly revealed a fear
of the “peoples’ power" movemant in the
Philipplnes. Ha said he told Mgr D’ Anlelle
to keep four singapore pilests “out of
politles, and 1o find out who in the Philip-

ines , . . wers giving tham these idens of
j:’usﬁz.:a, fraadom, damocrdey and so on”.
He refarred to “the shetoric that was
beginning {o percolate through D'Souza to
this group”, {Only one of the four priests is
still active in Singapore.)

Lee also said that 2 recommendation of
the Fedaration of Asian (Catholic) Bishops
in 1986 that priests should be involved in
human rights issuss did not *fit" with the
situation in Singepors. He recalled also
how the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr
Robart Runeie, once told him that Catho-
lie libgration theology could be pati of the
reason for the clash betwean the Church of
England snd Margaret Thatcher, Lee
affirmed that he wounld not let liberation
theclogy be put into practea {n Singapore.

Tudgement in tha lbel case is now
awaited. However the suit turns out, for
sorme observers Les has passed judgement
on himsalf,
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Rumblings of discontent surface in the ruling party

Muted protest

By N. Balakrishnan

proposal to-nominate members to
ASingapona’s parliarnent has sparked

passionate and public objections
from the normally docile MPs of the ruling
People’s Action Party (PAP). While the bill
eventually passed its second reading in par-
liament, the debate indicated growing fac-
Honalism in the party with the expected
. transfer of prime ministership from Lee
Kuan Yew to First Deputy Prime Minister
Goh Chok Tong by late next year.

The bill-to enable the government to
nominate up to six un-elected MPs (to be
called nominated MPs}, began its second
reading on 29 November. The parliament,
of 81 seats, has only one full-fledged opposi-
tion MP and another opposition MP with re-
stricted voting rights, though the opposition
polled nearly 41% of the votes castin the last
general elections in 1988,

But surprisingly, in the two-day debate
that followed, seven rling party MPs
joined the two opposition MPs in opposing
the propasal. They said it undercut such
fundamentals of democracy as representa-
tion and accountability and harked back to
colonial days, when legislators were ap-
pointed by the government. Considering
that only 18 MPs spoke on the bill and even
those who supported it did so with some
reservations, the level of opposition to the
move seemed significant.

Also significant was the fact that the rap
members who spoke against the proposal
included two powerful MPs associated with
the “feedback” unit set up to convey the
publicmood to the government. The former
chairman of the unit, Tan Cheng Bok, and
the current chairman, Chandra Das, both
spoke out against the proposal.

Tan compared the current proposals to
those made by the British colonial rulers in
1955 to nominate lawmakers and said that
parliament was not the right forum for non-
elected representatives to advise the govern-
ment. He even quoted an earlier speech
made by Lee in 1967 on such proposals, Ac-
cording to Tan, Lee said at that time: “If any-
body challenges the right of representatives
of the people to take a particular course of ac-
tion, then they must have the courage to
come out openly into the political arena and
denounce these policies.”

Chandra Das said that the nominated
mermbers would be “toothless Hgers” and
"second-class MPs” and that the proposals
may be seen by the public as a scheme to
perpetuate the ruling party’s dominance

while thwarting the public’s desiré to have
genuine oppositioh MPs in the parliament,

The government's case was stated by
Goh, who said that the proposal would help
non-political Singaporeans, or Singaporeans
who were forbidden by company regula-
tions from participating in politics — such as
the executives of foreign multinationals —
to participate in politics, He did not make it
clear how being in parliament as a nomi-
nated member could be considered “not
participating” in politics. The system also
would help build a “consensus” democracy,
said Goh, who added that the move would
help dispel the public misconception that
the government was afraid of dissent.

MP Arthur Beng said that if the govern-
ment felt the performance of the PAP back-
benchers was poor and it wanted to in-
troduce outsiders to prod them, it should
call a referendum or form a constitutional
commission to study the
matter. He branded the
nominated MPs “illegal im-
migrants” without the peo-
ple’s mandate.

Predictably, the opposi-
tion MPs Chiam See Tong
and Lee Siew Choh spoke
against the proposals. Chiam
pointed out that Singapore’s
ratio of one MP to about
20,000 people, already was
higher than in many de-
mocracies, The proposal was
aimed at perpetuating the
PAF's power while giving
the impression that the gov-
ernment was generously
amending the constitution to
accommodate people’s wishes for more op-
position MPs. '

Chiam said that if the government really
wanted an opposition, it should be “fair at
the polls and not resort to smear tactics,
changing of the ground rules, changing of
boundary rules, juggling with constituen-
cies and resort to the tactics of fear by using
the Internal Security Act to make arbitrary
arrests,” Chiam called for a national referen-
dum on the issue.

Many of the ruling party MPs an-
nounced they would be voting for the pro-
posal only because the party whip de-
manded it. Beng lamented: “I guess I will
have to continue to live a schizophrenic poli-
tical life — speaking against, yet voting for, a
bill.”

Ailine Wong even spoke for those mem-
bers who had not spoken on the issue at all
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Goh: consensus.

when she said: “Voting is compulsory but
speaking is not, 1 beg the first deputy prime
minister [Goh] to interpret the silence of
some members judidously.” Tan Cheng
Bok said that it would be a “sad day for
democracy” if the proposal became law only
because of the PAF whip.

In the event, it did not, and when the
vote was taken it was 74 for and only one
against — Chiam. But Goh did make one
concession to the critics by saying that the
amendment may incorporate a “self-de-
struct” clause which will allow it to lapse
after a period of four to five years if it was
found not to work. The bill has now beenre-
ferred to a parliamentary select committee to
receive views from the public early next year
before it becomes law.

The emerging factionalism beneath an
enforced unity in the PAP recently has re-
ceived attention both locally and abroad. An
American financial publication recently
downgraded the political stability rating of
Singapore from A to B, which means, as
pointed out by a Straits Times editorial, “Sin-
gapore is only politically and economically
as stable as Hongkong, South Korea and
pre-Tiananmen China.” Another US risk-
rating agency, Business Environment Risk
Information, whose economic ratings are

often cited approvingly by
3 Singapore ministers, gave 80
out of 100 for political stabil-
ity to Singapore in 1981, but
dropped it to 77 in 1988
and 74 in 198%. It expects
the -index to slip to 72 by
1993,

More important than the
ratings, is the fact that they
are being publidsed locally.
Lee raised the topic in a
mid-October interview given
to the British newspaper
the Daily Telegraph when
he said that a strong opposi-
tion could emerge, if there
was a “split in the PAP,
which cannot be ruled out.
If there's a split in the leadership over
policy, not a personality clash, but a real
difference over economic or political
policies.”

The PAP remains dominant in Singapore
and Lee still very much runs the party. But
the rumblings of discontent, though very
muted by regional standards, are increas-
ing. They seem set to continue increasing as
Lee prepares to retire formally while trying
to retain paramount power informally.
However, observers are beginning to doubt
whether Lee’s son, Trade and Industry
Minister Lee Hsien Loong, will be able to
take over from Geh as the future long-term
prime minister as had until recently beert ex-
pected. It is thought unlikely now that the
younger Lee will enjoy full support from the
PAP for such a move, or that Goh will give up
power easily. ]
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