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(H) JUSUL’ GLER YANG BERHOR. °

MAT ENCIK V. VEERAPPEN.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap °‘(Eilé§k
V. Veerappen): Tuan Yang Dipertua,

saya memohon izin untuk - bercakap_

dalam Bahasa Inggeris.

Motion standing in my name, that is—

“That this House deplores the failure
of the Governmnet to provide basic
~amenities- in -new- villages, kampungs, -
slums and particularly fragmented
estates in Province Wellesley where such
services as sanitation, scavenging, night-.
soil removal, water supply, maintenance
of access roads and drainage have
completely broken down for the last 17
years or more, and urges the Government
to take immediate steps- to provide
these amenities in order to safeguard
the health and™~ well- bemg"'of " the
residents of these places”.

Mr Speaker, Sir, although kthe Chlef

Minister claims. that he has attracted

large amounts of capital, and that he
has created over 50,000 jobs, yet the
people who live in our urban stums; the

new villages and kampungs, and frag- -
mented estates have seen no improve- -
ments in their living conditions. In fact,
Mr Speaker, Sir, their position has be-

come worse. From the dnswers given to-~

my questions it is clear that the State
Government - has 'completely neglected
these areas.

Mr ‘Speaker, Sir, I refer to the
answer to my question No. 17 in May,
1971, where 1 asked the amount of
roads, the amount of drains, how many
taps, etc., had been provided in the
estates, in the new villages,” and in the
kampungs in Province Wellesley South.
To take this as an example, the ans-
wer was jalan-jalan dan Parit-Parit—
Klampung Baru Val Dor—tidak ada

jalan-jalan, pembetong- pembetong dise--

diakan sejak bulan Januari tahun 1970.
Kampung Baru Jawi tidak ada jalan,

pembetong-pembetong 20 kaki dengan

garis pusat 36 inchi dan Parit 211 kaki
telah dibena $24.00. Kampung Baru
Wellesley—tidak ada jalan dan pem-
betong-pembetong dibena tahun 1970.
Kampung Baru Sungai Kecil—tidak

ada_jalan dan pembetong dibena sejak
tahun 1970. Saluran paip air dan pili

- tetapi .jalan—tidak ada saluran paip
‘air ‘dan-piki d1bena*5d1 ‘emipat” perkam-

pong baru sejak tahun 1970. Ada satu

- peruntukan bagi sebuah pili tepi jalan

-di ;Serkampungan Jawi bagi tahun 1972
tetapi itu_belum lagi dipasang sebab

-alat-alet yang: dipesan belum lagi di-
‘tenma

Mr Speaker, Sir, I w;sh't_o-' move‘the‘- :

Berkenaan ™ dengan soalan Nombor
.18—Perkhidmatan pembersihan dan
_pembuangan: sampah dijalankan oleh
"Majlis. 'Daerah _ Selatan, Seberang
Perai—hanya di kawasan-kawasan yang
diwartakan, that is gazetted villages
and gazetted areas only—that is the
towns and villages. - Ladang-ladang
yang dimaksudkan oleh Yang Amat
Berhormat Ketua Menteri adalah di
luar kawasan yang -diwartakan. Oleh
itu tidak ada-perkhidmatan—tidak ada
perkhldmatan pembersechan dan pem-

‘buangan ' sampah dibuat di tempat-

tempat tersebut.
"Mr Speaker, Sir, from these answer

“it is evident that since 1970 nothing has

been-done. In fact, the little provision
of the:one ‘culvert and 211 feet of drains
in: Jawi was as_a result of the fact that
that . culvert and the drain had been

“washed away. Apart from that, little or
~almost nothmg has been done.

"Now, if this is the situation in Province
Wellesley South then what can be the
situation in the rest of the State?
Almost all’ low-cost housing schemes
have. no service roads. They only have
foot-paths. Some of these do not have
cleansing ~and = scavenging services.
There is—I must correct myself—I
think, one low-Cost scheme in Tasek
Glugor which has got a service road.
‘And- that:is due to the efforts of the
Member for Tasek Glugor while he
was Acting Chief Minister. Apart from
"that no other schemes have got these
services or serv1ce roads.

Tuan Speaker‘ Honourable Mem-
ber for Suhgel Bakap, as I see here in
your ‘Motién, “you mention ‘new
villages, kampungs, slums and parti-
cularly fragmented estates’. Do these
places you-talk about come under this?
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“Alili Kawasan' Sungel Bakap (Encnk
V. Veerappen): Yes; Mr Speaker,: Slr
As I .was saying, Mr: Speaker,.

Governmient has done little or. nothiri'g'

by way of amenities-such das roads,
drains and stand-pipes for-the people in
the Kampungs, new villages and
fragmented estates since-it was elected
into power, If cannot” complain, Mr
Speaker, Sir, that it has no money. You
know; Mr Speaker, Sir, the State’s
reserves have been reduced. It has also
increased revenue by more - than
$4.000,000 from quit rents. And it
should be getting an additional
$3.,000,000 to $4,000,000 from the per-
capita grant owing to our. increased
population. As such it has no excuse, If
it has no money, Mr Speaker, Sir, to
spend on this it -has no excuse to
rebuild not only -the Chief Minister’s
house but also- the Chief Minister’s
office, as the answer given shows ‘that
a sum of $144,000 was spent. on the
office and over $41.000 on the house,
making a total of $185,000-—this is not
to mention, of course, the new. car—
when the Chief Minister has not built
a single inch of road, or a single inch
of drain, or a single stand-pipe for the
new villages in Province Wellesley
South. -

Mr Speaker, Sir, there is a long-
standing request from Batu Kawan,
which is a kampung with a large
population, for a water supply. I under-
stand that the scheme- would cost about
$65,000. Way back in the Budget
Session of 1971 the Chief Minister in
reply to a question answered:

‘Adalah dicadangkan bahawa sambungan

bekalan air ke Batu Kawan akan di-

. jalankan seberapa segara yang boleh

selepas masaalah mengambilalih kemu-

dahan-kemudahan dari ladang getah dan

kelapa Batu Kawan Sendirian Berhad

dapat diselesaikan.’
Mr Speaker Sir, it is now over two
years; and it looks as if the project has
been abandoned. Now, compared with
the amount spent on-the things that I
mentioned, regarding this request- of
people in an-island, which is an island
actually. blocked out-from" the main:
ldnd by a ‘river;-it is shocking that the
Governinent ~ cantiot” provide  theése
facilities: 7~ ¢ v T TuhoEs

Sir, a visit tothe: new vﬁlages ot‘f,h'v
fragmented -estates and: the; ufban: slums’
will show the abject squalor. and’ filth
in which the people havé been forced.
to live. It is true, Mr Speaker; Sir; that
the . previous = Government* ¢xtended.
roads to some fragmented . éstates” like
Byram -and: Changkat and: provided a
starid-pipe at least ‘in each of -these
estates. But since then: :hothing: further
has been done’in the estates. Now. the
situation is particularly ' revolting. as
there are no scavenging or cleansing
facilities, as admitted in thée answer
given by the Chief Minister when -he
said that the District Councils are not
responsible. "Grass and .weed have
grown, rubbish -has piled up every-
where, and drains and . latrines are
clogged-up and becommg breedmg
grounds- for mosquitoes and dlsease

Sir, I would like to take this
opportunity to -explain what happens
when an-estate is fragmented. The land
is sold in small plots of anything from
2 to 50 acres to Asian -buyers.. The
labour -lines, on the other. hand, and
the factory are, however,. not saleable
as these will not produce. income to the
owner as most, if not all, of this sub-
division is done without prior approval.
There is.no person or authority to look
after the labour lines or the sanitation,
or the maintanance of the roads and
drains, as a result of which all these
services which were provided by the
owners of the estates become neglected.
And the estate itself has become a
group of small holdings. You cannot
call-it an estate any more, although the
name has stuck to such places. Juru is
another clear example.

We have- in Province Wellesley
South 13 large estates, out of which 12
have already been fragmented and have
become small holdings which are. no-
body’s baby. You see,. when .finally
the subdivision is approved —the
fragmenter or speculator .surrenders
certain parts.of his land for the purpose
of access roads and drains and drainage
reserves for the whole of the estate; But
in the settlements themselves—in, the
concentrated area where the popula-
tion is—-the whole of the“are_gu is
neglected. SoE L
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As far as:the drains are concerned a
Drainage Board is set up, as in Nibong
Tebal drainage area. That is for the
sake of the land—to prevent it from
being flooded—in drainage areas like
Nibong Tebal; and the Drainage Board
for Bukit Tambun. But so far as the
labourers® lines are concerned these are
left out, They are left to rot. And
sometimes the labourers are forced out,
as in Krian Estate. More often the
labourers buy and stay in the rotting
labour lines, and work as casual
workers in the smallholdings.

Mr Speaker, Sir, at one time—when
an estate was an estate and not a small-
holding—the Ministry of Labour used
to check on the living conditions, and
ensured that basic amenities were
provided by the estate-owner. When it
becomes a smallholding the Ministry
cannot check, and does not check on
this. Now, as there is mno-one after
whom the Ministry of Labour can go,
there is a complete break-down in the
services in these settlements.

. It is' my contention, Mr Speaker,
that the State Government, which is
responsible for lands and local
authorities, must provide these services
either by ‘itself or through local
authorities. Mr Speaker, Sir, under
Schedule 9 of the Federal Constitution
the responsibility for the maintenance
of health and sanitation is with the
State Government; and therefore it is
the duty of the State, either by itself or
through local authorities, to see that
these are maintained, and to provide
for this. Sir, the local authorities collect
assessment and taxes from the workers
and others who own labour lines and
quarters; and also from the rubber and
coconut lands in the form of land
assessment. But they failed to provide
these services.

Further, in our State at least the
responsibility for all local authorities
rests with the State Government
through the Chief Minister as Officer
Administering the Councils. As such,
Mr Speaker, Sir I repeat again . . . .
(gangguan). At

Tuan Speaker: Do not repeat too
many times.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): I repeat that he has no
excuse to neglect these areas. The State
also gets a per-capita grant from the
Federal Government. And as the grant
is also for the people in local authority
areas it is the responsibility of the
State to see that part of this grant is
used for providing these services. In
fact, Mr Speaker, our local authorities,
as I had pointed out sometime earlier,
are not in the same position as local
authorities in other States. Penang
and Malacca are the exceptions in the
sense that the local authority area
covers a whole District. It is not
confined to the towns and Town Boards,
or to the villages where there are local
councils apart from local authorities.
Usually the failures in the local councils
are attributed to local authorities. But
in this context the figure covers the
whole area of the District. As such all
the people, be they labourers in
fragmented estates or be they dwellers
in kampungs, all have to pay assess-
ment once the estate becomes a small
holding or a group of small holdings.
The position is the same in New
Villages, although these villages have
better facilities than estates, being
creations of the Government, although
estates maybe in the early days were
creations of the East India Company, or
privafe entrepreneurs, and so forth. But
these New Villages were creations of
the Government during the Emergency.
As such they have better facilities than
estates. But there are also villages
which are just as bad; for example,
Wellesley Estate in Sungei Bakap.
Even these little amenities that have
been provided in these New Villages
have deteriorated; and no improve-
ments have been made since the last
elections in 1969, as the answers show.

In the case of kampungs, all attempts
to provide facilities and amenities seem
to. have stopped, since the elections
also. Instead there 1is an over-
concentration in the urban and semi-
suburban areas, and on glamours
events. For example, more than
$5,000,000 has been given to the State
Development Corporation which con-
centrates on the urban and suburban
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areas which are to form the greater
metropolitan area of George Town. But
nothing is done to the rural areas.
Further, thousands of acres of valuable
lands have been alienated to the State
Development Corporation. These lands
would be worth at least $100,000,000
if we take the infrastructure facilities
and other services provided by the
JKR., the D.ID. and other Depart-
ments like the Water Authority, and
the Lembaga Letrik Negara at State
expense—that is, the ratepayers’
expense. Yesterday we had an example
of $180,000 being approved for the
provision of water mains to Mak
Mandin industrial area. Besides, there
are these glamorous events like motor
racing, Pesta and Exhibitions which
have cost large sums to the taxpayers$’
account, The Pesta cost about $100,000,
I think; the Exhibition about $82,000,
and the racing $50,000. Of what benefit
are these events to our citizens, let
alone our rural citizens? But the things
that the people in the rural areas want
are little things. They wouldn’t cost as
much as this. The Pesta, to my mind,
does not attract international tourism,
but our rural folks who are encouraged
to spend the little that they have to
travel over to see the Pesta. Motor
racing only benefits the speed hogs who
want to Jet off steam. An exhibition, to
my mind, is a mere propaganda:stunt
to project the declining image of the
Government, if it has any image at all.

Furthermore, Mr Speaker, the Govern-
ment has been planning a long time to
develop the Penang Urban Centre in
the city. I understand that this project
will cost about $200 million. I do not
know how much has already been spent
in the planning, in consultation fees
and incidental expenses. I am sure
that this must be a formidable sum as
the planning has gone on for years. But
how is this project to benefit our rural
people, if it is to benefit anyone at all?
I know it will be 2 monument to the
Chief Minister if it comes off the
launching pad at all. Otherwise the
expenditure would be negatory and
useless waste. It appears that both the
Urban Development Authority and the
Federal Government Authority are not

interested in this multi-million-dollar
venture as it is said to“be non-viable.
Perhaps (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Sungei Bakap, your Motion is on
lack of services, and all those things;
and all those places that you mention
in your Motion. If you speak of all
these other projects as being projects
which should not be carried on in
relation to your Motion it would be all
right. But I don’t think you should
elaborate on the project itself.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Yes, Tuan Speaker.

I had to compare the amount of
attention that is given to rural areas
with the amount that is given to the
town areas; and therefore I have to
bring things up to support my argument.
To my mind, Mr. Speaker, this would
be a wonderful catchword for the next
elections, just like the free port, the
surtax, the bridge, and even the
ambulances the Gerakan plans to give
to the people of Penang, but which has
been quietly forgotten by the Govern-
ment, particularly the Chief Minister.
But, as you said, Mr Speaker, I agree
with you that this is beside the point.
The point, Mr Speaker, is that these
examples go to show that the Govern-
ment in the person of the Chief
Minister has been interested in only its
pet projects. But the rural areas have
been forgotten and neglected, perhaps
because the Government does not
expect the rural population to vote for
them again in the next elections. But
the backing of the people of George
Town, and the political developments
in our country are such that they will
not get half the support they got in the
last election..

The rural areas are not only
forgotten; but they have been heavily
burdened with increased quit rents,
increased assessments, and with new
costs for building by having proper
plans for their rural homes. Penang is
the only State, apart from Malacca.
where the houseowners or landowners
have got to pay house and land
assessment, apart from quit rents, on
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their ‘kampung ‘lands and houses. In
effect . buildings ‘im éstates never
attracted house -assessment as no
services were provided. But now, since
these  estates have been fragmented, all
buildings, " including labourers® lines
and quartérs, have to pay assessment
which has ‘been increased manifold.
But no services are provided in return.

Sir,. the Government, now, with
UMNO in the.Coalition, must wake up
and reject the warped and capitalistic
ideas of the Chief Minister, and do
something for the people in the
kampungs, in the new villages, and the
urban slums and the fragmented estates
which are now the responsibility of the
State. The Chief Minister by himself
has no heart, mind or sympathy for the
poor. He 'is a man who believes that
slums cannot- be prevented, and that
nothing can be done to people who
live on private property. He once gave
me an example of how slums cannot
be prevented. He said that the London
Council houses which were built to
clear slums had now become slums
again because the people who live there
made it so. Such is the thinking of the
Chief Minister. Also, in a written
answer to a written question
(gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Sungai Bakap, may I interrupt you
again? I thought you were going to
present the merits of your Motion. You
are urging the Government here to
(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): 1 said earlier, if you
heard ‘me rightly, ‘the Government in
the person of the Chief Minister.” The
Chief Minister, Mr Speaker,
responsible for the acts of  the
Government in this'House. As far as I
know it is the Chief Minister who
answers all queries. It is the Chief
Minister who stands up ‘to defend the
Government.. And therefore I” cannot
but speak about tfle Chlef mester

Tuan Speaker' Well you “put’’ heref_'
‘the” failure” of - thé
So " please

in your ‘motion”
Goverfitient': to” provide’.

Sir, is.

confinte: it to the’ ‘Gévemment and notj
to personahues ] ’j 7

ARl Kawasan Sungel Bakap (Enclk
V Veerappen): ‘It is *not “his~ persona-’
lity;~Tuan, 1 am’ talkmg about But I
w111 Sklp that, -+

Mr Speaker Sir, you can see > it from
this answer which [’ quote. The answer
to my Question No. 3.is: ‘Wellesley New.
Vlllage is located on private land. As.
such it is not possible: to spend public
funds on its improvement or - develop-
ment’, Mr Speaker, Sir, I say’that if
that is the philosophy of the Govern-
ment, if -not the Chief Mimister, will
that make you happy?. If that is the
philosophy then may I ask: .How did
George . Town get. its roads, drains,
electricity, . street. lights, water supply,
Town Hall, Esplandde..and the Dewan
Sri Pinang? How did it get those? Take.
MacAlister .Road for example: Was.it.
originally State land? :Was MacAlister
Road originally. State .land? And how
did the houses.that are in.-MacAlister.
Road. come there? Did whoever built
the houses in MacAlister Road build.
the road also,.as you require now?. Was
it s0? i

‘Tuan Speaker: I do not know. Dor
you know? (ketawa) '

Ahli Kawasan Syngei Bakap (Enclk
V. Veerappen): Surely not, Mr Speaker.

Almost the whole of the City of
George Town is still today private land,
except for the roads and .the little
places we have here and there. The
State Government may,own the hills, of
Penang, but not the City of George
Town. And therefore that is still prlvate
land. And we provide all these services..
Why can’t these places in.the rural
areas also have this same treatment?

Mr Speaker, Sir, there is no excuse
for the Government to refuse to provide
these amenities in all ‘built-up’ areas" in
the State:.be they urban “slums “like’
Kampung © Makam; Kampung' Dodol;
Kampurig “Besar; Kampung Bengall or
New- Villages like:'Wel ssley, Jawi,’ Val‘
D’or,“Machang "BudoH, r~‘\fragmcnted
estates” like Changkaf, “ Stingei Kecil,
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Caledénta; ’Trans-Kﬁan Byram Turu
and ' §o-forth. What? I “am- frying - fo
Cotivince” ‘this 'Houke .and ‘the- Chief
Minister and the" -Government is that”
the' whele phllosophy is wrong. Where-.
ever -thére is'd concentration of popula-
tion it-i8. fhe .bolinden duty of Govern-.
ment to .see that ‘the people in those’
areas have these facilities ‘and amenities.
I therefore ask the new Coalition
partner ‘t0 urge the ‘Government. The
partner to urge the Government because.
the "Chief “Minister is“a‘ stubborn ‘man.”
And it is well known that his colleagues
call him’ kepala keras

Tuan - Speaker' I thlnk that is 1rre-
levant: (ketawa). - :

Ahli Kawasan: Sungei Bakap (Enc k
V. Veerappen): Mr Speaker, Sir, you
will- appreciate - that "1 was called a
coward; and it is on record. Well, I am
not going to ‘call people cowards, or
anyrhmg What T am saying is a fact,
which is a hteral translation of being
stubborn:. If you want me to withdraw,
well,: T withdraw. But you have not
asked me ta w1thdraw so I wilt. say it
is’ ok (ketawa) : R

Tuan Speaker: I was saying that the
whole reference to the Chief Minister
is irrelevant to your argument.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Why I ask the Coali-
tion- partners-is because they are in- a
stronger- bargarnmg _position.  And as
most, if not all, of them come from
rural (_onstltuenmes they ought to know
the “plight “of "the “people in -the rural
areas. But‘if they do not want to use
their position then they must ablde by
their -early - decision -to sink--or swim
with the Government 1f not the Chref
Minister. ~

* Finally, - Mr Speaker _Sir, as .my
Motion _requires.: 1mmed1ate steps.- I
would like to- Suggest that: the following
steps be. taken unmedlately to -ensure
that greater financial assistance is given
to schools in ru»ral»areas by way of texts
books as well as. exercise books, which
is the rdiity of the Staté as" the Stafe_kls
responsible for welfare. = =3

Secondly, more aﬁocatlons shoum be
made  to pro i oads, drains, Stand-
pipes, (commun aths,
playing fields.in all-built-up’ areas, even-
if-they are on’ private land,"as “indeed
they must “be,” by acqurrmg such lands
as’ are needed for'the purposes of
provrdlng these facilities.

- Tuan Speaker: Among the commu-
nal baths,. as:you said? = A

_"Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Yes, communal baths.
Mr Speaker, I am glad you asked that
question. Is it a pleasing sight when we
travel, when we pass the kampungs, to,
see: people bathing' on our "roadsides?
Ladies have to wait until the sun sets
before they can come out to bathe—ini
guna-tak-guna? Benarkah”—espemally
if you go on Thursday nights. Have a
moonlight drivé-if you want to (ketawa)
along ‘the rural roads. You will ‘'see the
people who have to come to the- stand-
pipes to bathe. Can we not'do a little
bit to see that-our women folks do-not
expose themselves on the roadsides"-

“Tuan Speaker. I thought there would
be communal bathmg

Ahli- Kawasan Sungei’ Bakap (Encrk
V. Veerappen): Ya, -communal baths.
If you want them to be open you can
make them Roman baths or Turkish
baths. (ketawa).

And T also urge that a task force be
set up to sweep the drains, to remove
the rubbish, and to’ clean” communal
latrines. Mr Speaker, Sir, these three
things which I have mentioned: how
muchdo . they cost? I-would like-the
Chief -Minister, to let us know.

Mr Speaker, Sir, I am sure the Chief
Minister is gomg to come - up with
fantastic facts and figures of how much
money the State Government has spent
on the rural areas. But I hope, even if
he takes 17 years as the figure and adds
up.. the ‘total he ‘will also give the 17
years’ expendlture in-_the . urban and
semr-urban Aareas..: But my. questron is
this: From your reply, s1nce the
eleetlons m 1197 ; And‘ T want to see

ether- yie 0 _an§we contradrdts “your
own “‘dnswer that you “have "gived “in
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1970. In other 'words, what I would like
to know is: What have you done since
1970—since the last answer was given?
So don’t try to mislead the House with
fantastic figures on what you have spent

on this and that. And particularly I

know some money has been spent on
road improvements, which is paid for
from the Road Maintenance Grant
which the Honourable Member for
Dhoby Ghaut mentioned. And that
amount also has been increased. And
therefore what are you going to do
with the money? You have to spend it.
So you spend it.

I urge that the above steps be taken
immediately because the people them-
selves cannot provide these communal
services which are essential to society.
If the rural people are denied these
services their overall health and educa-
tion will suffer, and they will not be
able to contribute to the economic
development of the State, and indeed
the country.

In conclusion, Mr Speaker, I hope 1
have convinced the House of the neces-
sity for the Government to give urgent
attention to the crying needs of the
rural areas, and trust that the Motion
before the House will receive the full
support of Honourable Members.

‘Sir, T beg to move the Motion stand-
ing in my name.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Tuan Speaker, saya
mohon menyokong Usul itu dan saya
minta izin supaya bercakap dalam
Bahasa Inggeris.

Tuan Speaker, 1 rise to second the
Motion standing in the name of my
colleague, the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap, because I have dis-
covered all -these years with no uncer-
tainty that the Honourable the Chief
Minister and his Government—I hope
you don’t object to that phrase—have
completely and miserably failed all the
people living in kampungs and villages
by their deplorable failure to provide
basic amenities for the people there.

Mr Speaker, Sir, for all these 4
years of Gerakan rule in Penang, and
then coming to the Coalition rule in

Penang, the State Government has
totally failed in its duty to bring about
the welfare and the well-being of .our
people living in kampungs and villages.
And in actual fact the Government
had neglected them altogether. And
here I wish to put a very, very simple
question; and a very, very straightfor-
ward question to the Government: Who
put them there today?And the answer
is also very simple: The people of
Penang. And these people included the
people staying in villages and kampungs.
Therefore it is with great dismay and
deep regret that the State Government,
through the Honourable the Chief
Minister and Members of the Govern-
ment, should neglect these people alto-
gether.

Tuan Speaker: I think, Honourable
Member from Bagan  Ajam, all those
things were already said by the mover
of the Motion. We said yesterday, I
think, we should not repeat what has
been said. If you have got new points
please go on with your speech.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Mr Speaker, Sir, it is
the same Motion; and I am looking at
the other angle of it. (ketawa).

Tuan Speaker: If it is another angle
of the same point I think it js also
the same point.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I am coming to that
point, but from the other way. (ketawa)

Tuan Speaker: Don’t. go from the
back or try the side. Let us go to a
different point. There are different
points.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Mr Speaker, Sir, since
I became elected in 1969 I had on
many occasions liked to talk to the
Honourable the Chief Minister and the
Members of the Government on how to
improve the living conditions for kam-
pung folks in my constituency. And
always I found it very difficult to talk
to him about the problems.

Tuan Speaker: I don’t think that is
relevant to this Motion.
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Ahli. Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I am talking about the
problems in the kampung in my place.

Tean Speaker: Yes. But you are
talking about how difficult it was to
talk to the Chief Minister.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I was saying it is very
difficult to talk to him about these
problems in kampung areas.

Tuean Speaker: If you talk about
the problems themselves it is all right.
Not how ‘difficult it is to talk to the
Chief  Minister. Please carry on with
the problems.

Ah!i Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Mr Speaker, Sir, the
Honourable the Chief Minister is the
Head of the Government; and -there-
fore 1 have to talk to him. And also
I have to talk to many Members of
the Government. I believe, Tuan
Speaker, you yourself I have also talked
to on many occassions about these
problems. (ketawa)

Tuan Speaker: But 1 was saying
that what we talked about has nothing
to do with this Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Well, Mr Speaker, Sir,
one day I remember we were going to
have a gotong-royong to clean up
Butterworth town. Then one afternoon
I came down to see the Honourable
the Chief Minister, and to discuss how
to do the work properly, and to inquire
whether the Government could pro-
vide some funds for scavenging con-
tracts, and so on, in Butterworth.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
I am afraid that is highly irrelevant
because the Motion says, “deplores the
failure of the Government to provide
basic . amenities in new villages, kam-
pungs, slums and particularly frag-
mented estates in Province Wellesley?”.
Here you are talking about fowns.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Mr Speaker, Sir, the
gotong-royong is not only for the towns.
It is also for the kampungs. And -we
did go into the kampungs and villages
to clean up the places there.

Tuan Speaker: So confine yourself
to that.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Yes. Then, Mr Speaker,
Sir, the Honourable Chief Minister
gave me a big lecture on how they
can clean up the London town; and
what kind of money they have to spend
for scavenging in London, and so on.
And he made me speechless.

Mr Speaker, Sir, on many occassions
also when I talked to the Honourable
the Chief Minister ‘and his - Govern-
ment about the welfare and well-being
of the kampung folks, and how to pro-
vide the damenities for them, I was
always turned down as these were very
small things—‘We have multi-million-
dollar concerns in hand. I have got to
concentrate on these things’. It shows
how much the State Government has
neglected this work in the kampungs.

Mr Speaker, Sir, from the answer
the Honourable the Chief Minister
gave to me about community develop-
ment, the amount of money spent from
1969 to 1973 for community develop-
ment in the whole District of Province
Wellesley North—the amount given to
me—was more than $109,000. And this
is worked out to be $25,000 a year;
$2.000 a month for 300,000 people.
On the other hand he has spent some-
thing like—if T total up all the figures—
$400.000 in these four years for travel-
ling overseas; for the Government
officers, and for his own office; for his
own cars, and for renovation of his
own residence. I have made compa-
rison.

Tuan Speaker: Mr Ong Yi How,
this comparison has been made. I think
from now on we must begih to be very
sure of ourselves. If Members have got
new points to be made in support of
a motion, new arguments to put for-
ward, please do so. But if Members
wish to go on tediously repeating, and
being irrelevant I may have to apply
Standing Orders accordingly. Please
proceed.

Ahli Kawasarn Bagan- Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Well, Mr Speaker, Sir,
does the Government ever hear the cry
of our people in kampungs and
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Y*l-llages? Do ithey~ know - how - mich
people “are suffering when they have
to live in places where no basic ame-
nitiés are provrded’? Do they krtow how

the. kampung ‘people eat,” what" they”

drink; and what kind of ‘houses they.

stay in? One day when'I was talking’

1o peopre in my constltuency they com-

plained s6 much abouf the State Go-

vérnment’s “atfitude towards the kam-
pung folk. ‘And I havé told them what
the - Honourable Member- from Sungei

Bakap has said—the Honourable the’

Chief Minister- and  his’ Govemment
have no- heart for- the poor. And an
old man remarked that the heart has
been swallowed ‘by the international
giants. Ross- International came here,

and pocketed-in four months $400,000.
Tuan Speaker: I think that is highly
irre’evant. If the Honourable Member:

wishes to proceed along that way I may
have to app.y Standmg Order 51 4).

" Ahli: Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Enc.k

Ong Yi How) Mr Speaker,-Sir, I was.

gomg to (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker. Yes, if you make that
point.

‘Ahli Kawasan- Bagan Ajam (anrk
Ong Yi How): . .- .. relate that one
with "~ the ‘community development ex-
penses. Now, if this $400 OOO
(gangguan) :

" Tuan Speaker. The Motron before
the House, Honourable. Member _is
that this House ‘deplores the failure
of the chernment to “provide basic
amenities in new villages, kampungs,
slums, etc., etc., and urges the Govern-
ment to- take-immediate steps to pro-

vide these  amenities in order to safe-
etc.” So let us

guard- the health, etc.,
confine ‘ourselves exactly to what the
Motion says

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How) Yes.

“Tuan Speaker. And no. more “and
no less.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Enclk

Ong Yi -How): Mr Spedker, Sir, I am
gomg 0 telate this$400,000, if -spent

ofi: commumty development -aécording
to the way. the’ Hénourable' thé 'Chief

Minister  has" spe'nt i “the * last” four
years: ‘This: $400,000 could: go for~16
years in the District-of Province Wellés-
ley North. This is: the way I.am going
to put it.

Well, Mr Speaker SlI‘ I am- gomg
to cite an example—the v1llage called
Kampung Simpah, where some 20,000
people are staying. All these years this
place had no proper road to goin or
to get out. The present path they use
now:is full of pot- -holes here and there.
And this path is still with red earth;
and full of wild plants. During the
rainy season it is so muddy that. the.
villagers find it impossible to use the
path. This path starts from the Mak
Mandin low-cost housing site, running
through the heart of the kampung, then
going into Sungei -Puyu village, and
coming out into Sungei Puyu: Road.
The whole length is about three miles.
It only ‘the Government can spend
some $20,000—that is, 5% -of what
Ross has taken—then 20,000 people in
that village will be benefited. For all
these four years the Government has
done nothing - except providing a few
lorry loads of red .earth costing not
even $500. This made - the situation
worse. When lorries come in they mess
up’ with the red earth. In fact, in 1969
and 1970 the villages inside that village
contributed amongst themselves some-

- thinglike $4,000 to buy granite and

stones to level-up the road. The
Government did not contribute even a
single cent at that time. It is again like
what it was before because many cars
and cycles go in and come out; and
the place is just as bad as before. -

Mr Speaker Sir, in’ that village there
is no proper drain. And therefore when
one goes to visit the village one can
find a lot of small pools here and there
full of filthy water. During the rainy
season we can see-a number of children
bathmg in these small pools. And this
is very damaging to_their health. There
is no” water supply pipes there; and
they use mostly water from- wells. For
the whole: village” with. 20,000 "people
there” are only “four stand- plpes ‘And
therefore, -if -they " have to “rely’ on
stand-pipes -. for - water supply, ‘some
5,000 people havets shdré ore" “pipé:
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For, all these four.years the Gerakan,
and then thé. Coahuon Government did
not instal gven one stand-pipe for;that

area. And from-the answer I have ’here

I was told: that for all’ these four: ‘years
the. Government . pnly -installed " two
stand-pipes in" the :District of Province
Wellesley.: North and each one costmg
$764. SIS0ty L[L R Lt

- Also, Mt Speaker Sir, there are no
proper street lights in the village,-and
no public utilities like lavatory, tele-

phone booth; community hall, children’s

playground, and many other  things -

like that. But, like all good citizens,
these people staying in the village pay
their house assessments, land rents, and
other dues and taxes to the Govern-
ment. /
miserably, completely neglected them.

Mr Speaker, Sir, another example
is the people staying in the slum along
the beach in.Kampung Gajah where no
basic amenities are provided at all. The
Government may come out and argue
that these - people are squatting on
Government land, and therefore. the
Government cannot .do anything . for
them. But I would argue the other way
round. They are squatting there solely
because of the fact that the Govern-
ment is not capable of providing
housés to resettle them. And therefore
the Government has a duty to provide
basic amenities so that they can live
there like decent citizens, like every-
body else. Most of the people staying
there are hawkers and petty traders.
And if the Government did not aban-
don the low-cost housing scheme for
Bagan Ajam or Chain Ferry Road
these two schemes could be used to
resettle these squatters there. There are
some 200 families staying there. And
again, this place is much worse than
what 1 have said about the village of
Kampung Simpah. There is 'no proper
path to go in; no proper stand-pipe at
all; no electricity; no drains; no street
lights. And I would say that they are
the most neglected group in our State.
Some two years back the Government
tried to take action to demolish their
homes. And I took great pains to ex-
plain, T think to yourself, Mr Speaker,
how - these people have to suffer, and

.How sthe' Goverrimént catt- help tﬂem
‘And T am’ very: gtafteful to you
%elalljy yourse1f~ (gtmggu_

) Tuan Speaker' Honourable xMemher,
;I am afraid. that part is’ also- very. ure-
Jevant to . this Motion.; The Motion. s
a..very, general . one.. It deplores. the
failure. of Gavernment - to. provide: 4ll
these thmgs Let us get ourselves ‘c m-

; "Ahh Kawasan Bagan A]am (Enclk
_Ong Yr How) Yes

Y ~Tuan’ Speaker. And then the Honour-
:’»able proposer cited | vanous examples

'Ahli’ Kawasan Bagan A]am (Enclk
-Ong Yi How) I-am CItrng :

But the Government  totally, °

Tuan Speaker. And you ‘are . crtmg
examples ‘of -néglect. That: would be
alright. But let us not go into details.
It ‘all dmounts to the samie thing.. No
stand-pipe, no drains, no roads. And
possibly later on you come out- with no
lights. I mean, the basic things are all
‘there. Let us mention them generally,
‘and not go into details. Otherwise there
will be total 1rrelevancy in this business.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Now that th¢ Honour-
able the Chief Minister hasanswered
my question—-that is, these squatters
will not be cleared for the time being—
I am urging the Honourable the Chief
Minister and - his- Government to ;pro-
vide at least six ' stand-pipes so that
they do not- have to:-go ‘miles away
for their drinking water. :And the place
really needs something like 129 lamps,
so that their children and women can
feel a little safer to-travel there. There
must- be -at least. some drains to give
the outlet for waste water. There must
must also- be- some -small hall or little
garden for. the people there, so that
they can go-and have a walk when they
are not -in the small houses. Mr Spea-
ker, ‘Sir, it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to provrde them with all these
basic amenities because indirectly and
directly.-they pay taxes and dues to
Government, like every good citizen.
They are also the people who have
played their part to put the Govern-
merit in .power.



440

Mr Speaker, Sir, as you have said
just now, if I were to stand here
quoting examples. like many other
Members, I could stand here for the
whole day quoting these examples.
There are many villages in my consti-
tuency. But here 1 quote only these two
examples just to illustrate how much
the Government neglected the people:
(a) in kampungs or villages; () in slums
where no basic amenities are provided
for them. Mr Speaker, Sir, for all these
ten years under the Alliance rule before
the Gerakan came into power in Penang
they have suffered a lot: No-one has
really cared for them; and no-one gave
them a chance to air their hardships
and their difficulties. So in 1969 they
thought that the Gerakan, when it
comes into power, can help them. And
today they are greatly disappointed
that the Gerakan came into power for
four years; and—like the Alliance
Government also—nothing has been
done to help them. And in fact they
found that the Gerakan is not better
than the Alliance at all. In fact it is
worse as far as their welfare and well-
being are concerned. They put all their
hopes in the Gerakan in 1969. And
now they find themselves broken-
hearted when the Gerakan came into
power. This is one of the greatest dis-
appointments one can have.

Mr Speaker, Sir, now I come to the
suggestions that I would like to make
to the Government on how to improve
the life and the welfare of the people
in those villages and in slums. Mr
Speaker, Sir, I would urge the Govern-
ment to introduce another Supplemen-
tary Development Budget for 1973 into
this House, giving a bigger provision
for community developments in the
State. Here again the Honourable the
Chief Minister may -turn round and
say: ‘Now, you say the State is bank-
rupt; and you want more money’. But
I urge the other way. I say that if
money is spent on the people to bring
about the welfare and well-being of the
people I am all out for it, even if we
have to borrow some more money from
the Federal Government.

Abli Kawasan Sungei Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): And go bankrupt also.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): (b) I would like to
suggest .that the State Government
should set up a2 Committee for Com-
munity Developments at all District
levels, with the District Officer as Chair-
man, and all Assemblymen of the
District as members. This Committee
must be assured of sufficient funds to
carry out the projects in the District.
And also they must be given unvetoed
power to do the job. They do not want
to submit their suggestions today; and
tomorrow somebody comes out and
vétoes that—no money. This Committee
will consider how to allocate funds that
are given to them for all small projects
under their consideration. And these
projects are to improve the welfare of
the people in kampungs and slums.

(¢) I would like to suggest that the
Government sets up a Committee for
Community Development at State
level, with the State Secretary as
Chairman, and at least one Assembly-
man from each District as its members.
This Committee will consider overall
plans on how to utilise funds for the
development of the plans, and how to
utilise funds for all the community
developments in every District. Mr
Speaker, Sir, the Committee should
also look into the question of providing
more community halls, children’s play-
ing fields, improvement of village roads,
and other facilities to promote sports
and recreation for all Districts in
Penang where most kampung people
are staying.

Mr Speaker, Sir, after all'these four
years’ spending by Government in
many other ways I hope, and I strongly
urge, that the Government considers
allocating some funds to be spent for
the welfare and well-being of our kam-
pung folks in villages and in slums.
Terima kasih.

Dewan ditangguhkan pada jam 11.10
pagi.

Dewan bersidang semula pada jam
11.35 pagi.

Ahli Kawasar Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, dengan
izin bercakap dalam Bahasa Inggeris.
Mr Speaker, Sir, we on this side of the



441

House would like to take part in- this
debate. But in so doing we would like
to move an amendment to the Motion.
The amendment, Mr Speaker, reads as
follows (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: What standing Order
please?

......

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Standing Orders 34 (1)
and 40: “34. The following motions
may be move without notice—(i) A
motion by way of amendment to any
motion being debated in the Assembly™;
and “40 (1) An amendment must be
relevant to the question to which it is
proposed.” My amendment reads as
follows:

“That this House calls upon the Govern-
ment to provide amenities for new
villages and kampungs, and immediately
introduce a crash programme to give
a new deal to these people who have
been neglected for the last 15 years.”

Now, 1 would like to explain the main
reason why I move this amendment,
Mr Speaker. It is because I rather find
that regarding the Motion as it stands—
“That this House deplores the failure
of the Government to provide basic
amenities in new villages P—
whether it is a statement of fact that
the Government has failed, and whether
this House should deplore that is one
thing by itself. But 1 think we on this
side of the House would not like to
create an unnecessarily antagonistic
situation between the Government and
the Members of the Opposition if we
do indeed wish to bring about changes
that would improve the livelihood of
these people. And we believe that there
is a great need, as indicated by this
Motion, for the lot of the people in new
villages and kampungs to be improved.
To our minds there is no necessity to
inject any elements that would damage
the Motion rather than assist the people,
which is in fact the primary motive.
Therefore we move that the Motion
should read as we have amended it, to

the people in the new villages,—parti-
cularly those in kampungs, have been
neglected.

Tuan Speaker: May I inform the
Honourable Member for Kelawei that
under Standing Order 42 1 shall be the
sole judge as to the admissibility of
any amendment. I notice that your
amendment is very much similar,
though not completely, in essence to
the second part of the Motion—*“and
urges ‘the Government to take imme-
diate steps to provide these amenities
. In other words
(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): In other words, I submit
this, Mr Speaker, is a more constructive
approach to the issue, rather than to
seek mere condemnation of the Govern-
ment

Tuan Speaker: That is true. But this
Motion is in two parts: one is the
deploring part, and the other is the

‘urging part. Yours is more the urging

part,

éhli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Rather than the deplo-
ring part.

Tuan Speaker: So I do not think
there should be any amendment
allowed. But I hope you support the
urging part.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Well, as I said; Mr Spea-
ker, Sir, we would be most happy if
you would enlighten us as to why the
amendment is rejected, because it is
not in conflict as such with that issue.

Tuan Speaker: But it is in conflict
because it is not in conflict with the
second part. That is to say, it is
couched in different words.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap

reduce any prospect of the Members of Ghim Guan): We are entitled to move

the Government being antagonised un-
necessarily, especially the Honourable
the Chief Minister who may take um-
brage at language deploring him in his
failures. Mr Speaker, Sir, I think that

this amendment.

Tuan Speaker: I am entitled to be
the sole judge, and I disallow it.

Usul pindaan tidak dibenarkan.
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Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim., /Guan);. éa we ‘know under
which particular’ Stahding’ Orders it is
dlsallowed”

-] g 42%“The Speaker
shall be the sole ‘judge of the admissi-
b1hty of any Amendment :

Ahli Kawasan Kelawel (Enclk Yeap
Ghim - Guan): Be that -as it may, Mt
Speaker, Sir, I think that we in this
Housé are ‘well aware that the Federal
Government, ‘in. fact, is particularly
concerned with this issue of a better
deal for the people living in new
villages. And as a result of agitation on
the “part. of the Democratic Action
Party-last “year a Minister for New
Villages' was "appointed. But, sad to
say, that response has only been super-
ficial. ‘And although a Ministry was
actually created the only budget provi-
sion for that Ministry was for the salary
of the Minister and the members of
his staff. And I feel from the experience
we have had with that particular Mini-
stry the Federal Government does not
take seriously its obligations to these
new villages, particularly these new
villages which have been dislocated as
a result of the Emergency, and which
have for the last 15 over years been
thoroughly neglected by the State as
well as the Federal Governments.

This term ‘New Villages’ is in fact
a misnomer. They are no more new
than you can say Butterworth is new,
or Sungei Bakap can really be con-
sidered new. They are in fact old new
villages, "They  are villages that have
been set up well over 15 years ago.
And, in fact, a new generation of people

have come into being since the forma-

tion of these new villages. And we are
sad to note that after all these years
no facilities have been provided for
them. I do not know whether it has
been pointed out. Definitely, drainage
facilities, proper roads, bridges, elec-
tricity supply and other amenities
which would be expected of communi-
ties are not provided for these people.
In fact it can be said that these are the
neglected segment of Malaysia. And
they constitute, Mr Speaker, Sir, if 1
am not mistaken, at least one million

in Malaysia. In Penang. they are -also a

problem - whrch -i§, ‘not Itotéd, | And

peopleare not ‘aware. ‘that. Penang also

“has got-these: new- Villages-dtising: frof

the Emergenc g days.. And. it .is:really
very sad that Government after Govern-

ment, be :it:-Alliance. 'or .. Gerakan® or

Coalition have failed in their duty to:
wards these people.

“"And _this -alsd apphes 08 -
extent {0 the neglect of the-kampungs,
I do not wish to revert back.to what I
had said ‘in connection With. L{ampong
Meriam. Timbul and other  parts. of
Bagan Jermal. which T had’rel ,
earlier. on which, unfortunately, ‘the
Chief Minister, in his own pecuhar wrs-

thanks -to H1s Excellency ‘the ﬁover-
nor. These are serious problems.:which
an enlightened Government would' con-
sider necessary to deal with. ‘But a
Government which is entirely careless
to the needs of the down-trodden, would
merely ignore the cry for justice and
fair play, and to correct the economic
social imbalances between these people
and- the better-off and more-fortunate
people in the urban communities parti-
cularly. And it is a matter of regret
that, as defined by Members on the
left- here—colleagues of the Honour-
able the Chief Minister under the sams
platform and Manifesto—although they
had promised a lot in terms of social
amenities and social services, commu-
nity development and so forth, none of
these things has been given any prio-
rity.

We would not like to harp on what
we had related earlier, or-‘correlated’
earlier—to use the very favourite word
of the Honourable the Chief Minister.
But giving a drain to a village, or re-
pairing a'bridge for a new village is not
a matter of priority.. And action . is
only taken when members of the Press
bring these 'things up, glaringly exposed
to the nation: that’' Zoo Road bridge
has collapsed or is not in a condition 'to
service people—a danger to the ‘chil:
dren; or that Jalan Dua in Ayer Itam
is flooded; or other roads adjacent to
Jelutong Road leading to the sea-front
are not tarred, and so on. Only on
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these occasions—rarely even then—
does the Government respond. That is
why we on this side of the House hope
to urge. But, unfortunately, as you
have seen fit to reject our amendment,
let the Government take a more en-
lightened attitude towards this problem;
and perhaps in a sense launch a crash
programme—a sort of Penang Marshal
Plan—for these people who have been
neglected; a Lim-Chong-Eu Plan, per-
haps, to help these people who have
very poor representation in these Cham-
bers, particularly because they, by vir-
tue of the neglect do not have the
advantages of better education, and
perhaps even consciousness of their
rights, and allow themselves to be neg-
lected by Administration after Admini-
stration after Administration. If at all
the Chief Minister wishes to look back
on his records in this House, and in this
State as administrator, let it be that he
has given a new deal to these people.
And we on this side can only urge that
action be taken, and taken speedily,
because the Chief Minister and his col-
leagues rightly should have only one
more year to go. And up to date it is
not even one more year; just a few
hundred odd days. But if they wish to
neglect their responsibilities to the
people, and forget their Manifesto,
then there is nothing that we can do.
Although I started by saying I do not
deplore, if that attitude is taken not
only I will deplore, but the people of
Penang will deplore the manner in
which the Government has failed to
live up to its responsibilities.

Ah'i Kawasan Balik Pulan (Encik
Abdual Rahman bin Haji Yunus): Tuan
Speaker, saya ingin juga mengambil
bahagian berucap dalam Usul yang
dibawakan oleh Ahli dari kawasan
Sungei Bakap itu. Kadang-kandang
saya rasa Kerajaan terlupa langsung
dengan keadaan hidup rakyat di luar-
bandar. Apa yang saya suka bangkit
dan apa yang saya perkatakan begitu
ialah kerana segala kehendak-kehendak
rakyat yang banyak dipandang dari
segi begitu saja. Seperti mana yang
saya katakan dahulu di Balik Pulau ada
sebuah kampung bernama Kampung
Genting dan penduduk-penduduknya

terdiri dari lebih kurang 40 buah
rumah, telah memohon bekalan api.
Tetapi sehingga hari ini belum ada
apa-apa pertanda yang permohonan
mereka itu akan dilayan. Dengan sebab
itu saya menyokong Usul daripada
Wakil Sungei Bakap tadi. Saya pernah
ingat kadang-kadang kita menganggap
bahawa Kerajaan mensifatkan rakyat
di luar bandar itu sebagai satu rakyat
yang terasing daripada rakyat dalam
bandar. Demikian juga bekalan-bekalan
air di daerah kampung-kampung.

Tuan Speaker, satu lagi perkara yang
saya suka timbul dalam Dewan ini
ialah mengenai penumpang-penumpang
tanah T.O.L. Ini menjadi satu masaalah
kepada  penumpang-penumpang  di
tanah T.O.L.

Saya hendak memberi satu contoh
yang boleh dikatakan satu bukti juga
dalam masaalah ini. Seorang pemohon
daripada orang kampung yang diberi
kebenaran menduduki tanah Kerajaan
yang sudah diluluskan untuk kawasan
tapak rumah yang seluas 40 kaki dan
60 kaki, sesudah berlaku permohonan
ini dan pembayaran T.O.L. selama 2
tahun maka tibalah masanya untuk
pemohon itu mendirikan sebuah rumah.
Apalah malangnya Tuan Speaker,
sesudah ia membuat permohonan dan
mengikuti syarat-syarat Majlis Daerah
Luar Bandar iaitu (1) daripada surat
permohonan untuk membangunkan
sebuah rumah sementara dan (2) men-
yediakan 7 keping pelan untuk diberi-
kan kepada Maijlis Daerah Luar Bandar
yang mana di dalam pelan itu menyata-
kan membuat satu pembinaan dan
sekiranya Kerajaan menghendaki tanah
ini kembali maka Kerajaan tidak nerlu
membayar segala kerugian, Dan ini
menunjukkan keiklasan rakyat yang
mana jikalau binaan mereka itu di-
robohkan maka robohlah.

Syarat-syarat Majlis Daerah Luar
Bandar iaitu sebelum pelan-pelan ini
dibawa ke pejabat mereka, mestilah
ditandatangani oleh pihak tuan tanah
yang mana Pegawai Diaerah sebagai
mewakili tuanpunya tanah mesti me-
nandatangani di atas pelan ini dan
pelan ini mesi dibawa kepada Pegawai
Daerah. Pegawai Daerah memberi
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jawapan bahawa beliau bukanlah
seorang yang mewakili tuanpunya
tanah. Dengan masaalah ini saya rasa
pihzk Majlis ini dapat mencari satu
jalan keluar supaya menambah ke-
senangan kepada rakyat luar bandar.

Jadi Tuan Speaker, pembayaran
T.O.L. bagi setahun sebanyak $10.00
kita terima untuk membangunkan
tapak rumah. Tetapi sesudah beliau
membuat rancangan untuk mendirikan
tapak rumah maka tidak mahu pula
ditandatangani oleh Pegawai Daerah.

Inilah yang menghairankan saya.
Walau bagaimanapun saya rasa pihak
yang berkenaan dapat mengatasi

masaalah ini dengan secepat mungkin
supaya jangan berlaku ini di hari depan.
Dan saya rasa sekianlah.

Terima kasih.

Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): Tuan Speaker, saya
minta kebenaran bercakap dalam
Bahasa Inggeris. Mr Speaker, Sir, I
like to rise to support the Motion
moved by the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap. And in doing so I like
to congratulate him for bringing up
this issue before the House. In moving
the Motion he has drawn the attention
of this House to the failure of the
Government to provide basic amenities
not only to the new villages but also to
the kampungs, to the slums, and to the
fragmented estates. This, in short,
covers all the under-privilaged sections
of the community. It cuts through race
barriers. And I like to congratulate
particularly =~ because, unlike the
Honourable Member for Kelawei, I feel
that his motion is constructive. It is
not merely a Motion of condemnation,
or deploring the Government, because
if we come lower down to the text of
the Motion we will see that he did ask
the Government to take action—and
immediate action—to provide these
amenities in order to safeguard the
health and well-being of the residents
of these places. So this is not merely a
Motion deploring the Government. It
is a Motion which calls on our Govern-
ment to take immediate action. No
doubt the Honourable Member for

Sungei Bakap did not mention a crash
programme. But I don’t think that
made any difference because the fact
that he did not mention a crash
programme will give the Government
a better opportunity of remedying
whatever defects there are. Honourable
Members must appreciate—and I think
the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap appreciates this point—that the
solution of some of the problems facing
the kampungs are not solutions that can
be arrived at by crash programmes. For
example, the solution for flooding in
the kampungs is not a situation that
can be reached by any crashed
programme. It is a problem that must
be solved right from the source. One
has to make a study of let’s say, a
flooding area like Kampung Sungei
Pinang. One must appreciate that the
flooding is due to quite a number of
problems. And crash programmes
cannot solve problems. And as such
Government will have to go deeper into
that, and find a long-term solution. It
may involve the spending of millions
oi dollars; but nevertheless it must be
spent. So we in the PEKEMAS believe
that a resolution of this type must be a
reso'ution that strikes at the very core
of the problem. A resolution of this
type must not be a resolution made for
purely political motives. We must have
the welfare of the people at heart. It is
in this respect that we in this part of
the House would like to note—it is an
open fact—that very little has been
done to alleviate the hardships of these
under-privileged sections of the popula-
tion. It is an open fact that it is the
poticy of the Government to alleviate
the hardships of the under-privileged.
And in this respect we like to know:
Are there any plans to assist the under-
privileged? So, it is important that
Members of the Government in parti-
cular should inform this House what
steps they have taken as representatives
of the people. And I think that not
only we in this part of the House but
the constituents of Bayan Lepas would
like to know what plans the Member
for Bayan Lepas has with regard to
this particular problem. Any plans for
Teluk Kumbar, for example? Any
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plans for any other areas of his
Constituency?

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Ayer Itam, I think that is not
relevant to the Motion. The Motion
merely deplores the Government for
certain things; and then calls on the
Government to take steps. I think any
talk on wanting to know about Govern-
ment plans is irrelevant to this Motion.

Ahi Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): So this is actually an
attempt to find out whether there are
any specific plans. The Government as
such may not have any plans as yet,
because otherwise we would have
known about it. But in this respect I
think it is important that individual
Members of the Government, or
individual Members of this Assembly
should on this occasion put forward
any constructive ideas they may have
with regard to their constituency.

Tuan Speaker: That I think is irre-
levant to the Motion itself.

Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): But it pertains to
the Motion, because if we are concerned
with the alleviation of poverty, with
improving the conditions of this under-
privileged section of the community, I
feel that if our knowledge of our
constituency is made known to the
Government it will assist the Govern-
ment to formulate their plans.

Tuan Speaker: That is true.

AhYi Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): And it is in that res-
pect that I like to urge Honourable
Members to put forward their views.

Tuan Speaker: I agree. That was
why when the Honourable Member
urged the Members to air their views
I did not stop him. It is quite correct
that all Members be urged to air their
views. But let us go on to the merits or
demerits of the Motion itself. I do not
think we should be here giving sermons
and talking philosophy, and making
all sorts of theories. But we should be
here to debate the merit or the demerit
of each particular Motion. The

Honourable Member made a point in
urging Members of this House, on both
sides, to bring out their views in
relation to this Motion. That was all
right. But when you begin to emphasize
on that I think it is incorrect.

Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): Thank you, Mr
Speaker.

So in this respect I for one feel that
it is important that we should highlight
the inadequacies of development in
various rural areas as well as in the
various urban areas where there are
slums. Take, for example, the con-
stituency of the Chief Minister himself.
I am aware of the fact that slums exist
in the constituency of Tanjong. We
heard of various plans to have a new
Town Centre. We heard of various plans
to improve various other places. But
the question is the question of priorities.
Has the Chief Minister got his priorities
correct? Here the Honourable Member
for Sungei Bakap pointed out to ex-
penditure utilized on the residence of
the Chief Minister, and for improvement
of offices, provision of cars, and all that.
I do appreciate the necessity for ade-
quate facilities. I do appreciate that the
Honourable the Chief Minister should
travel comfortably. But I like to urge
the Honourable the Chief Minister at
the same time to also provide adequate
funds for alleviating of hardships of the
under-privileged section of the com-
munity. And in that respect the blue-
print for improvement of slums to my
mind has not proceeded fast enough.
To my mind this should be a matter of
first priority. The people of urban areas
in particular are living in crowded ac-
commodation. We have heard of various
schemes to improve the slums—to use
the word of the Honourable the Chief
Minister, “urban renewal’’-—but these
are only talks. We like to see action
being taken on this more promptly. And
in this respect, as the Honourable the
Member for Sungei Bakap has pointed
out, grandiose plans were made for
various projects which may not see ful-
filment. So it appears to us that there
has been an over-concentration of big
projects without being sure that such
projects will ever see the light of day.
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And here I would like to urge the
Government to give very serious con-
sideration to the matters that being
raised. It is only by so doing that you
can have your priorities correct. Other-
wise you will merely be paying lip-
service to the principles as put forward
in the Rukunegara.

Many problems have arisen, both in
the rural and the city areas as a result
of projects, whether it be to industrialise
the rural area, or whether it be a matter
of constructing new buildings at various
places. And the crux of it all lies in
this inability of the Government to
really appreciate the plight of the under-
privileged. In theory it may sound all
right—that we will rehabilitate the
various people; maybe people employed
in pig-rearing, or vegetable gardeners,
and the like. But one of the most impor-
tant considerations is the fact that these
people were there for ages. They have
been pursuing that type of employment
for generations. And one cannot uproot
their way of life just overnight. One
must have first of all studied the whole
problem in depth before any steps are
taken to proceed with any ventures. But
this is the sort of thing which I would
like to say the Government is lacking.
There is a tendency to do things in a
hurry, without proper planning. And
this shortcoming I hope will be reme-
died in the near future.

So I therefore like to urge this House
to look at this particular Motion of the
Honourable the Member for Sungei
Bakap objectively. And if we look at it
in that light I see no reason why any
Member of this House, be they in the
Government or in the Opposition,
should not support this Motion. So 1
therfeore urge Members of this House
to give the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap their support.

Ahli Kawasan Bayan Lepas (Encik
Ismail bin Hashim): Tuan Speaker,
saya bangun untuk mengambil bahagian
bersama-sama dalam Dewan ini iaitu
atas masaalah Usul yang dibawa oleh
Ahnli daripada Kawasan Sungei Bakap.

Tuan Speaker, dalam mengikuti per-
‘bahasan-perbahasan  yang  berlaku
dalam Dewan inj sepanjang pagi ini,
saya dapat mengikuti bahawa di antara

Ahli-ahli Pembangkang sendiri ada
berlainan pendapat tentang Usul ini sen-
diri. Jadi saya rasa dalam masaalah ini
biarlah rakyat yang ada di dalam
Negeri ini dapat mengukur setakat
manakah masaalah yang telahpun di-
bangkitkan oleh Ahli daripada Sungei
Bakap ini telahpun ataupun telah di-
ambil perhatian oleh Kerajaan sendiri.
Saya sendiri dapat memberi pendapat
saya, kalaulah ditanya pendapat saya
di dalam masaalah inj saya rasa ada
juga perkara-perkara yang saya ber-
setuju dengan pendapat yang di bawa
oleh Ahli daripada Sungei Bakap.
Tetapi Tuan Speaker, kalaulah semua
perkara-perkara yang dibangkitkan oleh
Ahli-ahli Pembangkang hendak dibuat
oleh Kerajaan dengan sertamerta, saya
fikir beberapa ratus juta ringgitkah
wang yang akan digunakan untuk
masaalah-masaalah ini semua. Jadi, de-
ngan sebab itu Kerajaan ini membuat
rancangan-rancangan untuk menolong
khasnya kepada penduduk-penduduk
kita yang dalam kawasan-kawasan per-
kampungan baru dan juga tempat-tem-
pat yang sesak. Saya rasa mempunyai
projek-projek yang tertentu dan meng-
ikuti keadaan masa dan kewangan
Kerajaan sendiri.

Jadi Tuan Speaker, saya sungguh
tertarik hati dengan hujah-hujah yang
dibawa oleh Ahli daripada Kawasan
Ayer Itam; sebab saya nampak Ahli
Kawasan Ayer Itam ini selain daripada
beliau menuju atau membawa hujah-
hujah memburukkan Kerajaan di mana
concentrationnya kepada Ketua Men-
teri. Tetapi hari ini dia cuba lighter
sedikit kepada Ahli Kawasan Bayan
Lepas Jadi ini semua orang faham,
iaitu motif yang ada di dalam De-
wan ini untuk menunjukkan bahawa
Ahli daripada pihak pembangkang
Yang Amat Berhormat Ketua Menteri
dan juga Abli daripada Kawasan
Bayan Lepas inilah mempunyai keadaan
Kerajaan Campuran sekarang. Jadi
kedua-dua ini kalau diattack ertinya
habislah Kerajaan ini dan discreditlah
Kerajaan yang ada sekarang. Jadi motif
itu kita samakan dan kalau saya hen-
dak ulas lagi masaalah ini, saya tidak-
lah menggunakan perkataan jahat sebab
beliau itu terlampau marah kalau saya
gunakan perkataan jahat; tetapi saya
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bendak ubah sedikit, bolehlah kita kata
sebagai nakal-nakal. Jadi sebab itu satu
usaha yang betul-betul untuk hendak
menunjukkan kepada orangramai ba-
hawa diantara Ahli-Ahli yang ada di
dalam Kerajaan hari ini tidak membuat
kerja terutama sekali di dalam kawasan
masing-masing.

Saya berpendapat Tuan Speaker,
kami di sebelah sini tidak payah hendak
menunggu bila datangnya Dewan ini
baru hendak bawa apa-apa perkara
yang dihadapi oleh rakyat di dalam
kawasan kami sendiri. Sebab kami dari-
pada Kerajaan, boleh bawa bila-bila
masa untuk perhatian Kerajaan dan
mengambil tindakan bila-bila masa
juga. Jadj walaubagaimanapun, dalam
masa kami membawa perkara-perkara
yang memberi kebajikan kepada rakyat
khasnya dalam kawasan masing-masing
adalah juga perkara-perkara seperti
yang saya katakan tadi—satu benda itu
kita tidak dapat buat dengan serta-
merta, tetapi kalau ini hendak diambil
bandingan saya rasa Tuan Speaker, ada
juga banyak perkara-perkara yang boleh
dibuat oleh Ahli kawasan masing-
masing. Tidak payah lagi minta per-
tolongan Kerajaan yang Ahli daripada
kawasan itu tidak buat, mithalnya saya
hendak keluar sedikit daripada per-
bahasan kita yang ada sekarang ini.
Saya tahu ada rakyat atau penduduk-
penduduk dalam Kawasan Ayer Itam
sendiri, di Kebun Thean Teik berlaku
satu masaalah di antara tuan tanah de-
ngan penduduk-penduduk di atas tanah
itu. Mereka hendak berjumpa de-
ngan Ahli wakil itu sendiri te-
tapi Ahli wakil itu telah me-
nulak atas rayuan penduduk-pen-
duduk itu sehingga orang yang dari-
pada kawasan lain, saya sendiri meng-
ambil bahagian membetulkan keadaan
masaalah itu. Tetapi, saya tidaklah
membawa ke dalam Dewan ini saya
telah bekerja menolong Ahli yang ada
di dalam kawasan Ayer Itam pada hal
Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam sendiri tidak
buat kerja di dalam kawasan dia. Saya
tidaklah hendak bercakap banyak di
dalam perkara-perkara ini Tuan Spea-
ker (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Soal itu tidak ber-
bangkit di dalam perkara ini.

Ahli Kawasan Bayan Lepas (Encik
Ismail bin Hashim): Ya, saya faham.
Tidak bersangkut, kita faham; tetapi
kalau cuba hendak membawa masaalah-
masaalah kecil, detail yang ada di
dalam kawasan masing-masing, hendak
memburukkan Ahli dalam kawasan itu
di dalam Dewan ini, saya rasa ini
bukanlah tempatnya, bukan tempat,
Biarlah kita bercakap kepada Usul yang
ada hari ini dan saya seperti saya kata
tadi Kerajaan kita sedar, sungguh sedar
di atas masaalah kesusahan-kesusahan
yang berlaku terutama sekali di dalam
kawasan-kawasan lvar bandar. Tetapi
kita tidak dapat membuat itu semua,
kalau kita berkehendakkan perkara itu
semua dibetulkan dengan masa yang
singkat, ini bergantung kepada kewan-
gan dan sebagainya.

Jadi saya rasa Tuan Speaker, dalam
kita membahaskan Usul ini, saya fikir
samada Kerajaan Negeri dan juga Kera-
jaan Pusat mempunyai rancangan-ran-
cangan untuk menolong orang-orang,
misalnya masaalah-masaalah yang ada
di dalam kawasan-kawsan tersebut.
Saya tidaklah mahu bercakap panjang
di dalam masaalah ini sebab semua
orang tahu dari satu rancangan ke satu
rancangan samada Kerajaan Pusat atau
Kerajaan Negeri untuk menolong orang
kita yang ada di dalam kawasan ter-
sebut.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): Tuan Yang Dipertua,
dengan izin bercakap dalam Bahasa
Inggeris.

Mr Speaker, Sir, I would like to take
part in this debate on the Motion
moved by the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap. Mr Speaker, Sir, I am
not going to say that the Motion itself
is jahat because I do not think it is
jahat. But it is politically motivated,
though the Honourable Member for
Ayer Itam said that Motions should
not have any political motivation. I
think that advice should have been
directed by the Honourable Member for
Ayer Itam to the Honourable Member
for Sungei Bakap in the first instance.

We agree, Mr Speaker, Sir, that we
could not have done much for these
people, fully realising the fact that the
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Member himself said the Government
has done little or nothing for these
people. No amenities provided by the
Government; no service roads, drains,
jobs in the estates, new villages and
kampungs; nothing has been done by
the Government. I do not think this
Motion itself, as it appears to be is
meant to fight for the under dogs or
down-trodden in these slums, kam-
pungs, and particularly fragmented
estates. I feel the inward intention of
the Honourable Member is to safeguard
the interests of the huge landlords who
are in actual fact threatening the very
life of these people in the slums,
fragmented estates and kampungs, etc.

The Honourable Member for Ayer
Itam said the Government must study
in depth; must not do things in a hurry.
On the other hand, the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap has stated
very clearly in this Motion itself that the
Government must immediately attend to
the needs of these people. Government
fully realises the hardships that will be
caused if at all millions of public funds
are spent towards providing these ame-
nities which will help in the ultimate the
big landlords. Then I think the Honour-
able Member for Sungei Bakap will
come back again to this House and say
this Government is a capitalistic
Government. Now here, Mr Speaker,
Sir, I do not think that by the very fact
that the Government is studying in
depth the problems of preventing any
hardships, while the Government is
thinking that adequate facilities and
amenities should be directed to these
people, we want to promote or enrich
the capitalists who own major shares of
this land where these people live. So
here I think it is the Honourable Mem-
ber for Sungei Bakap who has capitalis-
tic ideas in moving this Motion. But he
belongs to a very peculiar party—the
Socialist Justice Party. I would like to
ask him whether this is social justice
which he intends to do to these people,
or for that matter the under dogs or
down-trodden. So the whole thing boils
down to only one factor. Mr Speaker,
Sir, this Motion itself deplored the
Government for ignoring or neglecting
the people. This is untrue. If the

Government has done a little, as accep-
ted by the Honourable Member for
Ayer Itam and the Honourable Mem-
ber for Sungei Bakap, then the word
“neglect”” does not necessitate mention
in this House.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): How about Govern-
ment land?

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): Government does not
intend to neglect any sector of the com-
munity.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi Howj: He spoke about Go-
vernment land.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): Well, you are talking
about new villages. Mr Speaker, Sir,
the interpretation of the word “squat-
ters” has been mentioned very clearly
in this House. I think the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap is there as a
member of the legal profession to advise
the Honourable Member for Bagan
Ajam what the meaning of “squatters”
is. So Mr Speaker, Sir, I would not like
to take the time of this House on this
issue any further. As this Motion does
not merit the support of this House
because it is politically motivated to
help the landlords, we on this side of
the House do not support the Motion.

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Diper-
tua, saya bangun dan langsung bang-
kang usul daripada Yang Berhormat
Ahli dari Sungei Bakap sebab saya fikir
usul ini tidak laku dan perkara-perkara
yang disebutkan di dalam usul ini me-
nunjukkan dengan terang Yang Berhor-
mat Ahli dari Sungai Bakap tidak
faham masaalah-masaalah yang beliau
sendiri telah bangkitkan di dalam
Dewan ini. Tetapi sungguhpun jawapan-
jawapan atau ucapan saya hanya pen-
dek sebab Ahli Yang Berhormat dalam
Parti-parti Pembangkang juga ingin
ambil peluang di sini untuk membahas
lagi, saya ingin menyentuh balek per-
kara yang sudah dan telah dibangkitkan
di dalam Dewan ini dalam mebahaskan
Titah Ucapan Tuan Yang Terutama
Gabnor.
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Saya mengambil peluang di sini
menjawab perkara-perkara yang di-
bangkitkan oleh Yang Berhormat Ahli
dari Balik Pulau. Keadaan penduduk-
penduduk Kampung Genting itu saya
fikir satu perkara yang mustahak yang
telahpun beberapa kali kita telah
berunding. Saya mengambil peluang
di sini berjanji yang bukan sahaja
Kerajaan ambil perhatian, tetapi akan
mengambil tindakan atas perkara ini.
Berkenaan dengan bekalan air, saya
ingat Yang Berhormat Ahli dari Balik
Pulau tahu, faham bahawa di dalam
undang-undang atau Akta Bekalan Air,
kuasa itu adalah terletak kepada
Kerajaan Negeri untuk menyelesaikan
perkara-perkara dan masaalah-masa-
alah seperti ini. Tetapi berkenaan
dengan perkara T.O.L. saya fikir Ahli
Yang Berhormat dari Balik Pulau
mestilah terima Kerajaan Negeri dalam
menjalankan dasar-dasar atau arahan-
arahan Kerajaan, Pegawai-pegawai di
dalam Kerajaan mestilah mengikut
dengan undang-undang, sebab pendu-
duk-penduduk di atas tanah Kerajaan
adalah diminta T.O.L. satu agreement
atau satu lesen untuk masa setahun,
maka mestilah tiap-tiap tahun Pegawai
Daerah bagi pihak Kerajaan Negeri
menandatangani terlebih dahulu. Itu
hanyalah mengikut peraturan undang-
undang.

Beberapa kali di dalam Dewan ini
perkara  Rukunegara dibangkitkan.
Tetapi di dalam Rukunegara ada ter-
dapat satu prinsip—Kedaulatan Un-
dang-undang Negara kita. Oleh itu
saya, Tuan Yang Dipertua, dapati
Ahli Yang Berhormat dari Kelawei
pun ingat dia mesti ambil bahagian
dalam usul itu, tetapi nampaknya beliau
tidak sungguh-sungguh bersetaju de-
ngan usul itu bila beliau memberi
pandangan di dalam Dewan ini tetapi
walau bagaimanapun dia mestilah juga
bercakap sedikit sebab sebagai leader
of the opposition kalau tidak cakap,
dan lain-lain orang cakap banyak, tidak
boleh. Saya ingat apa-apa yang ber-
bangkit dari Yang Berhormat Ahli dari
Kelawei itu langsung tidak ada apa-apa
perkara, hanya ada dua tiga perkara
yang sudah dibangkitkan dalam Dewan
ini beberapa kali, seperti perkara

Kampung Meriam Timbul, Zoo Road
dan seterusnya.

Tuan Yang Dipertua, saya minta
izin bercakap dalam Bahasa Inggeris.

Mr Speaker, Sir, this Motion, as I
said, is absolutely of no worth,
particularly in view of the fact that
this House has spent several days de-
bating His Excellency’s gracious speech
where the policy of Government has
been clearly stated. And Honourable
Members of this House, particularly
the Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap who is in the Opposition, had
attempted to abuse the Motion. But
towards the end of the debate I think
they took a very generous step when
on the voice vote, when you, yourself
Mr Speaker, asked whether the voice
vote could be taken as a voice with
unanimous consent, everybody agreed.

Sir, I think the Honourable Member
for Sungei Bakap never reads important
documents seriously because if he has
actually given attention to the speech
made by His Excellency the Governor
he would have realised that all the
major principles that are involved in the
numerous points that he has brought
up have been dealt with by the speech.

Sir, Honourable Members from the
Opposition and the expert of it, of
course—the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap—tried to throw confusion
in the House, hoping that the Govern-
ment will, like their own tendency, miss
the wood for the trees. So they felled
a whole lot of trees, including the
leaves, roots, branches, anything that
they could get hold of, hoping that they
would try to catch at it. But, Sir, the
Government has clearly indicated that
Government is motivated by very
strong concern for the people of
Penang; and not just for people of
Penang in the urban area, but the
people of Penang in the whole State,
urban as well as rural. Sir, Govern-
ment’s policy, as stated by His
Excellency—the Government’s  pro-
gramme of rural industrialisation and
rural urbanisation, and of parallel agro-
horticultural extension and develop-
ment, with an integrated development
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programme including urban renewal—
puts in a nutshell everything the
Government intends to do. Now that
the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap cannot understand this, and per-
sists not to understand this, I hope he
does not mean that he will never be
able to understand it. That shows the
fundamental differences between our-
selves. Perhaps it may not be ideo-
logical here, because 1 think it is the
question of ability to grasp at things.
Sir, he referred to me as being kepala
keras. And 1 accept it because he says
‘kepala keras’ means hard-headed, and
therefore stubborn. I never asked him
to withdraw that. But when I referred
to him as—I hope you do not mind this.
I am just using this word as an
iltustration. But as you know the term
is—kaki lembut—and kaki lembut is
weak-knee-ed; and ‘weak-knee-ed’ is
coward-—he asked me to withdraw,
which T did to make him happy. But,
Sir, in the cut and thrust of the debate
the Honourable Member referred to
me as kepala keras. 1 accepted it if it
means stubborn, because, Sir, Govern-
ment has stubbornly persisted in the
pursuit of its implementation of policies
that will bring benefit to the people of
Penang.

Honourable Members will remember,
1 hope, that not just 72 hours ago
perhaps if you add a few more days
during the course of the debate on His
Excellency’s speech—it was so clearly
appreciated that the first task that
Government had to do in this State was
to meet the problem of poverty. And
that poverty as is defined concerns those
in the State who were unemployed and
who do not own any property or any
land. And as I said in passing through,
when the Honourable Members were
sitting over here with us, and they
thought there were only 8,000 jobs to
be created they thought it was possible.
But when we told them that the dimen-
sion of the job creation was 50,000 they
ran across to the other side.

Similarly, Sir, the Honourable Mem-
bers of Ayer Itam and Sungei Bakap
not only were on this side. They at that
time had the privilege of being my

colleagues in Government. They were
Chairmen of important Committees in
Government which initiated studies
into the problems involving land
utilisation, and problems of the rural
areas. But they discovered that these
problems were enormous, and that
priorities had to be taken in such a way
that they also ran across to the other
side. And now having gone to the other
side they begin to attack the Govern-
ment for not having set their priorities
correctly. Sir, without any doubt I say
that the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap has not followed the speech of
His Excellency the Governor because
if he had done so he will appreciate
that His Excellency did say, dengan
izin, I quote:
“Kebajikan rakyat kita mestilah dijaga
dan dari mula lagi adalah penting untuk
menumpukan aktiviti-aktiviti kita untuk
menyelesaikan masaalah-masaalah  ke-
miskinan. Kerajaan Negeri telah menen-
tukan bahawa sektor kemiskinan ada
perhubungan secara khas dengan Negeri-
Negeri yang tidak mempunyai tanah
dan mereka yang menganggur dan juga
mereka-mereka yang tidak mempunyai
tanah-tanah yang mencukupi untuk
meuncari penghidupan, ataupun mercka-
mereka yang mempunyai pekerjaan yang
menghasilkan pendapatan yang terlalu
rendah untuk keperluan sara hidup. Kita
pada hari ini telah mencapai satu
peringkat apabila kita mesti memenuhi
keperluan-keperluan sektor-sektor yang
kurang bernasib baik di dalam masyara-
kat kita. Untuk berbuat demikian kita
mestilah menentukan supaya keamanan
dan kesetabilan ujud, di samping itu
kadar pembangunan diteruskan”.

Sir, I am sure that the Honourable
Member from Sungei Bakap can go
back and refer to this because if he

had followed the speech of His
Excellency the Governor—and the
Honourable Member from Sungei

Bakap’s remarks says ‘verbiage’, which
I asked him to withdraw—I think it is
Very ungracious.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Is it unparliamentary
to use the word verbiage? If the
Speaker rules it as unparliamentary 1
shall withdraw.

Tuan Speaker: It is His Excellency’s
speech. If you want to refer to His
Excellency’s speech as verbiage, you
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should withdraw it in deference to His
Excellency the Governor.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): 1 shall withdraw it;
and come back to it when I have the
time.

Ketua Menteri: Sir, I therefore have
to accept the fact that the Honourable
Member did read through this speech.
But the fact that having read through
it he still persists means that he has
very little understanding of the prob-
blems, having accepted that the first
priority was to resolve this problem of
unemployment in relation to poverty,
and that the next step would be to take
care of other problems.

The Honourable Member, if he
referred to the speech in general, would
have appreciated that the Government
has set about to establish a State
Planning Development Control Depart-
ment in relation to the integration of
Local Authorities in order to resolve
these very many problems. So, to say
that the Government has done
nothing—admitted, it is a little, but
not entirely nothing—I think is in-
correct.

Sir, if we examine the Motion it-
self—"“That this House deplores the
failure . . . ... ”—the important word
is ‘deplore’—*“to provide basic ameni-
ties in new villages, kampongs, slums
and particularly fragmented estates in
Province Wellesley where such services
as sanitation, scavenging, nightsoil re-
moval, water supply, maintenance of
access roads and drainage have com-
pletely broken down . . . . . ” I8 it
true? Have they completely broken
down? Are the health situations referred
to by the Member for Sungei Bakap—
pods where mosquitoes breed—
proved? What in actual fact is the
incidence of Malaria or any other
diseases carried by mosquitoes in these
areas referred to by the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap? Have there
been any changes for the worst? Or
has the actual health situation been
taken by objective analysis, and objec-
tive facts improved? Sir, have they
really completely broken down?

Sir, as I have remarked, if we really
wanted to debate this particular Motion
per se—by itself—then there is no
merit in debating this Motion. Even
the way it is framed does not allow
any merit in it because of this exag-
geration of words and terms. But I
know the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap does not entirely mean
this. He means to do something good
for his people there. So, in that light
I will try to answer some of his ques-
tions; some of his problems.

Sir, T ask that we read this carefully,
because we must appreciate that the
provision of nightsoil removal must
obviously be carried out by a totally
different level of government on a
different level of administration. From
the very next words, the provision of
water supply has got to be carried out
by a different Authority; and at a
different level of Government for the
maintenance of access roads and drain-
age. The Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap, in spite of my explana-
tion to his colleague, the Honourable
Member for Bagan Ajam, has even
overnight forgotten to make sure that
when he refers to drains, namely,
sullage drains, he should not mix it
up with drainage and irrigation pro-
visions which are controlled by the
Drainage Board because drains are
maintained by the Local Authorities
as a responsibility of the Local Autho-
rities, whereas the Drainage Board
deals with the overall irrigation and
drainage system. Whilst I expect that
of the Honourable Member for Bagan
Ajam who is a relatively inexperienced
Member, and who is also known for
making statements without very much
backing, I did not expect that kind of
failure to discriminate between what
is right and proper by the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap who is a very
experienced Member of this Assembly.
Sir, it is this overlap of Authorities
that has created the situation often of
administrative delays, and frequently
of administrative failure to implement
a problem. And it is for this reason
that the Government has been examin-
ing all the various problems arising,
and its determination to move to the
next step of our development, where
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we have to lock at the problems of
those who are not completely without
hope, and those who are unemployed
but do not earn enough, or those who
have land and properties, but are not
able to get enough from the land
utilisation, that the State Government
has decided to establish a State Plan-
ning Control Department, and that the
principle of control has got to be
obtained. This principle of control and
discipline is an extremely important
one. And the Members of this House
can sec the distinction between the
wild wooliness of the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap, running all
over the place, as against the stub-
born, hard-headed, persistent imple-
mentation on the part of Government
of a probem. We have to look at the
root cause of a problem. The Hon-
ourable Member for Ayer Itam and
his team indicated to us that we had
to look and study the problem, find
the root cause of the problem, assess
it, find its feasibility, and then imple-
ment it.

Sir, one of the problems raised is
the question of slums. The Honour-
able Member for Sungei Bakap referred
to a private conversation I had with
him about slums in London, and the
experiences of slums in London. But
I do not think he went to the full
context, because we were discussing
slums in general; and there are many
causes of slums. And in that particular
discussion we had I did refer in parti-
cular to the psychological attitudes of
the people who live in slums. And I
thought that was the particular in-
stance. 1 do not think the Honourable
Memter for Sungej Bakap would wish
to make a point of that, and imply
that. whereas 1 worry about people
in London, I do not worry about
people of Sungei Bakap. But at the
same time, Sir, the Honourable Mem-
ber for Sungei Bakap, I think, will
appreciate that the problem of slums,
as we are discussing it, was very
large; and one part of it was this
question of London, and the ex-
periences in London.

Similarly, the Honourable Member
for Bagan Ajam, much more vicious in
his implications, did not have the time

to elaborate on our private discussions.
The Honourable Member said that he
found it very difficult to see me. It is
not true, because I have seen him
many times. He has been to see me
many times. But, unfortunately, Sir,
very nearly 99 per cent of the times
he has been to see me it has been
about his own personal matters which
I do not think I should reveal in this
House. On one occasion he referred
to me about starting ‘gotong royong’,
patticularlty for Kampong Simpah.
The:e was a programme that had
already been established by the Govern-
ment and it was being carried out
under the auspices of the District
Officer concerned. The Honourable
Member came to see me as an Assem-
bly man in that area, and 1 had to see
him. But what he wanted was more
kudos than the District Officer who
was in charge of the whole problem.
So, T told him that this problem was
being' dealt with at District level; and
for whatever requirements he may
have, and whatever other accessory
tools and implements he may require,
he should see the District Officer; and
the District Officer would transmit it
through the proper channels, and it
would be dealt with., But I saw him;
and then 1 told him this indirectly.
we had a discussion; so I told him of
this very important problem which I
had brought to the notice of this
House—what I referred to as the unit
cost of local government services. Sir,
in London and in other places, I was
telling him, in fact this is a basic
problem, because of the cost of pro-
viding social services, such as keeping
the place clean, scavenging, just keep-
ing the streets, and sustaining the
streets. These are very, very expensive
mattsrs concerning society; and laws
are made in other parts of the world.
And I referred in this particular con-
text to the fact that in London they
were receiving the local authorities
application.

Sir, in" other parts of the world
there is insistence that for this kind
of basic amenities nowadays the com-
mon urbanisation terms that are used
by people involved in development
planning, and the provision of such
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basic social infrastructure services are
such that they might have to legislate
for the house-owners actually to come
out and clean the portion of their
frontage in regard to the public street.
Sir, one of the problems in the world
today, not only just here, is that in
our experiences of ‘gotong royong’, our
experiences of ‘jaya dui’, of ‘maju
kampung’, our experiences where the
inhabitants in the area had to come
out voluntarily to give their services to
keep the area clean the cost otherwise
would be too high. In countries like the
Republic of China, if you read the
newspapers, when rain or snow falls
what happens is that everybody comes
out, and they clean it all up. Sir, that
is, in actual fact, an explanation of the
problem of our experience of “gotong
royong”, “maju kampung” and “jaya
diri”.

Sir, unfortunately, in kampungs and
new villages there are two different types
of experience. There are those who have
established patterns of living, and those
who have come into the kampung with-
out having acquired the basic way of
living in a kampung. Sir, that is why
Government very nearly two years ago
launched this anti-litter and beautifica-
tion campaign; not so much to convince
the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap or the Member for Bagan Ajam,
but really to educate our younger gene-
ration of citizens to become more res-
ponsible in their environment. And, Sir,
in actual fact, in his Excellency’s
speech there is also reference to the need
at all times to preserve the environment
of the city, Sir, when it comes to a situa-
tion that the environmental preserva-
tion—or in simple terms ‘scavenging’—
has got to be borne by the Local Autho-
rity, and eventually by the Government.

Honourable Members from Sungei
Bakap and Ayer Itam, in the course of
their attack, both on the Motion of
Thanks for his Excellency’s speech as
well as on the Supplementary Budget,
have referred to the fact that the District
Councils had amassed large sums of
arrears in collection, and were running
in deficit. Therefore, Sir, that involves
the problem that these local government
organisations have to be restructured.
The problem in Province Wellesley

South is such that an area of over 130
square miles was being administered by
an Authority with less than 90 em-
ployees, officers and staff. And under
the circumstances, Sir, the maintenance
of all these services which the Honour-
able Member referred to was being
carried out to the best of the ability of
the staff; but was one which obviously
must lead to deficiencies. Therefore the
immediate task was to restructure and
re-organise the Local Authority in such
a manner that it can become more effi-
cient to meet the needs of the people.
So, to say that the Government has done
nothing is incorrect, because what the
Honourable Members would like to say
to us today is to immediately go ahead
and provide an allocation for roads.
Sir, the State Government can make the
allocation for roads; but if there is no
organisation to maintain these roads
then what comes first?

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): The chicken or the

egg?

Ketaa Menteri: No, the question of
priority. A question of . . . . (gangguan).

Alli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): On a point of clarifi-
cation: Does the Chief Minister mean
that the District Councils make the
roads?

Ketoa Menteri: The Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap took this as
a climax of his speech, because he said
that in the City Council area the people
own the land; how is it that MacAlister
road is there? He asked a question; but
he did not take the trouble to find out
how to answer that question. Have you
got an answer to that question? Sir,
honestly, when we started together, and
we asked ourselves these questions we
were taken aback because we did not
know how to answer these questions.
But in the process of administration we
now know how to answer these ques-
tions. And we not only know how to
answer those questions; we know how to
proceed to solve these questions. That
is why I said earlier, on another occa-
sion, that a lot of things have happened
since you went across to the other side.
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Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Let us know what has
happened.

Ketua Menteri: Yes, Sir, because it
is clear that in the presentation and
attitude of the Honourable Member for
Sungei Bakap there is confusion. And
here I think that the points that were
raised are usual, because 1 think that if
the House begins to appreciate the
problem in its proper perspective our
debates will be very much more con-
structive.

The Honourable Member referred
to this question of fragmentation of
estates. As I said, we have had to read
these words very carefully, Sir. And
whose responsibility is the after effects
of fragmentation of estates? Whose res-
ponsibility is it to look after all the
things that have been left behind in a
disastrous manner by irresponsible
capitalists—some of them well-known to
the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap; some of them his friends; some
of them seeking his advice? Sir, if
irresponsible people take action in order
to enrich themselves, and leave behind
them a mass of problems, it obviously
takes a long time to resolve these pro-
blems. Some of these fragmented estates
leave problems which entail that the
very titles of the fragmentation of the
estates have not been completed legally.

Dewan ditangguhkan pada jam 1.00
tengahari.

Dewan bersidang semula pada jam
2.39 petang.

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Diper-
tua, dengan izin bercakap dalam Bahasa
Inggeris. Mr Speaker, Sir, when the
House adjourned I had said that some
of the fragmented estates which left
many of the problems that have been
brought up by the Honourable Member
from Sungei Bakap stll present the
basic problems. The many Titles caused
by the subdivision of these estates have
in many cases not been completed. Sir,
I would like to take this occasion to
appeal to Honourable Members of the
House to let the public know in as clear-
cut a manner as possible where they
may purchase any property, particularly
before they go into any land purchase,

particularly land which has only recently
been subdivided. They should carefully
examine the Title pertaining to the
land before they enter into that pur-
chase. The Government understood this
problem right from the very outset of
its term of office, and have taken steps
to re-organise the administration of
land through the provision of Land
Officers. Their functions will be distinct
from those of the District Officer. That
is to say, the District Officer who at one
time had to deal with many problems,
including the very essential problem of
land, will now be able to entrust the
functions of land administration to Land
Officers who are attached to the District
Office. And the Land Officers will be
directly responsible to the Commissioner
for Lands. Thus there will be a centra-
lisation of decisions with regard to land
matters; and the administration will be
carried out through the proper channels;
and the decisions will be carried out by
the Land Committee of the Executive
Council.

Sir, many of the problems are real pro-
blems that we do not deny exist. They
arise from the simple fact that many
people rush into capitalist ventures.
And T am not really referring to capita-
lists in an evil manner or in a political
manner, nor referring to capitalists as
such in the manner in which the
Honourable Member for Bagan Ajam
says, ‘“Big capitalists have stolen away
my heart from the people of Penang”
(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Swallowed.

or swallowed
away my heart; but really, I think, in a
much advanced manner, which the
Honourable Member for Sungei Bakap
with his long association with the prin-
ciples of socialism—his particular
colour of it—appreciates: that the basic
difference between Government ad-
ministration and Government develop-
ment as against development of private
entrepreneurs on a capitalist basis is
that his colleague, the Honourable
Member for Ayer Itam, used to say
that the profit motive—and bigger and
bigger profits—is the main motive that
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drives many of the capitalists and pri-
vate entrepreneurs to carry out the deals
that they do. And this to a very large
extent still applies with those who ven-
ture into speculation on land, whereas
Government in development of land has
got to provide the maximum value for
the money that is spent—value in terms
of social services; value in terms of
social development. Therefore there is a
very great difference in a motivation
which leads only to the biggest possible
profit for the money spent as against
the social concept of good Government
in obtaining the maximum value for
the money spent. So, what happens
frequently, Sir, with subdivision is that
subdivisions of lots are made. And
frequently even before the subdivisions
have been finally approved, as Honour-
able Members should be aware, sub-
divisions are submitted to the Local
Authorities for the purpose that sub-
division having been carried out they
would lead to further development. But
for the subdivision to be completely
approved it must be sent up to the State
Planning Office, and to the Land Office;
and then to the Land Committee; and
then to the State Executive Council or
the State Authority for this approval to
be made. And the perniciousness of
fragmentation of estates is that many of
these subdivisions of very large estates
were carried out without the complete
procedure being finalised. And to make
matters worse, what has been subdivided
on paper—not yet legal, but subdivided
to all intents and purposes by Agree-
ments drawn up by the Solicitors re-
presenting the two parties—are then
transacted, and they are sold to a buyer;
and then resold to another buyer. What
happens then? You get a big estate
entailing 500 acres being subdivided,
say, into 5 lots, each with 100 acres;
and then the 100 acres are further sub-
divided into smaller lots of, say, 10
acres; and these 10-acre lots are then
further subdivided into 20 lots or 40
lots or 50 lots for housing purposes. So
by the time the Local Authorities have
to handle the small lots for housing
purposes there is a back-log of legal
implications of this subdivision which
have not been taken care of,

Now, the question of drainage. The
question of provision of estate labour
housing comes under the problem of the
first subdivision; the problem of drain-
age, and whose problem it is to maintain
the drains. I am not now talking about
the drainage involved in sullage; but
drainage in terms of actual irrigation of
the land. And the Honourable Member
for Sungei Bakap knows that the whole
of South Province, particularly in the
area around Nibong Tebal, has been an
area developed through development of
the land by the formation of bunds
against the Sungei Krian. And so the
drainage problems of areas from Nibong
Tebal right down to Ipil, and right
down to Sungei Udang, all the way up
north to Pulau Buyong and the hinter-
land, coming back to Changkat, and
from Changkat to Jawi are enormous
following subdivision because there was
no one single Authority and no one
single person who would be responsible
for the maintenance of the drainage
which at one time the big estates found
themselves responsible for. So the ques-
tion now arose as to whether this res-
ponsibility of maintaining the drainage
should or should not be the responsi-
bility of the State Government; or the
responsibility of the Local Authority,
or the responsibility in fact of the very
owners of this land. The problem be-
comes very, very acute when on sub-
sequent subdivisions following the
fragmentation the very, very small
owner who owns now a piece of land
on agreement very far away from the
drainage canals says: Why should I
pay for the maintenance of these drain-
age canals? Why should I pay for this
drainage system to which I myself and
my property have got no immediate
direct connection? And this I think the
Honourable Member for Sungei Bakap
appreciates has been a problem that
has been existing for quite some time,
particularly in the years immediately
prior to and after Independence, when
the British entrepreneurs who held these
large estates began to evacuate from
Malaysia-——or Malaya then. And in their
desire to move out and to obtain as
much money as they possible could
they sold the property to local people
who, being equally greedy to make more
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profits, bought them and fragmented
them without looking into the problems
of how to solve the social problems.
And these social problems are therefore
left in abeyance for what the Honour-
able Member for Sungei Bakap says the
State Government must bear the res-
ponsibility; and because the State
Government has not been able to re-
solve them the State Government has
been a failure. Sir, these problems
have been looked into so thoroughly.
and they involve such an enormous
amount of deliberation and prepara-
tion for action that we require Federal
legistation to contro! further fragmen-
tation of estates. And we hope that it
will not be long before the new laws
that are being prepared to enable
Local Authorities, when they are re-
structured, to meet this problem also
enable them to resolve problems of this
nature. So, therefore, it is clear that
for many years the Government has
been looking into this problem, and
has been taking steps, and taking
proper action to resolve these pro-
blems. But these problems have got to
be resolved step by step.

For example, the Honourable Mem-
ber, after a tremendous speech, ends up
with three recommendations. One: more
financial assistance to schools, especially
for the provision of textbooks. Sir, this
is one of his conclusions to support his
Motion. I say the Government has been
providing a lot of aid to the schools; and
the textbook scheme has been in opera-
tion for several years. And, therefore,
for him to say that the Government has
not done anything in this particular
instance is not correct. However, he did
ask for more. But I assure the Honour-
able Member from Sungei Bakap—as I
assured the public when presenting the
State’s contribution for textbooks to
those students who were needy and
poor—that all the schools who submit
the requirements of the students who
are needy and poor—receive the fullest
attention from the Government. And, as
a matter of fact, the Government will be
prepared to meet all those cases for
requests of textbooks where and when
possible, although I do not wish the
Honourable Member for Sungei Bakap

to say that the Government is just using
the term here ‘where and when possible’
because Government is just trying to
run away from its responsibility. As a
matter of fact, every single request by
needy students for aid of textbooks in
the schools that has been submitted
through the proper channels has been
met by aid from the Government. So
the Government has obviously taken
a step; and that obviously makes the
Motion not true; and the Motion should
be rejected.

The second important conclusion:
more al'ocations for roads, playing fields
and so on. Sir, I would like to take this
opportunity to correct a statement which
{ made earlier because I did not have
notes with me. But I would like to give
exact figures where I mentioned the size
and dimensions of the problems in South
Province Wellesley. In actual fact the
District of Province Wellesley South is
a total area of 93 square miles; and the
number of people living in this District
is estimated at 65,000. Sir, the revenue
returns which Province Wellesley South
has been able to contribute to the Local
Authority in the area was in 1970 in the
region of $372,000; 1971: $402,000;
1972: $474,000. And in 1973 it is
estimated at $493,000. Sir, these in-
creases compare with the figures of
$327,000 in 1968, and $322,000 in 1969,
which shows that the Auditor-General’s
Reports have been very well taken note
of by the Government, and a better
system of collection of revenue has en-
tailed the higher returns. But what
would be in actual fact the expendi-
ture of the Council? Sir, in the case
of Province Wellesley South, in
the year 1971-—as against the rte-
venues which I mentioned earlier—
$333,000 and more. And 1 am not
giving the exact figures that will be
expended. In 1972 a sum of $375,000
was expended; and in 1973 the estimated
budget is an expenditure of $594,129,
Sir, which means that Province Wellesley
is budgeting for a deficit. Now, a large
percentage of this increased expenditure
undertaken in the South is to provide
for more staff, more facilities, and more
amenities for provision of medical and
health requirements in the area. So, Sir,
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these steps have been taken by the
Government a long time ago. Admit-
tedly, Sir, the Government cannot satisfy
the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap because the roads that the
Government plans do not come within
his own door-step.

Sir, one of the problems that Govern-
ment has to study in Province Welles-
ley—and this entails North, Central and
South—is the question of the actual
drainage system in terms of urbaniza-
tion. And here I am not referring to
drainage and irrigation canals, but to
actual drains and roads, and the pro-
blem of flooding, Sir, the questions par-
ticularly cogent to the South, and per-
taining to the South are: Why is the
present road structure what it is? Why
did the Administration previously design
the road structure in the way that it
did? Sir, the only general conclusion
that one can come to is that it was
designed specifically to meet the require-
ments of the area when that area served
the interests of the very large estates.
And the road structure was meant only
for the development of large estates
which were involved originally in sugar
cane planting, and then later on in
rubber; and later on changing into palm
oil. Now, whether or not this road
system can be correlated into new
development of the South to inject a
new vigour in the South is got to be
taken in relation to many other pro-
blems. For example, what are the plans
of the Perak Government with regard
to the development of Parit Buntar?
What are the plans of the Federal
Government and the Perak Government
with regard to establishment of a bar-
rage at the Krian River? What are the
plans of the Kedah State Government
with regard to the development, indus-
trial and otherwise, of Kulim and Ban-
dar Bahru, and of Serdang; and in the
North of places like Gua Chempedak?
So obviously these considerations will
have to be taken into account and eva-
luated before an actual planning and
implementation of development can
take place in the areas mentioned by
the Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap. For example, Sir, the economy

of the whole of Province Wellesley had
previously been dominated by the fact
that there was a North/South road run-
ning through Province Wellesley: and
the North connecting us with Alor Star
in the State of Kedah, and the South
connecting us eventually with Kuala
Lumpur and thereafter.

Today, Sir, everybody knows of the
development of the East-West Highway.
And everybody knows of the determina-
tion of the Federal Government to imple-
ment the building of the bridge. Under
the circumstances, to what direction can
the provision of basic amenities for the
people in Province Wellesley be corre-
lated to these very primary provisions
of development? Can indeed a popula-
tion of 65,000 in the South in an area
of 98 square miles sustain any degree
of particular requirements which the
Government would like to implement in
the area?

Sir, finally in its essence we have to
ask ourselves whether in fact these
people living in the areas can meet the
cost of providing these infrastructure
services. Sir, the Honourable Member
from Bagan Ajam, strangely enough,
provided the best example.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): That is what I am
afraid of.

Ketua Menteri: Strange'y because
he did not realise that he was providing
an example when he referred to the
area in Kampong Simpah. And the
question now comes upon an examina-
tion of this so-called 20,000 population
living in that area. How many of these
people are landowners? How many of
them actually own houses on land
belonging to themselves? How many of
these houses are on temporary building
permits? And how many houses have
actually been approved for planning,
and are on a permanent basis? Sir, the
differentials are quite great because in
so far as maintenance of basic ameni-
ties—which I hope you will agree is
equivalent to the provision of basic
social infrastructure—are concerned the
contribution in rates to the Local
Authorities who will have to maintain
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the roads and the drains, and the pro-
vision of all these other sanitary and
scavenging units that the Honourable
Members ask for, will have to be equated
with the capability of the local rate-
payers to sustain the Local Council in
the area. So the person paying for a
Building Permit will pay in the region
of about $5 in a year, whereas, Sir, in
the course of my speech in winding up
the debate on His Excellency’s speech
I had indicated that even on a unit cost
of a $10,000 house, based on a 15-year
repayment return, and based on a 10%
assessment rate, the return from such a
low-cost housing in the State would be
in the region of $84 a year. And even at
that rate of $84 assessment per year—
let us say, per unit of dwelling within
a year contributing to rates—it was very
difficult to make the ends meet with
regard to local administration. So what
more if the situation arrived at and
actually pertaining is where the large
percentage of the people living in an
area are paying even below what would
be that unit cost return of contribution?
So, under the circumstances there has
got to be a very deep review of the
whole situation. And in the course of
the Budget debate, which unfortunately
Honourable Members not only failed
to participate in but apparently didn’t
even bother to read about and follow,
the State Government had indicated
two important schemes to be imple-
mented: (1) was the complete restruc-
turing of the Land Offices; and (2) was
the establishment of the State Pianning
Development Control Department, with
special reference to the restructuring of
Local Authorities. It is clear therefore
that the Government, far from being
unaware of the problems of the people,
and far from not taking into considera-
tion, but being in great sympathy with
the people who live under these
circumstances, has 1 actual fact taken
a very deep, careful, hardheaded
iook, and made its assessments of the
problems concerning the people in
these areas. And Government has ini-
tiated the steps to implement the solu-
tion of the problems that are referred
to.

Sir, the final conclusion by the Hon-
ourable Member from Sungei Bakap—
his third major suggestion—was that
Government should immediately set up
a task force to sweep the drains. Sir, I
do not understand the Honourable
Member for Sungei Bakap’s
(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): This is the minimum
you can ever do.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Gh'm Guan): Drain sweeper.

Ketua Menteri: Mr Speaker, if in
the words or quotations of aspersion
the Honourable Member has gone
down the drain I hope he is not swept
down by this trend. Sir, the question
of establishing task forces as a rural
equivalent of the parking attendant
system has long been loocked into by
the Government. But whether or not
they should be specifically directed to
sweeping drains is a separate matter.
The Government had many, many
programmes of gotong-royong; and
had specifically looked into the ques-
tion of cleaning up the drains leading
into rivers and streams that wouild
clog up and cause floods. Many of
these programmes have been under-
taken. And the fact that the Honourable
Member of Sungei Bakap has not
found it fit for himself to join such
activities, whereas ordinary Members
with far greater sense of public res-
ponsibility than he have participated
in, does not mean that these things
have not been done. They have been
done. That he is unaware of that is
no problem of the State.

Sir, in the final analysis we know
(gangguan). d

Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): There is something
wrong in the State if nobody is aware
of what you are doing.

......

that the
problem confronting us has always
been the problem of what is termed
a rural drift into the towns. And this
rural drift has been a contributory
factor to the establishment of slums
in urbanised areas. The programming
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of the Government, and the imple-
mentation of Government’s pro-
grammes has been such that there will
no longer be this drift into the towns
in a hopeless search for better em-
ployment. Sir, this drift is a fact. Even
the Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap would represent such a drift
because, although he comes from
Nibong Tebal, he has to come to
George Town to search for his liveli-
hood. T am not assuming that the
Honocurable Member for  Sungei
Bakap, now that he has acquired all
the appurtepances for setting up a
legal practice, should have a legal
practice in Sungei Bakap or Nibong
Tebal, which I am sure he has partly.
But why drift into the town? Sir, the
tendency had always been for this
drift towards the town. And because
of this the Federal Government’s new
economic policy is orientated towards
rural urbanisation—the development
of the rural areas. In the State of
Penang the implementation of that
policy has been translated in the deve-
lopment of the Prai/Bagan Serai/Mak
Mandin areas in Province Wellesley,
and the Bayan Lepas area in Penang.

The Honourable Member from Ayer
Itam in an aside said, “The people do
not know what is happening in the
State’s programme.” Sir, the Honour-
able Member for Ayer Itam will find
out and realise that the people know,
and the people understand what is
happening. Sir, on behalf of Govern-
ment I would assure Members of this
House that for me to be able to parti-
cipate in this debate on this Motion
by the Honourable Member for Sungei
Bakap extemporaneously has been due
to the fact that my colleagues in
Government have worked very hard
in the various fields of development in
the interests of the people of Penang
in all parts of the State of Penang.
And all my friends and colleagues,
having done their work, submit their
ideas. Their ideas are processed into
reports; and the reports are submitted
to me. Thus I am kept briefed of the
problems.

Sir, the very least that the Honour-
able Members of the Opposition
should accept is this: that whereas the

Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap has spent his time, as I said,
chasing the leaves, the branches and
the trees, and forgetting the principal
matters that concern the Government,
Government has examined the situ-
ation very carefully, and come to an
orderly decision as to what should be
done first to resolve the problems of
the people in our State—in the urban
areas, in the rural areas, for the poor,
for the rich, for those who are un-
employed, for those who are employed.
All sectors of the people of Penang add
up to the total interest of the people
in the State. The Government has stead-
fastly—and if the Honourable Mem-
ber for Sungei Bakap still insists on
using the word “stubborn” I accept
it—and stubbornly held on to this
decision to implement what is best to
the interests of the people of Penang.

Mr Speaker, Sir, the Government
embarks upon schemes of development
not in order to win elections, not in
order to catch votes, not in order to
satisfy individual voters, but in order
that the entire State can be taken out
from the problems that it faced in
1969, when there was an economic
doldrum in this State, into the present
stage where the Government and the
State and the people in Penang are
ready to move ahead into a new phase
of the development of the State. We
are confident that the people of Penang
who elected us, and who voted for us
understood that they did not vote for
us to do things that they want indivi-
dually; but the people voted for us so
that we can make Penang a better
place, for the people living in the towns
as well as the people living in the rural
areas. And the people in Penang ac-
cepted that the programming of the
Government is such that it is to their
best interests.

Sir, there is no need for the Honour-
able Member from Sungei Bakap to
bring a Motion at this very late stage of
the House in order to take up points
which he could have contributed in the
debate on His Excellency’s speech; and
in actual fact, having participated in
the debate on His Excellency’s speech,
now to take up other points to raise
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what are I would say his own fetishes.
They have referred to my pet subjects.
As long as I have known the Honour-
able Member from Sungei Bakap he
has always been talking to me about
the drains in Nibong Tebal. But he
has never been able to tell me why
those drains don’t drain into the pro-
per places. Sir, if he had done his
work, and suggested what the Govern-
ment should do, Government can better
understand this problem. If the Hon-
ourable Member from Sungei Bakap
were honestly trying to help these
people whom he failed to help—but
now hopes to assuage by making a
Motion in this House—in a proper
way, instead of writing letters to the
District Officer and to the District
Council: 1 guarantee that these things
will be done, payments will be made,
and so on; and not carrying them out
because in actual fact they cannot be
carried out—subdivision and owner-
ship problems, I think he will con-
tribute a lot more (gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Could you produce the
letter in which I say I guarantee?

Ketua Menteriz . . . . . to the well-
being of the people in the area.

Sir, the Honourable Member from
Sungei Bakap has brought up valu-
able points with regard to the position
existing in the various areas he men-
tioned. And the Government appre-
ciates this because Government is
determined to look after the welfare
of the people in these areas. And His
Excellency’s speech had indicated that
we have now reached a stage where we
shall go on to improve this level of the
society in our State.

Sir, that aspect of the work of the
Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap, I think, is understandable. For
him to conclude in the manner he did,
and for him to present it in the manner
he did—and deplored the failure of
Government, and asked for an imme-
diate implementation—I think vir-
tually characterises what I began my
speech with, namely that the Motion
as it stands is not really worth debat-
ing.

Ahli Kawasan Ayer Itam (Encik
Tan Phock Kin): You spend a great
deal of time debating it. (Ketawa).

Ketua Menteri: Sir, I was going to
end up by saying that if the Honour-
able Member for Sungei Bakap and
the Honourable Member for Ayer
Itam stick their neck out we will chop
it off. (Ketawa). Mr Speaker, Sir, there
is an old saying on how to kill a snake.
You knock at the head. So, when the
snake sticks its head out you must
knock at the head. Sir, if they had
remained quietly in their hole the posi-
tion would have been different.
(Ketawa).

The Honourable Member from Sungei
Bakap’s Motion, I think, has got points
that are implied, which Government
has looked into. However, the Motion
as it stands, as I said, is not worth
while debating per se. And it is in the
pursuit of the points that he has
raised—not by virtue of the merit of
the Motion—that it has taken me some
time to elaborate on what I said right
from the very beginning. Sir, we find
that there is little merit in the Motion;
that the Motion is mischievous, mis-
leading, particularly in the light of
what has happened in this House. We
will reject it. And I hope that this
House will reject it rapidly so that we
can go on to the next Motion by the
Honourable Member for Kelawei.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Tuan Yang Dipertua,
dengan izin bercakap dalam Bahasa
Inggeris. Mr Speaker, Sir, I must
thank Honourable Members who have
taken part in this debate. And I notice
that the Chief Minister took the
greater part of the time on this Motion.
We had in all about seven speakers. 1
am indeed grateful to them for having
taken part, and for having supported
it. Apart from the Chief Minister, the
Member for Bayan Lepas and the
Member for Sungei Pinang did agree
with me. And even the Chief Minister
has said that there was virtue. I do
know—as the history of the House
shows—that any Motion however good
will not be acceptable to the Chief
Minister. Even, if I may add, the sug-
gestions of his colleagues have been
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often rejected offhand. He just now
said, “Oh, we study the whole thing
in depth in Committees;” in this and
that. We also know that when these
Committees finalise their reports and
go up to him it is rejected.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): Not true.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Emncik
V. Veerappen): Perhaps that is one
of the reasons why the road behind
the Chettiar Temple at Waterfall

Road is still not paved. (Ketawa).

The Member for Bayan Lepas men-
tioned that there is a difference in
points of view in the Opposition. Mr
Speaker, Sir, if I come here as a Mem-
ber for Sungei Bakap, although I
belong to a Party, my first duty is to
the electorate; second to my Party;
and third to the Opposition. So each
person has his own views. And the
Honourable Member from Kelawei
had his own views. After all I must
thank him for having participated and
supported this Motion.

The Member for Sungei Pinang agrees
that the Government could have done
much more, but says that what I was
saying was quite untrue. [ cannot see
how he says that what I said in mov-
ing the Motion was untrue when he
could agree with these things. And he
questioned my intention in moving this
Motion which he said was to safeguard
the interests of the huge landowners,
the peculiar landlords, and so forth.
Mr Speaker, Sir, I know the Honour-
able Member has visited some of the
places of which I am talking about.
I know for certain he has visited
Trans-Krian, and he knows the con-
ditions of the people; and he has also
made promises to them, particularly
when he was, I think, a Member of the
triumvirate which controlled the Coun-
cils at one stage. As such he should
know the places where the people
actually live. The Chief Minister, of
course, twisted the whole story. He is
a clever man at that. And, of course,
the Speaker gave him the courtesy, and
gave him the oportunity of straying
away from Penang to Parit Buntar,
then to Gua Chempedak. Perhaps we

will have a fly-over to Gua Chem-
pedak one day because it is the plan-
ning, But apart from that
(gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: No, no, no. Honour-
able Member from Sungei Bakap, he
was talking about planning for the
State; and therefore his contention was
that one should know what those in-
dustrial areas were. So he was at
liberty to (gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Yes. Mr Speaker, Sir,
my subject was “basic amenities for the
people in these areas”. And Gua
Chempedak is I think quite some dis-
tance away.

But coming back to the Honourable
Member from Sungei Pinang, he does
know that in these fragmented estates
where he went, the original owner, as
understood by the Chief Minister him-
self, is no more there—where the Chief
Minister had said it is a question
providing the facilities which have
been neglected. As he said there was
no one single Authority and no one
single person to maintain the drainage
areas. Now, if this applies to the drain-
age area, how much more it applies to
the resettlement area or community
area where the people live; where they
have a little school, and so forth. That
is it. And, Mr Speaker, Sir, these
facilities are not going to help the land-
lords. The landlords are not there. And
besides, let us take the slums. Why do
people go into slums to build houses
on other people’s land? It is because
the State Government cannot provide
the land, like in the case of New
Villages where land was provided for
the people to build houses. It was never
provided by the State. People have to
fend for themselves, buy the land, and
build the house. Those who have the
means buy the land and build the
house on their own land. But the vast
majority of people who did not have
the money to buy the land naturally
went and lived on other people’s land,
paying a small rent. That is how our
slums have come about. This also
applies to the people in kampungs. In
the kampungs it is different, as the
Member for Bayan Lepas who sits
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opposite me is aware. In fact, in the
kampung all the relatives, whoever one
is, are allowed to come and live and
shelter in one’s own house. This is the
way of life in the kampung. They do
not chase him away. This is not open
to people in the urban areas who have
to squat on other places, or rent ground
and build houses, and live on other
people’s land. In such circumstances
it is the landlords there who come in.
But the landlords do not provide for
them. And therefore T ask: When these
are not provided, should the State
neglect them?

Ahli Kawasan Bayan Lepas (Encik
Ismail bin Hashim): No.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): They should know be-
cause they are also human beings. The
landlord collects his ground rent. We
also collect our house assessments. It
is not the question of landlords. Now
when we collect these should we not
provide these services? That is my
contention. It is not, Mr Speaker, Sir,
that by trying to provide facilities for
them we are helping the landlords.
Now, Mr Speaker, Sir, if we build a
road, or lay a pipeline into a small
owner’s land we are improving his
land, no doubt. And therefore I would
suggest that if we improve the land
then the value of the land must go up.
If the land is to go up in value then
I suggest we buy it up and improve it.
Then it will benefit the people as well
as the State; not the landlord himself.
Not like what we did in Prai—to im-
prove the thing for the benefit of the
land owner. I have always been against
it. So for me to be accused of trying
to support the landlord is a bit far-
fetched. Perhaps in the course of the
debate when 1 say things I hope it is
taken at its best. And it is said in that
spirit.

This brings me to the vast amount
of talk. Although the Chief Minister has
said that I said nothing, sometimes he is
really Quixotic, to my mind, because
at one moment he admits that there
were certain deficiencies, but this was
due to administration. Then he says
there were real problems which we do

not deny exist. As I said earlier, Sir,
he says the Motion is not worth de-
bating; there is nothing; the Member
for Sungei Bakap does not understand
the problems he has brought up. I
would say the Chief Minister, having
been a man born with a silver spoon
and in the bright lights of Penang, will
never understand what it is to be born
poor and in the lower community. Mr.
Speaker, Sir, there was insinuation
saying that I wanted a road right in
front of my house. Mr Speaker, Sir, 1
am sure the Chief Minister knows—
and you have visited my house—that
the road is right in front of my house.
And what do 1 want a road for? Right
behind again? (Ketawa).

Tuan Speaker: You don’t have a
road behind. You don’t like one be-
hind?

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Sir, for one thing, as
I said, 1 do not expect the Govern-
ment to accept this Motion which says
“deplores the failure”. There is failure.
But the Chief Minister went all over,
and tried to confine his observations
mainly to the fragmented estates; and
went on a dissertation which was
irrelevant—on fragmentation, on Jland
ownership, titles, bund, drainage in the
sense of D.ILD., Sir. And the Chief
Minister was entirely wrong. As you
know, as far back as 1964, or even
earlier, the Nibong Tebal Drainage
Board was set up. And I know the
Member for Bayan Lepas at that time
came and opened up that one. And I
admit that fragmentation in Nibong
Tebal started in 1956; and there was
tremendous agitation. And the fact
was recognised that if the drainage
area was not maintained, and if there
was no authority, the whole of Pro-
vince Wellesley South would have
become flooded. And who would lose?
Not only the owners. The Federal
Government and the State Government
would lose. They would lose their
assessment. And the Federal Govern-
ment would have lost everything in
revenue from rubber, coconut, and all
that. And the people would have been
in a most miserable position.
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Unlike the present Government, the
former Government had the foresight
as long ago as 1959 to introduce the
Drainage Board for the drainage of the
rubber lands. But my Motion is not
asking for amenities for rubber trees
or coconut trees. That is where a clever
twister can twist. And he has not
twisted well enough because these are
amenities for the residents of these
places to safeguard the health and well-
being of the residents of these places.
Rubber trees are not residents. I am
not fighting for people with titles or no
titles. Never.

Mr Speaker, Sir, the Chief Minister
then went on to say the policy of the
Government has been clearly stated,
and read out as was stated in His
Excellency’s Address to us. Mr Speaker,
Sir, 1 did read the speech. And I will
repeat that there is a tendency for the
Chief Minister, although he has been
trying to hide behind the sarong of the
Speaker, now to want to use the sarong
of the Governor. That 1 must say with
no disrespect to His Excellency. Sir,
let us not fool the people. Although it
is the Governor’s Address—it is a
royal address—it is the customary
Address given by the Ruler of any
State to set out the policies of “my
Government”. That is what the Gover-
nor said—my Government. Not his
poiicy—“My  Government’s policy”.
Therefore, do not try to bluff the people
and say, “His Excellency had said
that. Therefore it must be gospel truth.
Accept it. Don’t criticise it.” No, Sir.

And there was much play on your
asking us whether it was unanimous.
Sir, it was out of courtesy to His Ex-
cellency that the Motion of Thanks
to the Head of State is always sup-
ported fully. But, Sir, where the House
shows its displeasure with the Govern-
ment is by way of amendments and
criticism. Therefore, if anyone were to
impute, least of all the Chief Minister
that the words that came out from the
mouth of the Governor were his own I
would say-he is stretching things too
far, because then all the criticism made
in this House would equally apply to
him. Therefore it should not be so. I

am sure this House will agree that we
should not link the Head of State with
the policy of the Government in power.

He also criticised us for attacking
the Government when we crossed the
floor. Mr Speaker, Sir, to this I must
say, as I have said before, only the
four walls of the Executive Council
will know, and ought to know, what
has happened. But the differences did
not arise for nothing. The Chief
Minister always likes to draw example
to the fact that we on this side ran
away without wanting to contribute.
We knew, Mr Speaker, Sir, as many of
the Members on the other side knew.
The Member for Dhoby Ghaut had the
unpleasant experience of knowing yes-
terday that it is impossible with this
Chief Minister to suggest anything to
him. And we have done that.

Sir, the Chief Minister, on behalf
of the Government, has stated that the
State Planning Unit will be the panacea
for all the ills in the rural areas. Sir,
what is the State Planning Board going
to do? Let us not hide behind words.
What is the State Planning Board
going to do? Now, who are the people
doing the planning in our State? If
you look at the answers that have
been given, there are so many Com-
mittees. There are the Industrial Plan-
ning Committee, and so forth. That is
that. Who are doing the planning in
this State? Mr Speaker, Sir, if 1 may
say so, we have one authority for the
City Council—the Planning Section of
the City Council; the City Planning
Officer. There is another authority for
the rest of the States—the Statg Plan-
ning Officer. So, if you combine the
two, do you mean you solve all the
problems of planning? Or will the
same people be there? Unless you
change your policy, if you have com-
bined the two authorities into one unit
that is what the State Planning Unit
be, if I understand, because no ex-
planation was given, unless the Chief
Minister were to accuse me by saying
I did not read the Governor’s Address
again. But I know. And therefore this
State Planning Unit is not going to
solve all our problems. It may deter-
mine how planning should take place;
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where the settlements should be; where
people should be allowed to build and
live. Not everywhere, of course. Per-
haps certain areas should be deve-
loped for industrial purposes, certain
areas for the settlements, so that the
State can provide other facilities like
schools, clinics, health centres and
community halls for a unit of people,
so that we keep the people together, as
is done in other countries. I do agree,
maybe that could be done. But, Sir,
what is the State Planning Unit going
to do, for example, in Trans-Krian or
in Changkat or in the new villages?
Are you going to uproot the new
villagers? Are you going to expand the
new villages into bigger townships?
Perhaps yes. But how are you going
to do this with the scattered fragmented
estates? There you cannot do that.
You cannot uproot. They are settle-
ments all right. Therefore do not try
to mislead the House. Then he went
on to challenge. He challenged. 1 did
not want to stand up, you know. He is
a very patient man. He listened to us,
so I also listened to him. (Ketawa). He
challenged: “Have the services com-
pletely broken down?” Sir, if you read
my Motion carefully I said “parti-
cularly in fragmented estates where
these services have broken down”.
And T still maintain that these services
have broken down. And if the Chief
Minister is not satisfied then let him
set up a Committee from this House.
We will go and see whether these ser-
vices have broken down or not. What
better proof than “seeing is believing™?
Let’s go. I invite the Chief Minister
and his Committee. Or, never mind,
if he is too busy a man let us have the
Committee. Let us go and see whether
these things have broken down or not.
They have definitely broken down.

And he says that there are different
Authorities for this purpose. Mr
Speaker, Sir, as I said earlier, the
Federal Constitution, in the Ninth
Schedule, sets out the responsibility
of the Federal Government and the
State Government. And there is a
Federal List, a State List, and then a
Concurrent List. Now, the Authority
responsible for public health, sanita-

tion and the prevention of diseases is
in the Concurrent List, Item 7. There-
fore the State is equally responsible.
But, Sir, no doubt, as I said earlier in
moving the Motion, we have a peculiar
position in the State in that the
whole of the Districts—not merely the
towns or the cities. The towns are
developed already. Except the City of
George Town. The whole area—comes
within the jurisdiction of the Local
Aauthority. But, Sir, the Constitution
did not set up Local Authorities. It is
the State which set up the Local Autho-
rities, And what the State has done is
that it has delegated its responsibility
to the Local Authorities. And therefore
if a person has delegated his authority
to the Local Authorities, and the Local
Authorities don’t carry the responsi-
bility, the person responsible is still
responsible. And therefore he cannot
say, “Now the Local Authorities are
the Authorities which should do it. And
because it is a very big area, and they
do not have enough staff there are
deficiencies.” Mr Speaker, Sir, the
Chief Minister went on to the revenue
from this aspect of it. And particularly
where he answered the points raised by
the Member for Bagan Ajam—Kam-
pung Simpah: 20,000 people having to
spend $20,000—there the real thinking
of the Government now crystallizes in
that point. It crystallizes in that when
he said: “Can the people in that area
contribute for these services?” Sir, if
we apply that yardstick then we are
bluffing the people. We are not only
bluffing; we are not living up to the
Rukunegara also. And no man who
believes in that can subscribe to the
new economic policy because he will
be a traitor to that policy if he says so,
because if you believe that the people
in that area must contribute for the
services of that area then you do not
believe that in the equitable redistri-
bution of income those who can afford
to pay more should provide for those
who cannot. And if this policy is taken
to its logical conclusion the poor
people in this country will never get
any assistance at all for them to improve
themselves. That is why, Mr Speaker,
Sir, (gangguan).
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Ahli Kawasan Bayan Lepas (Encik
Ismail bin Hashim): Itu different fasal,
contrary to the Usul, tengah-tengah—
air—kelmarin.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Itu kelmarin punya
perkara.

in other countries the Local
Authorities—it is very clear, Mr
Speaker, Sir—will never ever be able
to find the money to provide the ser-
vices for the community which they
represent, except, for example, in the
cities because the wealth of the country
is more often than not—and is always
in fact—concentrated in the cities. And
therefore it is the urban areas which
can get better revenue, and provide
better facilities for their people. But
the people in the rural areas and the
areas in the Rural District Councils
will not be able to collect that amount
of revenue; and therefore they cannot
provide the services. And that is why,
Mr Speaker, Sir, during the time—
pardon my drawing you in—when you
were in the Council you will remember
that the State Government made a
grant to the Local Authorities. There
was a grant., But this grant was re-
duced and reduced until today there is
no contribution from the State Govern-
ment or the Federal Government to
Local Authorities.

Tuan Speaker: You remember that?

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): Ya. It was mentioned
in Parliament.

Tuan Speaker: There is no need for
that one. My job today is to preside.
Members on the left and right are like
my children. I Jove my children. I see
that they do not fight and quarre! un-
necessarily. That is my job today.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Sometimes a tribute is
due to you, so it is given to you.

Ahli Kawasan Sungei Bakap (Encik
V. Veerappen): By virtue of the fact,
Mr Speaker, that we always address
the Chairman or the Speaker you have
to be the person who receives the seda-
tive, because we have to refer to you

as the Speaker, as Honourable Mem-
bers may know. If you do not want to
be addressed then I will forget the
Speaker and address Honourable
Members. (Ketawa). It is not that we
want to refer to you directly, Mr
Speaker, Sir,

As Honourable Members know, the
State makes a contribution to the
Local Authorities to see that these
Authorities have sufficient funds to
maintain at least the basic minimum
services for the people for whom they
have to provide. Now, this is also true
in England where, of course, these
institutions which we talk of—Federal
Government, State Government, Par-
liamentary Democracy—all originated.
There is a thing called the Exchequer
Balancing Grant. And this balancing
grant is given just like the Federal
Government gives the grants to the
schools also. The difference between
the income and expenditure is ap-
proved and is paid. But this is the
balancing grant. Even the Royal
Commission on Local Authorities has
recommended this for the Local Autho-
rities to improve their services. And
for their very existence these balancing
grants must be given. Unless and until
these grants are given we cannot expect
the Local Authorities to do all that
can be done. And therefore it is the
responsibility of both the State and
Federal Governments.

Mr Speaker, Sir, I would once again
thank all those who have participated
in the debate; and the Chief Minister
also who has given me this opportunity
to refute all the allegations made by
him, and also which gave me food for
thought. One fact remains clear; and
that is the fact that although my Mo-
tion as such may be obnoxious, as it
must to the Government, yet the facts
that I produced are facts that are
obtained from his own answers, and
therefore  incontrovertible. It was
proved that the Chief Minister never
went and tackled the facts, but went
round all over. I hope that Honourable
Members will listen to both sides, and
will feel able to support this Motion.
Thank you very much.
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Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I support it in prin-
ciple. Thank you.

Ahli Kawasan Sungai Pinang (Encik
S. P. Chelliah): You have no princi-
ple.

Soalan dikemukakan dan Usul tidak
dipersetujui.

(J) USUL OLEH YANG BERHOR-
MAT ENCIK YEAP GHIM GUAN.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Dengan kebenaran ber-
cakap dalam bahasa Inggeris.

Tuan Speaker, we on this side of
this House, in moving this Motion
standing in my name, would like to
stress the seriousness of this - parti-
cular Motion because it involves the
question of faith; the question of living
up to the stand taken by the present
Government; and involves the question
of fulfiliing pledges that have been
made to the people of this State. Mr
Speaker, Sir, Penang has one of the
longest traditions of democracy or re-
presentative Government; and it had
its beginnings in the local level of our
administration. And that is the greatest
contact between the people and the
administrators. These traditions have
meant that we have, together with
other colonial territories in Malaysia,
had a better and more efficient Local
Authority to deal with the day-to-day
matters concerning the people. It is
therefore one of the early developments
of democratic traditions; one of the
eariiest concessions of our colonial
masters of the concept of “one man
one vote”. It is therefore ironical that
the concept of “one man one vote” was
the first casualty of Merdeka that was
achieved in 1957; and that the ILocal
Councils and grass-root democracy it-
self were the first casualties of Inde-
pendence.

Sir, the Alliance intolerance for
grass-root democracy was basically
motivated by the fear of the rapid
take-over by Parties opposed to the
Alliance in the political spectrum which
in the late 50’s and the early 60’s saw
the Alliance losing in the major urban
centres. This disenchantment with the

application of the democratic process
to the local level cannot be attributed
to any other factor because the Alliance
in fact control the majority of the 380
Local Councils in West Malaysia; and
any charges of maladministration and
corruption must fall largely on to the
laps of the self-same Alliance-control-
Ied Councils rather than on the Oppo-
sition.

Sir, in Penang the darkest chapter of
the history of the Local Authorities
must have been made on the day the
State Legislative Assembly controlled
by the Alliance, on the 23rd March,
1966 in this very House passed the
Enactment 1/66 to amend the Munici-
pal Ordinance by adding Section 398B,
whose effect was to give arbitrary
powers to the State Authority to take
over the functions of the Council for
reasons therein provided, which in fact
amounted to a pretext, as experience
has shown us today. Sir, this marks the
take-over of the City Council from the
then Socialist Front control on the
pretext of malpractices, and the appoint-
ment of the Abdul Aziz Commission
to inquire into malpractices. Sir, it is a
matter of regret that the Members of
the Opposition at that time—and I
would like to refer the House to the
records of this House which 1 think
are pertinent to this debate—did not
avail themselves—of the opportunity,
particularly those of the present
Government. The Member from Tan-
jong Barat, I understand, was present;
but unfortunately the leader of the
present Government, none other than
the Ketua Menteri, Sir, was absent
from the proceedings on the very day
these amendments to the Municipal
Council were passed. But, Sir, although
the leader of the present Government
was absent from that crucial meeting,
the undemocratic amendment was
passed. And it did not prevent him
later from crying over spilt milk; and
ever since then from trying to exploit
the issue.

Sir, in spite of the fact that the
Commission of Inquiry had sat, and
had made these recommendations, the
then Chief Minister, Wong Pow Nee,
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insisted on holding on to power;
holding on to the reins of the admini-
stration, and obsolute power over the
City Council. And on the further pre-
text that the country was facing
Confrontasi the Alliance Government
suspended further Local Council elec-
tions because of the so-called national
emergency, and the necessity to conserve
resources; not to waste money on
elections—to save the buck so to speak.
And democracy and free elections were
the first casualties again.

Sir, with the end of Confrontation
another excuse had to be advanced as
to why no elections would be held. And
that excuse now, Sir, was the establish-
ment of the so-called Athi Nahapan
Royal Commission of Enquiry into the
Local Authorities. And so the people
were taken on a merry ride; and grass-
roots democracy was a mere catch-
phrase which the Alliance year in and
year out churned. And they promised
the people that elections would be held.
And in the meantime Councillors whose
mandate had expired in the Local
Authorities continued to run the Local
Councils indifferent to the ratepayers.
And in fact Penang Rural Councillors
voted themselves study tours; and voted
at the same time deficit budgets for
their respective Councils. The fact that
Local Councils were left in the status
quo, as it is sti'l in many other States,
was bad enough. But it has become a
major political issue on which political
fortunes were to be made; and in fact
were made by Members of the Govern-
ment who are here today. These are
the bold promises that, for example, the
Gerakan will restore elections to the
City Council. These are bold promises
in view of the fact that Local Govern-
ment elections have been suspended by
the Federal Government. And this is in
fact one of the answers given by the
Honourable the Chief Minister in
answers to the questions which we have
put in this House. And we are surprised
that an experienced politician like none
other than the Ketua Menteri didn’t
understand the full consequences of his
promise to the electorate, and didn’t

fully appreciate his capacity to fulfil
the same or otherwise. Today he has
the chance to come to this House and
explain to the people his stand, and his
continued administration of the City
Council of George Town. And in fact,
to worsen the situation, his take-over
of four other Local Authorities in this
State.

Sir, the Gerakan in the Manifesto
says ‘Shall restore elections to the City
Council of George Town.” I hope
Members of the Government will
remember these exact and very simple
words. Four years, Sir, after coming
into power the elections promise,
among others, remains unfulfilled, both
by the then Gerakan Government and
the present Coalition Government. The
excuse has been given that Local
Government elections have been sus-

ended by the Federal Government—
an argument that is highly contentious,
to say the least. And even if correct for
a moment, in the spirit of that declara-
tion in the Manifesto is it not up to the
present Government to honour its
pledge to restore constitutionality and
democracy over the affairs of the Local
Councils, particularly the City Council
of which a specific promise has been
made?

The Democratic Action Party in
moving this Motion to debate the City
Council budget and that of the other
four Councils does so because we have
given the Government of the Ketua
Menteri, Sir, and his Gerakan Members
four years to take action; and we have
given them ample opportunity, not only
to make good his personal stand but to
make good a Party pledge. But that is
something, Sir, that we have waited
for in vain. And far from restoring any
semblance of democracy, in this House
itself we can see that there is a steady
erosion of democratic control over the
Local Authorities. Sir, it will be interes-
ting to reflect on the past in order to
understand the present. In 1967, in this
very House itself, it was none other
than the Chief Minister, Sir, and his
colleaugue, the Member for Tanjong
Barat. And I would like to read, with
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your permission, the words of the
Honourable the Chief Minister—the
relevant parts of it. And I would like to
read the opening paragraph of what he
said in this House before he staged—
and I say ‘staged’—that walk-out, un-
like we in this part of the House. We
protest, and we walk-out. We don’t
stage a walk-out.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Kelawei, I am not trying to stop
you. But do you think that passage has
any relevance to your Motion as it
stands on the tabling of the Accounts
for debate?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, it has
great relevance because we have to
indicate to this House the reasons for
our stand that the Budgets of the Local
Authorities must be debated; and
because we will demonstrate in this
House, and disclose quite conclusively
that the same stand has been taken by
the Honourable the Chief Minister.
That is the relevance,.

Tuan Speaker: I ask that because
you will notice, Honourable Member
from Kelawei, that since we started to
talk by way of introduction to the
subject I have allowed a lot of latitude.
That is the case of introduction to the
matter. Go on.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, thank you.

Sir, T will read the words of the
Honourable the Chief Minister uttered
on that day. He said,

“Mr Speaker, Sir, our Party believes
firmly on the basis that one of the
motivations of democratic representation
is that there should be no taxation with-
out representation.

Those were his words.

“Under those circumstances, whenever
this House discussed our budget we on
this side of the House have gone
through the budget quite extensively
and in minute detail. On this occasion,
Sir, we have also done the same. As a
matter of fact we could point out several
spelling mistakes and typing errors in
the sheets that have been presented to
us. However, Sir, the point is this: We
are happy to see that the Alliance Party

is responsive to strong opposition. We
had noticed this in the past because
last year I said the Alliance Government
was responding somewhat to our
proddings in the previous years.”

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Barat (Encik
Teh Ewe Lim): Tuan Yang Dipertua,
dengan kebenaran: Standing Order 8
(1)—"No business except that of ad-
journment shall be transacted by the
Assembly if objection . . . . (gangguan)

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): I think the Member is
wasting our time because one quarter is
six, There are six here, Honourable
Member. Don’t waste our time. And it
is even seven now. If you wish to object
do so constructively.

Mr Speaker, Sir, as 1 was saying,
before I was interrupted, the Chief
Minister went on to say—unless these
words are very unpleasant to the
Member who should recall them very
well because he followed the Chief
Minister like an attentive and very
respectful sheep at that time—

“We are happy to see that the Alliance
Party is responsive to strong opposition.
We had noticed this in the past because
last year I said that the Alliance Govern-
ment was responding somewhat to our
proddings in the previous years. And I
repeat again what I said last year.”

And he goes on about the budget a bit.
Anyway that is not relevant. to what [
am ftrying to say. Then it comes to the
relevant point, Sir:

“However, it is not our function today
to go into this long exercise of going
into the budget in detail. What we want
to do is to express our very general
attitude towards the whole exercise of
budgeting, the whole exercise of pro-
vision of the Supply Bill, and the whole
principle of democracy.”

Those are very lofty ideals, Sir, which
we hope we on this side of the House
could follow.

“Sir, we feel very strongly that our
having to spend hours here today to
debate a Supply Bill of over fifteen
million dollars has become rather a
mockery and a sham, by virtue of the
fact that the Alliance Party insists on
continuing its control and suspension of
the City Council, and passing a City
Council budget which is in the order of
thirty-three million dollars—twice the
sum of the budget which we have to
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discuss—without having to go through
the democratic procedure of debate.
Under those circumstances, to demon-
strate our strong protest against the
attitude of the Government towards the
control of the City Council we on this
side of the House will not participate
further in this debate.”

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Bravo for that.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): And on that note, Sir,
and it is written here—Members of the
United Democratic (now defunct) Party
leave the Chamber.

Sir, that was, if I may add, an
admirable stand; a stand which I,
though not being a member of the
United Democratic and defunct Party
would have followed irrespective of
whether I was a member of the Party,
although I must say that rather—I do
not know whether justified or other-
wise—<cruelly perhaps the then Chief
Minister said, ‘It is obvious that the
Members of the U.D.P. have come to
this House unprepared.” This is by way
of an aside. I do not wish the Member
to jump up. But that may be so. But
what took place, Sir, on that day must
demonstrate a determination, Sir, that
no Local Authorities should pass
budgets—the funds of the people—
without due process of debate. But I
wonder, Sir, whether those same
sentiments that were expressed on this
side which precipitated a staged walk-
out are similarly the sentiments held by
the Members of the Government who
today hold the reins of power, and who
today can carry out every single word
that they uttered in this House. It is
sad that the Honourable the Chief
Minister does not wish to be confronted
with his own words, and has therefore
made a very unceremonious retreat.
But we have, Sir, here the eminent
words, further to enhance my argument,
of the Member for Tanjong Barat who
came back. He was congratulated by
the then Chief Minister for having
come back. At least he came back. He
said,

“Tuan Speaker, we on this side of the

House were the centre of attack from

the front bench as well as from the back-
benchers on the opposite side of the

House with allegations that we were
irresponsible in walking out on the
debate on the Penang Estimates. Sir, we
have a principle.”

the Member said.

“We have a principle. We believe in
democracy. We are being asked to dis-
cuss a budget involving $16 million,
whereas the budget of the City Council
is more than twice the amount of the
Penang State Budget, involving some
$33 million. And yet such a big budget
could be decided upon by an individual.”

I hope the House will remember these
words: ‘could be decided upon by an
individual.” And who was that indivi-
dual at that time? Tan Sri Wong Pow
Nee. We see who that individual is
today.

“For this reason we find that there is no
point in discussing this budget if a bigger
budget could be decided upon by an
individual. In taking over the City
Council we were given to understand
that as soon as the Aziz Report is out
after the Commission of Enquiry the
City Council would be returned to the
elected Councillors. And yet, in spite
of the completion of the Commission of
Enquiry, and the issue of the Aziz
Report, we still find ‘that the Chief
Minister clings on to the administration
of the City Council.”

We firmly believe, Sir, that here again
is a repetition of this concept. It may
have come from the American Revolu-
tion. Tt is a concept which we subscribe

to.

‘We firmly believe that there should be
no taxation without representation. It is
because of our firm principle that we are
not prepared to participate in such a
mockery of democracy.”

Sir, again it is a principle; it was a
stand taken; and it was a desire, Sir.
And I must accept that it was an
expression of sincerity. The Member
for Tanjong Barat and his colleague the
Honourable the Chief Minister who
was then leading him, also on this side,
were expressing their determination,
Sir, that democracy shall not be struck
asunder by the Alliance. But unfortu-
nately, Sir, today we shall see after this
adjourment who now betrays the
democratic principles of the State.

Dewan ditangguhkan pada jam 4.16
petang.
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Dewan bersidang semula pada jam
4.38 petang.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guoan): Mr Speaker, Sir, as I
was saying before the adjourment, in
1967 the Ketua Menteri, when a Mem-
ber of the Opposition as he then was,
protested against the take-over of the
City Council by Tan Sri Wong Pow
Nee as this was against the principles
of democracy, and against the concept
of non-taxation without representation.
In fact, he called for the return of the
City Council to the people. However,
after coming into office on the 10th
May, 1969, none other than the Ketua
Menteri and his colleagues themselves,
instead of restoring the City Council
to the people . . ... (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Kelawei, just before the adjourment
I mentioned that all these matters
brought into the House by you on the
Motion, about the take-over of the
Councils, and this sort of thing, would
be under discussion. I mean, wide
latitude was given. Therefore let us go
on to the merit of your Motion, which
is as mentioned—namely that accounts
be tabled for debate; not the Budget of
the Council. ;

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, it says
the Budget; not estimated accounts.

Tuan Speaker: Annual Budget; that
is right. So please confine yourself to it.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Budget means the
policy; the reason for bringing forward
the Budget to this Council. That is the
basis.

Tuan Speaker: Just give the merits
of this case.

Abhli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes. I will have to give
the merits in connection with what has
transpired in this House today. Mr
Speaker, Sir, I appreciate that from the
absence of the Government Members
this topic in fact is the one Motion that
the Members of the Gerakan are most
afraid to debate, because, Sir, this is a

topic that will expose the Members of
the Government as political bankrupts
and people who deceived the electorate
on no less than the issue pertaining to
the demacratic institutions of this State,
because, as I had mentioned earlier,
not only did the Chief Minister on
assuming power in this State assume
the role of Officer—so-called—Ad-
ministering the City Council; he went
on to grab four other Local Councils in
this State.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member,
I must again ask you to confine yourself
to the merit of your Motion. The fact
that the Chief Minister took over and
became O.A.C. for the Councils is
known; and that is not the subject of
your Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, unless
the history of the take-over of the
Councils is traced—and it is because
of the take-over that budgets in the
Council are now no longer debated—I
cannot present my case. It is very diffi-
cult to just come to this House and say:
‘Where are the budgets?’

Tuan Speaker: I agree with you, but
(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Assuming the House
has knowledge—and that is the assump-
tion we have to take as to the back-
ground of the history of the proceedings
of the Local Councils—we have to
present our case in accordance with the
background that has taken place.

Tuan Speaker: The House has know-
ledge, 1 believe, that the Councils have
all been taken over by the . . (gangguan)

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): And we have to draw
attention of the House to the reasons
why the Councils have been taken over.

Tuan Speaker: No, I do not think
that is relevant to your Motion because
your Motion only says that the annual
budgets of the Councils should be sub-
mitted for debate.
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Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, if we
do not trace the history as to how the
budgets are no longer debated, how
can we bring a Motion to say that they
should be debated? It is going to be
rather difficult. And I am surprised that
we are not allowed to imtroduce our.
case. I have only gone on for less than
15 minutes, and yet (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: About 25 minutes
introduction.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): For about 25 minutes;
and yet (gangguan).

Tuoan Speaker: So 1 told you we
should treat this as an introduction.
And after that we shall confine our-
selves to the business of the Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Selatan
(Encik Wong Choong Woh): Tuan
Yang Dipertua, Peraturan 48. Apabila
Tuan Yang Dipertua cakap Ahli Yang
Berhormat tidak duduk.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): We already have one
Speaker, Tuan Speaker.

Tuan Speaker: That is correct. When
the Speaker speaks on a point of Order

(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): He should be sitting
also.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Selatan
(Encik Wong Choong Woh): Saya
tidak cakap.

Tuan Speaker: Both Honourable
Members, please sit down. Let us have
good sense here. I think we are carry-
ing on quite nicely.

As I was saying, we had this 25
minute introduction. Honourable
Members all must admit there was an
unfettered sort of performance. And
after that I did say that we shall confine
ourselves to the merit or demerit of this
particular Motion—I shall now read—

“That until such time as the Councillors

of the City Council of Georgetown,

Rural District Council, District Council
North Butterworth, District Council

Central Bukit Mertajam and District
Council South Nibong Tebal are elected
by the people the Chief Minister must
table the annual budget of the Councils
for debate.”
Now, that is the Motion. And it is a
fact known by everybody in the House,
and everybody else, that the Councils
have been taken over. Therefore any-
thing to do with the taking over I
consider and rule as irrelevant to the
Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, certain
Members of this House may be well
aware of the take-over. Perhaps you,
as Member for Bukit Mertajam, are
more aware than anybody else. But I
think that we have to trace the circum-
stances of the take-over because we are
not debating one Council; we are
debating all the 5 Councils in the State
of Penang. I hope you will appreciate
that point. And I have to trace the
circumstances of this take-over—as to
whether this take-over has involved
loss of representation. If I am not
allowed to do that I think it will be
rather difficult to proceed in this House.

Tuan Speaker: I do not think it is
difficult to proceed in this House,
Honourable Member.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Am I allowed to aver
the fact that four other Councils have
been taken over?

Tuan Speaker: Yes, because that is
a known fact, and it is accepted.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, if we
go by known facts it is very hard to
determine whether the known facts
that are known to you and the known
facts that are known to me are common.
I think we should be allowed to have
some degree of latitude in pressing our
case and establishing even the known
facts, so that Members who dispute
these facts may dispute them in the
debate, because from what we see the
Government benchers are so afraid of
this Motion that they refuse to be in
this House. We are not in the least
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perturbed; and we will see whether
Members who are here today will be
here again in the future days to come.

Tuan Speaker: That is an aside.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Can 1 continue with
this debate; or are we going to continue
like this?

Tuan Speaker: You can continue
with the debate; but please keep within
the Standing Orders.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Precisely. I am within
the Standing Orders. I feel that if I
present my case as to how these
Councils were taken over, and whether
this take-over has affected the quality
of representation, that could be common
ground.

Tuan Speaker: Well, you could go
on; and I could give my views on the
relevancy.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, the take-
over of the four remaining Local
Councils by the Honourable the Chief
Minister has met with a considerable
outcry from the public and, incidentally,
Sir, from the Members of the Alliance
because it was the Alliance Councillors
who dominated most of the Local
Councils in this State. And in fact there
were appeals made to the Prime Minis-
ter. But unfortunately, Sir, when the
Coalition Government was formed an
opportunity was given to the Alliance,
particularly the UMNO, to be repre-
sented in the Government, and to make
its voice heard as to representation and
as to the control over the affairs of the
Council by the State, and its democratic
nature; but nothing has been done. The
members of the Coalition today are quite
happy to continue with the situation
where there is no representation in the
Local Councils, and the views of the
Rakyat are being left unattended. Sir,
whether it is the Aziz Commission, or
whether it is the Athi Nahappan
Commission, these recommendations
have now been put on the political
shelf. And the public are asking when

(gangguan).

_ Tuan Speaker: That I consider very
irrelevant to your Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Can I go on? I am
afraid, Sir, at the rate we are going on
you may have to suspend Members
here because I certainly intend to carry
on my duties to the electorate. And this
control over the affairs of the Local
Councils, and particularly the City
Council, has now been completely
vested in the hands of none other than
the Honourable the Chief Minister.
And in this respect I would like to trace
again, Sir, the history of this control.

When the Chief Minister assumed
office he took over control of the City
Council. In 1971, Sir, if I may refer to
the Government Gazette Notification,
the Chief Minister one fine morning
gazetted the take-over of all the Local
Councils without as much as notice to
the Councillors by Gazette Notification.
The interesting history, Sir, by P.U
28 of 1970 is that because the Chief
Minister was going on a world tour
these powers were handed to a Commit-
tee—an authority, Sir, comprising of
the Member for Tanjong Barat, the
Member for Tanjong Utara, I think, and
the State Financial Officer. That was in
respect of the City Council. The Chief
Minister returned and took over this
function; and by a Notification—if
T am not mistaken, sometime in 1971—
the Chief Minister took over all the four
Councils in addition to the City Council
which he had taken over. And the
interesting issue of that, Sir, is that in
1972 you yourself were involved in this
further change of hands; in this so-
called—as referred to by my friend on
the left previously at times—three Ex.
Co. members’. And earlier this year
again, Sir, the powers reverted back to
the Chief Minister by Gazette Notifica-
tion. And I like to refer to this
interesting Gazette Notification No. 54
of 1972, December, where all these
functions were again transferred back
to the Chief Minister ‘until the said
Council shall meet on an appointed day
after the General Election of the said
Council itself.’
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Sir, one wonders how the affairs of
these Councils can be conducted when
year after year they are shifted to some
Ex. Co. members plus the Financial
Officers; then back to the Chief Minis-
ter; then back to the appointment of
three members; and then back to the
Chief Minister, without so much as an
explanation to this House or to the peo-
ple as to what is going on in the Coun-
cils. And mind you, Sir, all this has been
done in the name of efficiency; in the
name of economy; in the name of bring
about a greater control over the affairs
and the finances of these Councils, T
would refer, Sir, to other instances
which give rise to doubts as to whether
this kind of changing of hands really
brings about any control over the affairs
of the Councils, particularly as regards
budgeting. With your permission, Sir,
I would like to read a very interesting
remark contained in the Khidmat
Kemajuan, Majlis Daerah Tengah,
Seberang Perai, Bukit Mertajam. This
is only one instance dated the 16th
October, 1972. Sir, the take-over of this
Council is on the basis that we were to
bring about efficiency. The Chief
Minister was the first person to take
over the Local Councils, aside from the
City Council referred to. And I give an
illustration of one particular Council;
and that is the Bukit Mertajam Council
which was taken over. And this, if I
am not mistaken, is the budget
presented by this Council. I would like
to read the words of the Chairman of
the Authority which was constituted to
take over. And I will just read the
relevant paragraph:

“Kerajaan Negeri merasa untuk kepenti-
ngan orangramai pentadbiran Majlis
perlu  diambilalih bagi menyediakan
perkhidmatan-perkhidmatan yang lebih
cekap dan baik kepada orangramai.
Sejak diambilalih—sejak diambilalih—
beberapa perubahan telah diadakan di
bahagian pentadbiran bagi mengurang-
kan kelengahan dan sebagai buktinya ke
atas pelan-pelan dan lesen-lesen telah
dapat disegerakan.”

If I am not mistaken, Sir, what this
statement actually states is that before
the take-over there had been delays, Sir.
in the processing of plans, licences and
matters of importance. And, Sir, these

were the words of Yang Berhormat
Member for Bukit Mertajam, the
Member for Tanjong Barat and Yang
Berhormat Wong Choong Woh, the
Member for Tanjong Selatan. What
were the delays that they were referring
to? The statement did not refer to the
delays five years ago. They referred to
the delays prior to the take-over by the
three Members. And I say that those
delays were the delays by the
Honourable the Chief Minister—delays
in respect of control over these Councils.
And that is why we bring this Motion
here—because we feel there is mnot
sufficient control over the affairs of the
Councils; particularly and symbolically
the budget, because it is through the
budget that the Councils run. And if
there is no control, as now, if we take
what is stated here to be true and I have
no doubt that the statement of fact by
none other than the Member for Bukit
Mertajam in his capacity as Chairman
should be true—then the reversion to
the Chief Minister of these powers
again will give rise to the very com-
plaint that is said to be in this particular
statement: that there will be delays in
all matters pertaining to the financial
affairs of the Council. Sir, can we allow
this to continue? Can we, the Penang
Legislative Assembly, Sir, which has
responsibilities under Schedule 9 over
Local Government, allow this to be
perpetrated in this State. Knowing too
well, Sir, that it is the established policy
set out by the Government that they
are to restore democracy to these Local
Councils. And, Sir, I might say that in
order to forestall our debate in this
House we have the words of the
Honourable the Chief Minister speaking
through the Governor :

“The State Government will be restruc-
turing the local Authorities with the
overall objective of creating a more
viable and more efficient organisation
of the Local Authorities which can
better serve the needs of the people at
this level of Government.”

It is true that Local Councils will

contend that their combined resources,

and the personnel from one Council to
the other will be able to function better,
and in a manner that is consistent with
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the overall State strategy of social
economic development. Through this
exercise the Local Councils in Province
Wellesley will be merged into a single
Local Authority, and the City Council
and the Rural District Council in the
Island will be merged to form another
Local Authority. The task of restructur-
ing the Local Authorities has already
been initiated in close consultation with
other States through the National
Council for Local Government, and the
concurrence of the Minister concerned.
Sir, I submit this is only a mere falsity.
We are no closer to having a control
over the budgets and the affairs of the
Councils by elected representatives
because not a single word here men-
tions elected representation. But, Sir,
1 would further say that these are mere
platitudes, because we had in fact in the
Ist Session of the Third Legislative
Assembly in 1971, in the Address of
His Excellency the Governor—and I

like to quote again with your
permission—
“I am also happy with the Government
officers.”

His Excellency said,

“For their loyalty and the way they
have admirably met the challenges of
the last 21 months. No effort has been
spared to streamline and improve upon
the efficiency of the administration, and
a study of the integration of functions
falling under the State and Local Autho-
rities has been undertaken. The transfer
of functions of Local Councils to the
Chief Minister, is, therefore, a step
towards integrating common functions.

1t is the objective of the Government
to eventually restore elections to the
Local Authorities. However, this objec-
tive will have to be reviewed in the light
of Article 95A of the Federal Constitu-
tion and the Report of the Royal
Commission. With this in mind, the
Government will plan to establish the
Local Authorities into more efficient
and financially viable entities.”

Sir, it is still promised that there will be
integration. Unfortunately, Sir, we on
this side of the House expect this to go
on. If the Honourable the Chief Minis-
ter and the Members of the Government
really believe sincerely—and I doubt
their sincerity quite honestly—that they
wish to carry out their promises to the
electorate I would say: show some

semblance of democracy even before
elections are held. Restore this demo-
cracy. And you can do so, Sir, by
bringing the Budget to this House,
because there are no conflicting pro-
visions under the Federal Constitution
that will disallow us to do so. It will be
an act of good faith on the part of the
Government if they were to act accord-
ingly. But sad to say the Chief Minister
clings to power, and goes against the
thread of everything that he has stood
for; everything that he has said in this
House itself; and refuses, Sir, to
account to the elected representatives
of the people as to the affairs of the
Councils. Sir, if the Councils are mere
honorary posts and positions that they
carry no weight; that the finances of
the State are not concerned, like for
example the Goodwill Committee—we
would be prepared to overlook these
things. But this is not the State Good-
will Council, or anything of that sort.
This is handling the finances of the
State. And the Chief Minister himself
has said in 1967: $33 million; that is
the single Budget of the City Council.
If T may just refer today, the estimated
revenue in 1972 was $41,909,208; and
the expenditure, Sir, $36,633,778. And
what are we dealing with in this State?
We spent probably—of course the last
time we did not have the privilege of
spending that time—two to three days
debating a State Budget of a mere $24
million. And here is 2 Budget twice the
size, if we take the City Council. But if
we take the R.D.C. which is, I under-
stand—correct me if I am wrong—
about $2 million, and the Majlis Sebe-
rang Perai Utara which is roughly $2
million also, the combined Budget of
the Councils could well come to about
$45 million. And yet, Sir, as the Honour-
able the Chief Minister himself says—
today he doesn’t wish to face his own
words—that one individual passes this
Budget. And true, one individual, Sir,
now. Previously at least we had the
luxury of having three persons, rightly
or wrongly, passing the Budget; but
right now one man passes the Budget.
The Chief Minister says, Sir, in this
House: ‘I do not like the added
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responsibilities of the Chief Minister.
It is the circumstances of the case.” Sir,
is it true that it is the circumstances of
the case that the Chief Minister today
assumes the role of Superman? He is in
fact the Mayor of the City Council, and
the Chairman of the Local Councils in
the State of Penang; he is the Chairman
of the P.D.C.; he is the Chairman of
the Water Authority. He is everything.

Sir, at one debate in this House,
under the previous Government, the
present Chief Minister rightly asked
the question: How many times did the
Honourable the Chief Minister at that
time visit the City Council? He asked
that question; and the answer that was
forthcoming was . very unfortunate.
The Chief Minister said he asked the
then Chief Minister: Are you satisfied
that you are doing duty to the Coun-
cils? And today I ask the Chief Minis-
ter the same question, although he is
not here to answer it. [ ask him the
same question. His Members can relate
that question to him. Is he satisfied?
Is he capable of doing justice to the
affairs of the Council for which an-
nually he passes $4,000,000 (?) worth
of Budget? What control has he over
this? We have seen, Sir, in this House
that he hasn’t got sufficient control
over the affairs of this House by itself.
Judging from the number of mistakes,
for example, in the Water Enactment,
it is impossible for one man to take
all the functions, although in principle
we object to the delegation of these
powers under the Municipal Ordinance
to this Committee because we feel that
under this Section 398 the Authority
referred to must be a duly-constituted
statutory authority. That is our inter-
pretation. Even the Legal Adviser is
not here today: but it doesn’t matter.
But why is that? Even though we regret
the interpretation, surely we can see
that no matter how intelligent one
man is, how superhuman he is,
he cannot do the job that was for-
merly delegated to virtually three men
in one Council. He cannot do it. And
why, when the Chief Minister himself
has taken on a stand that he doesn’t
believe in one man passir®z the Budget,
does he continue like this, Sir? The

reasons for the take-over particularly
of the Local Councils, apart from the
City Council which the Chief Minister
in fact inherited, to be fair with him,
were that they were inefficient; there
were delays; and that the ratepayers
were not able to get satisfactory settle-
ment of their problems. But, Sir, I
would like to refer to the words of none
cther than a retired member of the City
administration, Mr Sonni Pillai, when
he left. And what were his words? 1
like to quote. He was referring to the
usefulness of the City Council. Even
the most ineffective one can be a source
of valuable information on the needs
of the citizens. Giving his opinion on
the difference between the City Coun-
cil with and without politicians, Mr
Pillai said: “Councillors have been of
immense help. In other words, you
will get a more accurate gauge of
public opinion in formulating policies”.
He has always taken the view that in
a Malaysian society people will always
make representations to Councillors
rather than to officers. Mr Speaker, Sir,
you in fact have had tremendous ex-
perience in the Council; and you will
substantiate these words. He said there
had been some reluctance on their
part to approach an officer direct. So
when a Ccuncillor was approached by
the citizens it was his duty to bring
the matter to the attention of the
officer concerned. It is up to the officer
to convince the Councillor and the
citizen concerned if the request cannot
be complied with. Sir, a man—if T am
not mistaken, here it says—had started
as an Assistant Secretary in 1956, and
left in 1970—14 years of experience
in a Local Council. These are the views
of people who have yearly dealt with
the Budgets and the affairs of the
Council. And are these views to be
discarded? We ask nothing more, Sir,
than the principle, if it is honestly felt
on the part of the Government that in
view of the present laws the elections
cannot be held. And we wonder, Sir,
as to the sincerity of the Honourable
the Chief Minister, because he made
an election pledge. And he is, in his
own words, an experienced politician.
Surerly he must know the provisions
of the Constitution. He must know the
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law as it stands. He made a promise
to restore elections to the City Coun-
cil; and he has taken the reverse step
of abolishing the elected members of
the Council. But having done that,
whether there are a menace to that
Act or not, we would expect at the
very least, Sir, that the Honourable
the Chief Minister would restore some
semblance of democracy; and that, in
our humble opinion, is to bring the
Budget of these Councils to this
House. There are no Constitutional
impediments to debating these Budgets.
And the fact, Sir, that the Honourable
the Chief Minister is afraid to partici-
pate in this debate, and afraid to be
present while this debate is taking place,
indicates that he is trying to run away
from his responsibility as the Honour-
able the Chief Minister, and as the
Officer Administering the five Councils.
And this, Sir, indicates the total lack
of responsibility on the part of the
Chief Minister who has taken over all
the five Councils. And yet, Sir, no
matter what his views as to the merits
or otherwise of this Motion per se, to
use his own words, he is duty bound
as the Chief Minister, and as one who
has taken over the functions of the five
Councils, to come here and listen to
the views of Honourable Members.
And I say that his failure to come here
cannot be taken as a very clever poli-
tical manoeuvre; but it must be taken,
Sir, by Members of this House and the
people of this State that he is irres-
ponsible.

Tuan Speaker: Let us not go into
opinion, Let us stick to the merits of
the case. He may be listening to your
arguments outside.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Thank you, Mr Speaker,
Sir. I hope he is listening somewhere.
But, Mr Speaker, Sir, these things can-
not be taken lightly because while we
in this House may be jovial about how
we handle the affairs of this State, and
even the affairs of the Councils in the
meantime, Sir, the people’s affairs are
neglected. I think neglected because
there are ample illustrations, Sir, of

how there is no control over the Coun-
cil; there is no control over the
finances; there is no control over the
functions. I give an illustration, Sir.

Mr Speaker, Sir, you will recall
that—I do not know because you were
not the Speaker at that time—we in
this House asked several questions
about the Councils. And mind you,
Sir, these same questions, and the type
of questions that we asked were also
asked by Members of the present
Government who were on this
side of the House at that time.
And these answers were graciously
given by the then Chief Minister. But
one thing that has made this debate
more important still, Sir, is the fact
that the absent Speaker has taken
upcn himself to reject all questions
pertaining to the Local Councils. And
this is why I say it has made this de-
bate more imporiant, because now that
we bring a Motion to debate the Bud-
gets of the Councils we have been
prevented. The debate is allowed; but
the questions that had been previously
allowed by the self same Speaker and
previous Speakers of this Legislative
Assembly have now been disallowed.
So the question arises: Who is going
to supervise the affairs of the Local
Counciis? I ask that because we have
now been disallowed. It is as clear as
that. The questions that have been
asked have been totally rejected. And
it can be seen, Sir, that all the ques-
tions that have been rejected are ques-
tions pertaining to the Local Councils.
A pertinent question that was asked of
the Chief Minister as Officer Adminis-
tering the Council . . . . (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: But if the Speaker
has disallowed, I do not think it should
be queried here.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, I am
not criticising his decision. But what
I am saying is that these are matters
which we in this House would like to
know. As the Officer Administering
the Local Authorities, how many times
did the Chief Minister visit these
Authorities in 1970? Give us a break-
down. That is fair information that the



477

Chief Minister should give this House,
so that we can be assured that all the
affairs of the Council are being pro-
perly run. That is why we want to
know. We are not trying to grab his
powers. We want to be assured. But,
Sir, by not giving this information
doubts are being created. And how do
we fill these doubts? Sir, we fill these
doubts by the rumours that prevail
among the public as to whether the
C?ief Minister ever visits these Coun-
cils.

Tuan Speaker: I think we will con-
fine ourselves to the Budget, and the
visits.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, Sir. And an im-
portant question was asked: Is the
exercise to revalue the City Council
property completed? And will the
Chief Minister assure the House that
rates payable will not be increased?
And when will these new values be
implemented? You will agree with me,
Sir, that this is in connection with that
function. And I would like to refer,
Sir, to your own words in the matter.
And that is why we find it very diffi-
cult to follow what goes on in this
State and in the Local Councils. If I
am not mistaken, Sir, you had said in
connection with presenting the 1972
Budget—and I quote the relevant part
in connection with what I have just
cited: “The primary objective of re-
valuation is to achieve more equitable
distribution of rate charges, and not
to increase revenue, although the latter
might come as a coincidence”.—This
is in respect of the City Council
Budget.— It follows that when higher
and more realistic values are eventually
introduced there will be substantial
reduction in the present rate of 34%.
When revaluation takes place I have
every confidence that it will be possible
to reduce the rate from 34% to 17%,
it not lower”. And it goes om: “Mr
Ooh said that the expected economic
uptake in the next few years may
make it possible to revise the licence
fees and taxes, and Council’s other re-
sources of revenue which have not been
revised for many years”. Sir, here is a

question of revenue; a question of re-
valuation of City property. Now, for-
tunately or unfortunately—I do not
know; depending on where one is sit-
ting, and the outlook of the Govern-
ment. We do not know because things
are done without even a public ex-
planation—the take-over of the Local
Councils from their elected represen-
tatives was done overnight. A member
of the R.D.C., Sir, who has since
departed from us—a friend of mine
who was a member of the UD.P. at
that time—was irate because he was
an elected member of the Local Coun-
cil. He woke up one morning to read
in the newspapers that he had been
dismissed by the Chief Minister. That
was all. And I wonder if the same
shoddy treatment was meted out to
the members who constituted the
Authority. That is what we are
interested in.

We find here, Sir, that there is re-
ference to revaluation; and that certain
steps have been taken. And we feel
that as elected representatives of the
people—now that the elected represen-
tatives at the local level have been
dismissed, similarly as the Chief Minis-
ter has got added responsibility, which
he himself has stated—we have got
added responsibilities which we have
not on our own taken on. And these
responsibilities are now that we have
to deal even with Local Council
matters in which probably, Sir, you
have had experience. We have to deal
with Local Council matters too. And
is it not within our democratic right,
and within our privileges as elected
representatives of the people to ask
the Honourable the Chief Minister to
let us know whether the statement that
you made on that particular day,
which was reported on the 6th
November, 1971, is valid today; and
what has happened; and what is going
to happen? And yet, as T said, not
only are we not allowed to ask the
question—it doesn’t matter, because
we can raise it in the debate—the Chief
Minister is not even here to listen. He
is not bothered. He can spend hours
filibustering; but he is not prepared,
Sir, to participate in this debate. He
has the direct responsibility. And it is
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no point saying, Sir—if it is going to
be said later—that the Political Secre-
tary is here, because the Chief Minister
has time and again said, “lI am per-
sonally responsible to the Local Autho-
rities”. Therefore he cannot choose to
be one thing on one day, and another
thing on another day. So we really
regret that the Chief Minister is not
here to debate, and to listen, because
the name in the Gazette Notification
is not the Ex. Co., Sir, I regret to say.
I would be happier if it had been the
Ex. Co. The name in the Gazette
Notification is “The Chief Minister
of Penang”.

Tuan Speaker: You have made that
point very clear. Please go on.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Sir, we have asked, in
connection with the questions in this
House, whether matters in connection
with provisions in the Budget have
been carried out, or whether the Chief
Minister will carry out certain im-
provements in the respective Autho-
rities of which he is in charge. Here
again we have asked whether steps
will be taken to prevent tidal flooding
in the Bridge Street area in the City
of George Town. No answer is forth-
coming. Sir, we are not asking this
for our own information and our own
interest. We are asking this on behalf
of the people of Penang.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member,
if these questions have been disallowed
by the substantive Speaker 1 do not
think it is fair that we talk about these
matters now, or expect answers 1o
questions.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, we are
concerned with the failure on the part
of the Government and on the part of
the Chief Minister. Here in this case
T have to say “Chief Minister” because
I do not know whether we should say
it is the Ex. Co., because the Ex. Co.,
as you will agree, is not the Authority
now as regards matters pertaining to
parking provisions, parking fees, and
sale of land which belonged to the City
Council. Sir, to indicate how the pre-
sent situation is very unsatisfactory, and

that the debate over the Budget must
be brought here, even at the time when
the Chief Minister—or, if we wish to
give him latitude, the Speaker—
allowed these questions of the Chief
Minister the answers were highly un-
satisfactory, And it showed, Sir,
rather a disregard for public opinion.

I would like to refer to a maftter
which I raised in this House pertaining
to provisions for parking, and the
collection of dues therefrom. What was
the reply of the Chief Minister? Sir,
this matter is not a political issue. It
is not a matter on which the Demo-
cratic Action Party can take a stand
and say that we insist, and champion
this and that. But this is a matter which
common sense must dictate that people
who administer the City Council rightly
and in an enlightened manner, demo-
cratically, will accede to. And, it was,
Sir, a request on my part. I repeat the
question that was put to the Chief
Minister: Will the Chief Minister or
the Government direct the City Coun-
cil to amend the Parking Places Re-
gulations, 1969, to allow parking fees
to be paid within 48 hours, instead
of the present requirement—before
12 o‘clock the next afternoon? Sir, 1
think you will agree with me, with
your experience, that no matter how
you look at it, from what angle, it
cannot be a political question. Now,
what was the answer the Honourable
Chief Minister gave?

Tuan Speaker: 1 would agree with
you, Honourable Member from
Kelawei, that it was not a political
question. But 1 would go on to say
that the payment of parking fees
before 12 o‘clock would have nothing
to do with Budget itself, or the merit
of bringing the Budget to this House
for debate.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, thank
you very much. Precisely, that is the
point T would like to explain. If we
had the Budget of the City Council
debated here then we would have had
the opportunity to reply to the Chief
Minister, and explain to him why his
answer is not right. But because we
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don’t have that opportunity we play
cat and mouse. We ask him a ques-
tion; there is not sufficient time during
question time; and he gives it to us
three months later. And then we cannot
take it up again. That is the point. If
we had the Budget here then we can
tell the Chief Minister that this is
nothing political. And this is the
answer he gave: “No. Extending the
time allowed for payment of parking
fees will not help careless motorists,
as the longer the time allowed the
easier it is to forget. The parking fees
can be paid to any parking attendant.”

Tuan Speaker: I fail to see, Honour-
able Member, how this, which to my
mind is an administrative matter, can
be something which has to do with
your Motion on the merit of bringing
the Budgets of these Councils for de-
bate here. 1 agree that these are all
administrative matters of Council. As
to whether the answers are right or
wrong that is a different question. I
think we should keep ourselves to the
subject of the matter under debate.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, Mr Speaker, Sir.
As I was explaining, if we had these
Budgets before us then this House can
represent the citizens and. the public.
You will agree with me that this is not
a political issue; and that we need not
impose this regulation right now that
motorists must immediately report
before 12 o’clock and pay their par-
king fees. They should be allowed 48
hours, because a person who parks at
9 o’clock in the morning has got a
Jonger number of hours to pay than a
person who parks at 10 o’clock at
night. And perhaps a person going
outstation cannot pay; and he has got
to pay a $2 fine. And that adds on to
the Budget of the City Council. But
I do not think it is the intention to ob-
tain financing of Budgets through fines.
If that is the case I think that will be
a very sorry state that we would be in.
But the point I am trying to raise here
is that on a simple thing like that the
public are asking for it. But the Chief
Minister, being the Administrator by

himself, and having by himself no de-
bate over the Budget, will never know.
And T say that if we want to be parti-
cular about it we will leave this alone,
and let the accumulated hatred, Sir,
and accumulated discontent build up.
But that is not in the interests of the
State. What we must have is a fair
Administration, and a Government
which is responsive to the people. And
the Government cannot be responsive
to the people if one man takes it all
into his hands, and passes a Budget of
$45 million by himself. That is im-
possible, because one man can only
meet that number of people. And the
Chief Minister, according to his own
admission, is too busy.

Sir, whether a Budget provision such
as $9,000 to give a green look to the
Esplanade, as set out in the statement
made by the Council on 6th February,
1972, is proper expenditure is again
questionable. And we have time and
again in this House tried to impress
upon the Government that expenditure
of that sort is not really a necessary
expenditure; that the City Council
should find another venue for the Pesta.
And yet this is not done. And every
year these amounts are recurring. For
example, in 1972 there was a deficit, I
understand, of $179,000 on the part of
the Majlis Seberang Perai Utara. Sir,
whether these deficits are justifiable or
otherwise, here again nobody knows.
Nobody is there to supervise it. We can
only lock at the figures in abstract. We
do not know whether things are going
on well or otherwise. And we must
just venture a guess whether the whole
idea of having Councillors in the first
case had any meaning. Or is it just to
waste cverybody’s time, and allow them
to sit around and do nothing; and one
man can do all the jobs?

Mr Speaker, Sir, in this regard I like
to refer to the comments made by the
Auditor-General in respect of the
handling of City Council’s finances and
the Local Councils’ finances. Sir, now
that we have a Government Member as
Chairman of the Public Accounts
Committee, to make things worse—
and now again, as I said, the Chief
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Minister is the sole arbiter of the
Budget of the Local Authorities—how
are the complaints and the recom-
mendations by the Auditors going to
be resolved?

Sir, T refer now to the Report of the
Auditor-General, 1971. It says here:
“Accounts of District Councils. I have
neither received any Accounts in respect
of the four District Councils for the
year 1971, nor the 1970 Account of the
Rural District Council, Penang Island,
for audit. I am not satisfied that every
effort has been made by the respective
Authorities concerned to render the
Accounts as early as possible.”

Sir, in 1971 these Councils had been
taken over by the Honourable the Chief
Minister. And have the financial situ-
ations improved in these Councils?
Have they improved? If they have im-
proved there is no necessity for the
Auditor-General to make this restric-
ted complaint. It is confidential. And
it goes on, Sir. And this is in respect
of every Council. “Financial position
of District Councils.”—This is not a
politician making a statement. This is
the Auditor—“No significant improve-
ment can be reported on the financial
position of the District Council South,
Nibong Tebal, since my last Report. As
at 31st December, 1971, the cash ba-
lance of the Council, according to
available record, was $133,859.21,
against current liabilities totalling
$387,392.50. Of the local current liabi-
lities $206,355.98 is due to the State
Government as reimbursement for
various services rendered to the Coun-
cil. The Council’s liability to the Fede-
ral Government by way of education
rate amounted to $166,402.77. Though
the Council had a balance of $51,950.69
to its account in respect of education
rate collection, only $8,335.95 had been
remitted to the Federal Government.
The weak financial position of the
Council can be attributed to the failure
by the Council to enforce the laws to
collect dues promptly, and to revise
valuation of properties.”

Sir, we do not have a full debate
here about the Budgets of the Councils.
Therefore in passing, in the Budget

debate, we may in our general address;
and not trying to take up too much
time of the House, or we may be ac-
cused of a lot of things by Members of
the Government. And they do accuse
us of being long-winded. But can we,
Sir, in fairness say that we can conduct
ourselves in half-an-hour presentations
if we are to deal with all the matters
that are relevant to the State? Because
these matters are now abandoned to
our laps, we are the people who have
to look into it. And that is the peculia-
rity, Sir. Although the Auditor-General
submits his Report to us for our exa-
mination and consideration, the Bud-
gets are not here for us to consider.
We must be superhuman if we can
make an objective assessment of these
things without proper presentation of
complete Budgets. Sir, 1 know that
these Budgets are published in the
Government Gazette for the State of
Penang. But so are the State Budgets.
Now, why do we need the Chief
Minister to stand up here and give us
a two-hour lecture when he presents
his Budget? Why? It is where the
Chief Minister explains to us which
item is meant by which particular Head,
and what are the provisions. This is not
a waste of time. But can we say the
same about these Council Budgets?
Can we just merely take the Govern-
ment Gazette and look through, and
understand what is going on? Sir, there
is a need to bring this to this House
because the Auditor-General has him-
self stated. And he is an impartial
person.

And now we go on to the District
Council Central, Bukit Mertajam.

“In previous Audit Reports, I drew atten-
tion to the unsatisfactory financial
position of the District Council Central,
Bukit Mertajam. The financial position
of the Council has further deteriorated
in 1971.”

Further deteriorated! The take-over,
Sir, was supposed to improve the situ-
ation. The Auditor-General again says
it has further deteriorated.

“At the end of 1971 the cash balance

of the Council, according to available
records, was $209,000.”
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I won’t go into the minor pieces

“against current liabilities totalling

$734,000” and again in round figures.
“The current liabilities include out-
standing loan instalments due to the
State Government . totalling $170,000
(plus) during the period 1967 to 1971,
and a further $300,000 (plus) due to
the State as reimbursement for various
services rendered to the Council during
the years 1964 to 1971. As in the past,
the Education Rate of $73,000 (plus)
collected in 1971 was again utilised to
meet current expenditure bringing the
total amount due to the Federal Govern-
ment of $262,000 (plus) for the period
1967 to 1971 inclusive. The financial
position of the Council should be viewed
with concérn.”

Of course, the Auditor-General has the
powers and the privileges and the
opportunities which we in this House
do not have. The Auditor and his staff
have got a little card which entitles them
to demand vouchers and receipts from
every Government Department where
the officers go and audit. We have no
such opportunity in this House. We are
the elected representatives of the
people; but we are not allowed to look
at the Budgets of the Local Councils—
40 million compared to our 20 million.
And this is what the Auditor- General
has discovered. Now, why is it the
Chief Minister is prepared to allow
this situation to go on, if he earnestly
believes in democracy, and talks about
not having one man passing the
Budget?
“There are many outstanding matters
affecting the financial position of the
Council which have been repeatedly
mentioned in my Observations on the

Council’s account for the past few
years.”

Sir, this is in connection with Bukit
Mertajam.

Now we come, Sir, to the Rural

District Council, Penang Island. Again,

“No improvement in the financial position

of the Rural District Council, Penang
Island, can be reported.”

It would appear, Sir, that the Auditor

is getting sick of every time giving

adverse reports, He would like to give

a positive report. Even that he cannot.

“The Council has continued to suffer
yearly deficits since 1964, and the total

deficit at the end of 1969, the period the
accounts have been certified is $777,000”
to give round figures.

“As at 31st December, 1971 the Council,
according to available records, had a
cash balance of $469,000” again round
figures “including fixed deposits totalling
$375,000 against current liabilities total-
ling $671,000 (plus). Of the total current
liabilities, $118,000 (plus) is due to the
State Government as reimbursement for
various services rendered to the Coun-
cil and the balance of $552,000” again
giving round figures “represents Educa-
tion Rate collected and retained by the
Council and is due to the Federal
Government. The deterioration of the
financial position of the council should
be viewed with serious concern.”

Sir, this is a recurring phrase. In every
report on the Council it is indicated
that the situation is deteriorating. Sir,
the Chief Minister was supposed to
take over and improve the situation.
And how come the situation is deterio-
rating?

And the most beautiful part of this
Report is:

“In order to improve the financial and
administrative structure of the Councils,
I have been informed,” he says, “that
the State Government is at present giving
serious consideration for the integration
of the Councils and the City Council of
George Town into two local authori-
ties—one authority to administer the
Province and the other to administer
the Island.”

That is all, Sir, that the Honourable
the Chief Minister can say to the
Auditor.

1 have referred to the Report of the
Auditor-General. But even the Public
Accounts Committee has made certain
recommendations. And 1 must say I
take off my hat to the Public Accounts
Committee because, not having had the
opportunity in this House to debate the
Budgets of the Councils, how they can
really go into enquiring into the state
of affairs and the Councils’ Budgets is
something admirable. But T think that
perhaps they could better do their duties
if a proper debate were forthcoming.
But this is at least what they say, Sir:

“The Committee recommends that the
State Government draw the attention of
the District Councils to forward
Accounts not later than 30th June of
the following year.”
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This is in connection with the recom-
mendations. I am glad the Honourable
the Chief Minister has mustered some
courage to be back here.

“The Committee notes the unsatisfactory
financial position of the District Council
South. It also notes that the arrears of
revenue of those Councils had increased,
and recommends that the various Coun-
cils make concerted efforts to recover
arrears, and to write off arrears which
are irrecoverable.”

Sir, these Reports by the Public
Accounts Committee and by the
Auditor-General should not be taken
lightly just because one man has the
privilege of passing the Budget by him-
self. it doesn’t mean that we in this
Assembly are so engaged in so many of
the matters pertaining to legislation of
this State, and to provision for the
State itself that we should overlook the
affairs of the Councils which, in the
words of the Honourable the Chief
Minister, can budget couble the size
of the State of Penang. And 1 am sure
that in spite of the great capacity of the
Honourable the Chief Minister to
know that he is a man of substantial
capacity he cannot do justice to all the
matters that have been raised. And
even if he could there must be some-
body to whom he must account. Sir, it
is interesting to note that when the
Chief Minister himself took up this
point, as I take up now, the then Chief
Minister said, ‘Don’t you worry.” And
even the then Legal Adviser said that
the Chief Minister is responsible to
Exco; and Exco is responsible to the
Legislative Assembly. But is that situ-
ation even pertaining now, in view of
what we have learnt? The recommen-
dations and the appeal to the Chief
Minister have fallen on deaf ears,
because none of these things have been
taken up; and he is not prepared to
take these matters up.

For instance, the question of loan
instalments overdue. Now, if we allow
this situation to go on in the next five
years God help the next Government
which takes over the State Govern-
ment, because everything is in a msss.
They wouldn’t know what was going
on in this State. ‘The Committee
notes’—and this is in respect of the

Public Accounts Committee recom-
mendations—‘that two of the three
loans made to the District Council
Central are still outstanding, and
recommends that the State Government
exercise greater control over the Coun-
cil’s expenditure.” Sir, all these matters
of accounts and Auditor’s Reports
cannot be properly studied unless and
until Members of the Government
accept the concept that these Budgets
cannot be continually passed, year in,
year out, without the mandate of the
elected representatives. And 1 would
like to ask Members of the Government
in what way, Sir, it is offensive to have
the Budgets of the Local Councils
debated in this House. In what way
would it infringe the Constitution? In
what way, Sir, would it abuse the demo-
cratic principle? I do not think there
is an answer to this. The Chief Minister
necessarily gives the impression that
all is well in the State of Penang per-
taining to Local Councils. T say, Sir,
that when the affairs of the State are run
by one man, and the manner in which
funds of this State are utilised are not
accounted for properly, all is not well.

T note, Sir, that the Honourable ihe
Chief Minister in the December session
of Parliament did say that:

“With the sense of responsibility that the
present Government took over the
question of administrating the Local
Councils the State Government is co-
operating fully with the Federal Govern-
ment in the restructuring and stream-
lining of the present Local Councils.
The problems confronting the Govern-
ment are enormous. But to have said
that no action has been taken I think
must be to deceive the House, because
in the State of Penang certainly a Water
Authority has been established.”

Sir, T do not know how the Honourable
the Chief Minister relates the estab-
lishment of a water Authority to the
restructuring of the Councils that he
talks about, because the first restruc-
turing that we require here is to revert
to a state of democratic representation.
Unless we have that, Sir, the democratic
traditions of this State will have been
destroyed by the present Government.

Sir, T would like to deal with the
matter pertaining to the properties of
the City Council. Sir, I do not know the
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reason for selling City Council proper-
ties. Perhaps it is to increase the revenue
of the particular Council concerned.
But 1 do not think that is a wiss way
of doing things. I think the Chief
Minister must account to this Assembly
as to how he disposes of the property
of the Local Councils. And I am
shocked to have read in the newspapers
that City property had been sold
with a tender notice stating that the
sale is not necessarily to the highest
tenderer. Sir, I think that is very
strange. If the City Council disposes
of its property, and it goes on to the
finances of the City Council surely we
want to improve on, shall we say, the
revenue. And improving the revenue
cannot be by selling it to the lowest
tenderer. Can it be? This is not a
question of public works where you
may well say that you reserve the right
not to give to the lowest tenderer
because his job may be very poor, and
he may have a record of delay. T appre-
ciate that. But can this apply to a case
of selling City property where we wish
to add on to the revenue of the City
Authority? Surely it must be to the
highest tenderer. Because we have
zoning laws and planning laws we are
not afraid. Whoever buys the property
he has to conform with the City provi-
sions. So surely there is no necessity
to say that we are not bound to sell the
highest tendered. In fact the City should
bind itself to sell to the highest tenderer.
As 1 said earlier, controls are very
patent, there is no doubt about it. So
how does the Honourable the Chief
Minister justify his control over the
revenue when he says that he can allow
people to buy property belonging to the
City although the price may be lower
than other people’s price? That is very
strange. And that is something that
the Chief Minister should explain. And
that is something that can be explained
if there is debate over the Local Council
Budgets. But if there is none this will
be a matter left to conjecture and 101
rumours. And there will be allegations
in this House about corruption; and the
A.C.A. will be called in again; and all
things will go on again and again. Does
the Government not think that it is
adding on to this problem?

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Kelawei, I do not know how you
equate budget debate with budget con-
trol.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, unless
we have budget debate how can we
control the Budget of the Government?
For example, we have budget debate
over the State Budget. And in that
debate we will tell the Government
why a certain scheme is not right, and
why tenders should have been called.
That is what I am trying to get at. It is
a dangerous precedent. And I think it is
not healthy for the revenue of the State
if we do not adopt, shall we say,
common administrative practice; and
a very prudent practice, Could not we
(gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: I agree with you that
it is a prudent administrative action.
But your Motion is to argue that the
Budgets of these Councils should be
debated here. I assume, of course, that
the Annual Budgets will be debated.
Ancé once the Budget is debated and
passed there is no question here over
the budgeting control.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, you see,
as I said, when we debate the Budget
then we can make criticisms to the
Government. That is where we can
tell the Government where it has
failed to provide for matters, or failed
to control the proper budgeting pro-
vision. And this is where we in this
House are very astonished. 1 do not
know about the other Rural Councils.
As T say, this Motion in fact is a very
tall order. And we have to make
it that wide because all the Councils are
now affected. But the point is that there
is a tendency, not only in this State
but in the Local Authorities, to sell
public property without tender. And
how does one account for that to the
people of Penang? How does one
account for that to the ratepayers who
are paying increasing rates? And you
as Government sell this property to
people without tender! And I refer,
Sir, to the incident over the Balai Rak-
yat at Hamilton Road. I would like to
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believe the Chief Minister when he
says, ‘Oh, when we consider that it is
in the interests of the public.” So what
is ‘in the interests of the public?’ This
is his answer: “It was deemed to be in
the public interest to do so. And the
State will continue to act in the public
interest in future.” Sir, disposing of
public property should be by way of
tender. That would be in the interests
of the public—to be seen to be above
board. When the Chief Minister says
it is in the interests of the public not
to have a public tender I cannot under-
stand that. The public will ask: Could
we not have shown that it is a property
for $50.000, $100,000; and next year
you tax us less? You may well re-
consider whether you wish to increass
your assessment, revaluation, and so
forth. But here is a case where the
Honourable the Chief Minister, him-
self administrating the Council, is not
prepared to abide by what is called
procedure.

Tuan Speaker: That is administrative
procedure. I only menticned budgeting
procedure. So I think . . . (gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Tuan Speaker, Sir, you
will appreciate that, of course, they
are based on all their fine distinctions;
and we are bound to stray over one
side or the other. I am grateful to you
for pointing out when we have strayed
over a bit.

Mr Speaker, Sir, if the budgets were
to be presented in this House then very
much of the manner in which Members
of this House sometimes stray over
from State issues to Local Council
issues, and back and forth, and reach
conclusion as to whether the Chief
Minister is directly responsible, or
somebody else is responsible would not
arise at all. But because the Chief
Minister just refuses—and I use the
word ‘stubbornly.” He likes the
word now—stubbornly refuses to
account to this State. This gives rise
to suspicion. Why is it the Chief Minis-
ter is unprepared to account in this
State over the manner in which he

administers these Local Authorities?
We come back to this question in the
word ‘Why?’. Why does he run it like
his personal, private estate, which it is
not. If the Chief Minister has a clean
record—and when I say ‘clean record’
1 do not mean that he has a black
record. And he has already advised
one of his Members that silence is
golden—he may well have considered
that he should have been silent when
he was over here, because today we
are telling him that he himself knew
that all these procedures were highly
irregular. And in fact, Sir, the Honour-
able the Chief Minister himself made an
Adjournment speech. 1 am only moving
a Moticn. But the Chief Minister him-
self in fact made a full Adjournment
speech on this issue.

Tuan Speaker: On the Budget?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, pertaining to the
Budget. And T am reading this carefully.
But I have been misled by him actually.
As 1 said, we learn from the mistakes
of the: Chief Minister. He thinks we
learn from him. But we learn from his
mistakes. Well, he says here-—according
to him this is by way of an aside—that
on the 28th of April, 1966, this House
passed an amendment—No.l of 1966.
And the Amendment he refers to is the
very amendment that gave the powers
to the State to take over the Council.
He said ‘on the 28th April;” but accor-
ding to my records and the records of
this House—but perhaps the Chief
Minister has a better record—it was
the 23rd of March, 1966. Anyway we
do not take it very seriously. But the
Chief Minister here, Sir, has stressed
the point whether the then Chief Minis-
ter was accounfable to Ex. Co. or
accountable to this House. And he had
a very heated argument with the Legal
Adviser at that time. He had a hard
time too. And here is the point. I
would like to read with your permis-
sion.

Tuan Speaker: If it pertains to the
Budget.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, it pertains to the
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Budget estimates:

“I will defer to the views of the Legal
Adviser in Court, but as far as the
Legislative Assembly is concerned I
believe that we are a body responsible
for legislation. My opinion may not
carry the weight of the Honourable the
Legal Adviser, but T am here perfectly
at full liberty and within constitutional
rights to express my opinion about the
legislation in this State. So I wish, Sir,
that without further interruption I be
allowed to carry my point to its logical
conclusion.

Sir, if we look at the Municipal Ordi-
nance of the City Council, there are
references within; for example, under
Section 57, Statistics—The Governor-
in-Council must be informed. Estimates
of revenue of the City Council should
be submitted to the Governor-in-
Council,”

These are his own words

“which means the State Ex. Co.—
changed now to the State Ex. Co.”

I don’t understand; but this is the record.
“But, Sir, there are large sections of the
Municipal Ordinance under which
the authority in charge of the Munici-
pality or the City Council has no need
to refer to the Ex. Co. It is because of
this that I contend that it is invidious
for a matter which is under the autho-
rity of the Chief Minister; and, Sir, our
own Assembly had considered this
possibility because it doesn’t say that
the Chief Minister should automatically
be the authority of the City Council.
It provides for the fact that other
persons—such person or persons apart
from the Chief Minister—may also be
appointed to be the authority of the
City Council. It is invidious, I say, Sir,
for the Chief Minister, who is the head
of the State Ex. Co. to come to us and
say that he is directly answerable to the
State Ex. Co. of which he is in command.
Sir, I maintain that it is desirable for us
to look into the possibility whereby
amendments could be made to enable
the Chief Minister or persons responsible
for the running of the City Council
during its suspended State to be respon-
sible directlv to the State Legislative
Assembly.”
That is precisely what I am asking for.
But T am not going to the extent of
asking for everything, Sir. I am a bit
more reasonable. I am only asking for
the budget. And he says,
“I notice the Honourable the Legal
Adviser is shaking his head, but that
is our view.”
And he says a lot of things, Sir, which
I would not like to quote because the

Chief Minister may not be happy. And
this is in fact the last debate. We
would like to end it on a happy note.

Toan Speaker: Have you finished
quoting?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Well, yes.

Dewan ditangguhkan pada jam 6.00
petang.

Dewan bersidang semula pada jam
6.15 petang.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan);: Mr Speaker, Sir, the
Honourable the Chief Minister himself,
when he was at this side of the House,
even questioned the legality of the then
Chief Minister for carrying on as he
did. Therefore we on this side of the
House cannot but also be guided by the
views that he presented at that time
because of his vast experience. We can-
not allow a thing to go wrong also.
Mr Speaker, Sir, if T were to refer to
every single one of these budgets of the
other Local Councils, including the
cne I referred to earlier of the
Majlis Daerah Tengah I could be
accused of not knowing. But I use this
as an example. Anyone would see,
Sir. that the provisions of the City
Council Budgets are more intricate—
the estimates are more enormous than
even that of the State—because these
items are in minute detail: provisions
of all sorts of facilities—and every con-
ceivable aspect pertaining to the City.
Surely there are things that must be
brought up before they are adopted.
This is the only democratic way. But
unfortunately that is not done.
Although we are Legislative Assembly-
men of this State, most of us represent
the population of the City itself. When
most of us utilise the facilities of the
City then what happens to this City
by and large effects the State because
of the vast majority of the people living
in the City itself. For example, for an
item like Urban Development—
although the Honourable the Chief
Minister talks about it in the Governor’s
speech—it is under the City Council.
And here it is stated: The estimated
expenditure for 1973 is $500,000. 1 do
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not know what this particular urban
reference leads to—whether it is urban
development in the sence of urban
renewal or otherwise. Without a debate
in this House nobody is going to query
the Chief Minister as to how he is
going to develop urban areas with
$500,000, which is not even enough
to construct a building. And we hear
of this multi-million-dollar Urban
Renewal Programme for Penang
Road/Prangin Road/Maxwell Road/
Magazine Road announced sometime
ago by experts. These things directly
reflect on the State and the City. But
what do we know about it? 1 say that
what the Chief Minister said when he
was here is right. We are wasting our
time on the State Budget if this kind
of things which in fact go to millions
are not even allowed to be debated in
this House. And it is a shame that it
has to be a Member of the Opposition
to bring this to the House. And I will
be the first to admit that we cannot do
justice to this Budget. We cannot
because we do not have the facilities;
neither do we really have the personnel
to go into it. Then we must be guided
by the Government in the State as to
what it intends to do, and so forth.
But here again it clearly indicates a
state of mind that the Government is
quite unprepared to conduct the affairs
of the City in a democratic manner.

For example, Sir, allocations in
connection with extensions of roads
under the City Engineer’s Department.
These are all very important matters.
How are we going to determine, I ask
the Chief Minister, whether these
allocations are sufficient; whether such
and such a road should be or should not
be extended, or re-metalled or lighted,
or so on and so forth. Previously, when
the Standing Orders were drafted our
question time was intended for a debate
of the State Legislative Assembly,
where the Members would be querying
the Government basically about State
matters, in view of the Constitution,
some aspects pertaining to the Council.
But today it can be seen from the
type of questions that have been sent
in from all Members here right down
to the other end that there are a lot

of questions pertaining to the Local
Authorities. And in three hours ‘How
can you do justice to this type of thing?’
we would like to ask. And Members
are fighting against cach other to ask
questions, and to see who is the first
to submit the questions, and get away
with the questions. But this is not the
way, Sir. To ask question about the
City Council alone, 1 think, will take
more, than three hours; not to say
asking questions about the whole State,
plus the City Council and the other
Local Authorities.

Sir, the affairs of the City Council in
its collection of revenue, in its expen-
diture, affect almost everybody who
utilises the City as the centre of all
activity. As T’ve said, this is only by
way of an example, because if I were
to refer to the other budgets we would
take quite a long time. But the point
is that all these activities affect all of
us here. For example, the City and the
people of Penang would like to know
what is going on with the City Trans-
port Department on which a lot of talk
has been had in the past. Is it making
ends meet? Is it improving? We do not
see improvements in the facilities. Is
it balancing its budget? Is it now pull-
ing its own weight since the Chief
Minister took over? That is something
we do not know. And 1 accuse the
Chief Minister quite happily for not
allowing the people of Penang to know.
This is not, I emphasise, his private
estate. There are other matters pertai-
ning to maintenance of road as pro-
vided under the budget. We do not see
and do not understand why year by year
the City Council is quite happy collect-
ing assessments into its general revenue,
and on the other hand quite prepared
to neglect all the roads that have been
surrendered to the Local Authorities.
The problem—and this applies to all
the Local Authorities—is that these
roads are ready for surrender, but the
State Government and the Local Autho-
rities under the Chief Minister are not
prepared to take over these roads. It
is as simple as that. There is no point
coming to this House and say that this
is the responsibility of private deve-
lopers. This is the responsibility of the
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Local Council which colilects house
assessments. What are these house
assessments which we collect in Fettes
Park and in various places in the City
for, if not to be utilised and to be given
back to the owners of these houses by
providing them with proper lighting
and road signs, and repairing their
roads in Glugor and Fettes Park? How
can you allow this, Sir, when you collect
revenue, and allow these pot-holes to
be there? I would invite the Chief
Minister to take a ride to Fettes Park
and to Tanjong Bungah, and see the
pot-holes for himself—big pot-holes
right in the middle of the road. And
this is advertisement to the world,
especially in Fettes Park where
foreigners are staying, that that is how
we run out City and our Local Coun-
cils. That is a shame. And yearly you
collect revenue! You have the cheek
to collect house assessments; and yet
you do not provide the facilities. I say
that it is high time the State Authority
under the Chief Minister administering
the Local Councils set up a committee
to look into this: as to whether it is
high time. Sir, after four years of
Government, that the State Authority
and the Local Councils take up the
responsibility for all these roads that
are surrendered to them. It is a ques-
tion of whether or not you are prepared
to take it up. Don’t say that it is private
property. And I say that we should
take it up. And it is only in the Budget
debates that we can continually come
to this House and ask the Government
whether it has done all this. We cannot
do it unless there is a Budget debate.
And 1 say that if this is the pattern of
things I am afraid that we will have
to move Budget debates in this House.
And 1 think it is a shame. This is
nothing political. This is moved solely
in the interest of the State of Penang;
And T hope that the Honourable the
Chief Minister will see it in that light.
I had a suspicion that if I'm kind to
him—and I'm trying to be kind—
perhaps he himself may feel the way
we feel. T do not know whether these
sentiments expressed in 1967 were
sincere sentiments of a sincere man,
speaking for what he believed in when

he was over here. But was it just poli-
tiking? T don’t think I should say that
it must be, because he had no anti-
cipation that he would be a Chief
Minister today unless he is a sorcerer.
But if that were so these were expres-
sions of belief, Sir. And perhaps, to be
fair with him, he may be restrained
by office today because of coalition.
The Alliance is not very happy about
the Local Councils. But I say we are
prepared to take the initiative. And
we are prepared to take the brickbats
from the Alliance for moving this kind
of thing. And if it need be we will
yearly move for Budget debates in this
House if that is the only way. 1f we do
so now as a token, I think the Govern-
ment should take the initiative. And
I think there is relatively no harm in
having a debate over the Budget
because this is the chance for the
Government to explain its policies. I
know there is a tendency to hold the
cards close to the chest. But let us
administer this State in a manner that
the people had elected us to do. And
the people did elected the Gerakan
Government for a just and democratic
Government; to do away with all the
usurpation of power in this State. And
the best way to do it, in view of the
fact that, o.k., the elections are suspen-
ded, is to bring the Budgets to this
House. It is gazetted, Sir. Every Mem-
ber who is entitled to the Government
Gazettes receives these things. But, Sir,
don’t you think that it is prudent for
the Government to have some degree
of scrutiny over its budgetary provi-
sions, plus other administrative matters
pertaining to the State. 1 would like
to have your permission to give an
example. T would like to invite the Le-
gal Advisor to correct me if 'm wrong.
I'm not learned in administrative
matters. Sir, 1 would like to learn.
Sometimes we learn. I may not be the
first son of the first son of the first son.
It would be interesting to know whether
it is the first son of the first daughter
of the first daughter too. But then that
does not matter. We also learn. On
the other hand we hope we learn from
people who deserve to be learnt from;
not from people who make mistakes.
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We are not going to learn from their
mistakes.

Sir, I refer to this matter of public
interest—1I think you will bear with
me—in connection with the Majlis
Daerah Tengah, Seberang Perai. Correct
me if 'm wrong. I am always open to
correction by the Chief Minister or
whoever else in the Government ben-
ches. This Gazette Notification, Sir, is
dated the 24th May, 1973. That is why
we are ignorant about budgetary provi-
sions; and we are ignorant of the
administration of the City Council,
although we have these local councils
under our administration under the
9th Schedule of the Federal Constitu-
tion. Let the Legal Advisor correct me
if I'm wrong. I feel that something is
wrong here. 1 read here: The District
Council Central, Province Wellesley,
ftinerant Hawkers Amendment By-
Laws of 1972. This is an exercise of
the By-Laws in connection with
licences. It says here: In exercise of the
powers conferred by section 195 of the
Municipal Ordinance the following
By-Laws have been passed by the
District Council at a Special Meeting
of the Council held on the 31st October,
1972, and are published under section
58 (4) of the said Ordinance prior to
confirmation and sanction by the State
Authority. These By-Laws may be
cited as the District Council Itinerant
Hawkers (gangguan).

Taan Speaker: Just a moment. How
do you relate these By-Laws with the
Budget?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): This is under the licen-
sing, Sir. T am trying to bring this to
the attention of the Legal Advisor-—
whether there is anything pertinent
thereto. The point I am trying to make
is this: According to this Legal Noti-
fication dated the 10th of May, 1973,
Sir, T think this is an exercise of powers
by the Pihak Berkuasa Majlis Daerah
Tengah dated the 10th of May, 1973.
Note the point I'm trying to make. 1
am open to correction here. But here
again, Sir, I refer back to the previous
reference I made in connection with
the Majlis Daerah Tengah too. And we

see, Sir, that this Order reverting all
the functions back to the Chief Minister
shall take effect from the Ist of January,
1973. This is dated the 27th December,
1972; and this is signed under the Clerk
of the Executive Council, Penang.
Under this with effect from Ist January,
1973——correct me if I'm wrong
(gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: 1 think, Honourable
Member, you have made your point
very nicely if your Motion had not
stood as it stands.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): No, Mr Speaker, Sir. 1
am trying to explain why the affairs of
the Administration would be better
controlled.

Tuan Speaker: That is exactly what
is stressed here. Your Motion is not
referring to the Administration. You
are trying to put forward arguments as
to why the Budget of the Council should
be debated in this Assembly. You have
made your point very clear—that one
man himself tends to be autocratic,

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Nor, Sir, I think I have
not used the word ‘autocratic’ yet. 1
may use it later.

Tuan Speaker: You have made your-
self very clear.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan);: No, I think the word
may not be ‘autocratic.” Perhaps ‘liable
to mistakes,” Sir. The point I am trying
to raise here is that I think there is a
mistake—I stand to be corrected—
because 1 see here that with effect from
1st January, 1973, the powers have been
transferred to the Chief Minister. And
yet, Sir, by this Notification you your-
self as the Pengerusi of the Authority
are here to exercise the powers.

Taean Speaker: But that has nothing
to do with the Budget.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): That I wonder, Sir. That
is only in passing. I mean this cut and
thrust of debate.
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Tuan Speaker: That is right. You
have made your point very clear in
your talk so far—that the Budgets of
all these Councils should not be in the
hands of only one person. It should be
debated more likely by more people.
And you went so far as to say that at
least three people were better than one.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, yes, precisely. That
is right. And I have illustrated.

Tuan Speaker: Many illustrations
have been put forward. And all those
points have been well delivered, and
well taken. And T do hope you will go
on to fresh points.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Thank you, Sir.

The point 1 am trying to make is—
and T am departing from this— that this
kind of errors do arise. I think it is an
error; but I stand to be corrected by the
Penasihat Undang-undang. Sir, this
kind of things happen. And only God
knows how many more of these things
are happening. And if it happens to be
administrative matters it is one thing.
If it happens to be the Budget, Sir—
$45 million of money pertaining to
the State—-can we really have confi-
dence that one man who is to sit here
the whole day, perhaps uncomfortably,
listening to the people can have in his
mind all the five Councils of this State?
I doubt it, Sir. Perhaps a super-human.

Tuan Speaker: You have made your
point very clear.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes. So, Sir, #re here
on this side of the House hope that the
matters which we have raised will find
determination in a proper forum in
this State until such time as elections
are held. That is the point which we
have to make in our Motion. We are
not trying to usurp the powers of the
Local Councils indefinitely. And it 1s,
1 say, not an obstruction. We want
proper controls over the finances of this
State. And we can’t have proper control
so long as one man—in the words of
the Chief Minister-—controls it without
being accountable to the Assembly.

And 1 would like to sincerely ask the
Chief Minister whether he really
believes that what he is doing now is
right; is at all satisfactory; is at all
proper; is at all legal. I think there is
a grave doubt, Sir, whether everything
is proper in the State. Therefore, Sir, it
is not surprising that yesterday, for
instance—and this is by the side, if
you will allow me because I had no
chance to say it—that the Municipal
Ordinance Amendment Bill was with-
drawn unceremoniously; and there is
no indication that a proper forum would
have been able to deal with this matter.
Why suddenly the Chief Minister with-
drew the amendment? God only knows.
He is not prepared to tell us. I am
sure it is not 110 mistakes inside there.
Some other reason. There you are.

So, Mr Speaker, Sir, even if the Ketua
Menteri was honest for a moment in
believing that the Councils cannot be
restored to the people he would and
he should in the spirit of the letter of
his elections pledge, and the stand of
several years of a man who has devoted
the better half of his life to politics
until this day, not only account to the
Legislative Assembly, but allow the
Legislative Assembly of Penang, the
supreme body of the State, to deliberate
over the financial policy and adminis-
trative affairs of the Local Authorities
and the City Council. That is, I say, if
he were sincere. But, in rounding up,
Sir, we on this side of the House do
really doubt that sincerity because
although the Ketua Menteri has made
a pledge to the poeple to restore demo-
cracy to the Local Councils he has
acted to the contrary. Although it is
within the powers of the State Govern-
ment to restore democratic practice and
control over the Councils he has
refused. Although it is within the Cons-
titutional powers of the State Legisla-
tive Assembly to question and investi-
gate the running of the Local Councils
the Chief Minister has seen fit to
obstruct and even evade questioning
in this House. And although the State
Government could have on its own
brought the respective Budgets to the
Assembly for consideration the Chief
Minister has failed; and preferred to
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act in a dictatorial and, Sir, in your
words, autocratic manner. In the light,
Sir, of disturbing tendencies and admi-
nistrative malpractices patent to the
public, and the continued insistence on
running the Councils as the, personal
estates of the Chief Minister, we on
this side of the House—the D.AP.—
now take the only logical step, Sir—
and, T might add, the only constructive
step—by bringing up this Motion in
order that the Chief Minister can live
up to his words. Only to allow the
Chief Minister to live up to his words.
Nothing else. And we feel, Sir, that
this Motion should not only have the
support of this side of the House, but
of right-thinking and responsible and
democratic Members of this House,
irrespective of their affiliations, and
the support of those who are concerned
with the restoration and the perpetua-
tion of the democratic controls over
Local Government in this State. We,
Sir, are here upholding none other
than the concept as pronounced by the
Chief Minister of “no taxation without
representation.” And T hope, Sir, that
as I had indicated earlier, what we
hear as rumours outside will not become
a fact in days to come—that is to say,
the restructuring of the Councils; and
that the vesting of their control, bud-
geting or otherwise, will not fall into
undemocratic hands. In other words,
we hope, Sir, that it will not be a
nominated Council. That, we know,
is the feeling of the Federal Govern-
ment; and perhaps even the thinking
of the Ketua Menteri. But I will draw,
in conclusion, the Chief Minister’s
attention, Sir, to a Motion of this
House itself. Now, Sir, a Motion of this
House cannot be lightly treated. And,
I say, more so a Motion of this House
as amended by the Chief Minister him-
self. The Chief Minister must amend
a Motion in this House calling upon
the Federal Government and the
Minister of Technology, Research and
Local Government to expedite, Sir, the
holding of free elections for the Local
Councils. And 1 say that the Chief
Minister, not only having amended that
Motion and having moved the amend-
ment successfully, and that Motion
having been carried in this House, is

bound, Sir, to carry out the mandate
of this House. And it would be
shocking, Sir, to the people of this
State if we were to learn one fine mor-
ning that the administration of the
Local Councils had been handed to
Members of the Government, and when
we hear of Mayors walking around this
Assembly—Members of the Govern-
ment without free elections.

Therefore, Sir, it is in the spirit of
the Constitution itself, and in regard
to our duties as Assemblymen that we
on this side of the House do not believe
in walking out for the sake of walking
out. We will walk out to protest
undemocratic and unjust suspension.
But we do not walk out to evace our
responsibilities to the House nor to
the people. And here, Sir, is where we
differ from Members of the Govern-
ment. When they were in oppo-
sition they were only prepared to
walk out. We are prepared to take one
extra step to allow the Government
in power to have the opportunity to
prove that it is not undemocratic; that
it is not dictatorial. And 1 extend this
opportunity to none other than the
Ketua Menteri himself who has taken
this stand. And I ask him as a man of
honour who hopes to be a representa-
tive of the people of Penang to support
this Motion. And if he refuses to
support this Motion to give, Sir, patent
and weighty reasons why he cannot
support his very own stand; what
circumstances have changed in this
couniry and in this State for him to
change not only from the stand hs
took in this House in 1967 and 1968 but
from his own Manifesto. and there-
fore, in that spirit, Sir, T hope that the
majority of the Members of the Govern-
ment who are absent here today will
be able to account satisfactorily, espe-
cially those who have a record in this
House as to their stand. And I hope
the Ketua Menteri will avail himself
of this opportunity. And let it not be
said that by default and by sheer
majority alone, before the argument,
this Motion has been defeated. We are
not afraid of being defeated in the
Motion. What we are afraid of, Sir, is
that the people of Penang will find it
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a shame if the Government they elected,
no matter how unpopular it has
become, has not only become un-
popular but seen to be unjust, and seen
to be unable, Sir, to defend its policies.

Tuan Speaker: Any seconder?

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Tuan Speaker, saya mohon
menyokong.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Tuan Speaker, saya
minta izin supaya bercakap dalam
Bahasa Inggeris.

Tuan Speaker, I support this Motion.
And to be very brief I will just list out
the points why I support the Motion.
Mr Speaker, Sir, first point No. (1):
We all have to consider the functions
of Councils. The functions of all Coun-
cils, especially in the rural districts,
concern and affect the life of everybody
in the district. And therefore all the
people in the district are very anxious
to know what the Council would do
for them, and what is going on in the
Councils. And therefore, if the Budgets
of these Councils could be brought into
this Assembly for debate then we as
the elected Members of the districts
can tell the people what the Council
can do for them; and what the Council
will be doing for them in future. And
we may be able to defend what the
Council had done before.

Point No. (2), Tuan Speaker: The
Administrator of the Councils, who is
the Honourable the Chief Minister, now
could be greatly benefited if he would
bring the Budget into this House for
debate because during the time of
debate we the clected Members, who
are always in contact with the people
in our districts, would always like to
bring criticisms and suggestions to the
Honourable the Chief Minister as the
Administrator of the Councils.

Mr Speaker, point No. (3): As
elected Members we have a duty and
responsibility to tell the people what
is happening in the Councils, and what
the Councils can do for them. And
therefore it is helping the elected

Members of this House to discharge
the duty and responsibility given to
us, Sir, towards our electorate.

Point No. (4) (gangguan).
Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member

from Bagan Ajam, do you have many
points?

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I have 8 points. Be-
cause I go on very briefly it will not
take very much time of the House.

Tuan Speaker: Let me ask you a
question, if you have got very few
points, It is the last day of our meeting,
we hope. But all these points have been
brought up by the Honourable Member
from Kelawel; so you must blame him
for bringing up all the points that had to
be brought up (ketawa). I don’t think
anybody else should by then be able
to speak, because all the points have
been brought up. But if you have a
few points let us carry on.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Yes, only a very few
points. And I will try to be very brief.
And, of course, Mr Speaker, you will
appreciate that as an elected Member
of that place I shall be failing in my
duty if I do not have the views of the
people in my Constituency. And
although it may be a certain amount
of repeating what the previous speaker
has said, we arc only doing our duty.
So I hope you will appreciate that.

Point No. (4): We are aware, as well
as the Honourable the Chief Minister
himself is aware, that the City Trans-
port Department is making losses
every year. And the losses secem
to mount up every year, Sir—to some-
thing like $40.000 to $120,000 now-
adays. Mr Speaker, Sir, my point is
this. If the Budget could be brought
into this House for debate, we the
elected Members who are also gaining
experience from our own people in our
Constituency may bring up certain
suggestions, criticisms, or some ways
to improve the efficiency of the Trans-
port Department. And when the
efficiency of the Transport Department
is brought up then, of course, it will
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follow that the losses will be reduced;
or perhaps profit may come in which
will create a historical event in the
State Government.

Tuan Speaker: There may also be
traffic congestion (ketawa).

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): This is a new point,
I hope. Mr Speaker, Sir, now that the
Honourable Chief Minister is thinking
so much about the State Transport
Consortium, and it is very important
that the efficiency of the City Transport
Department must be really shaken up,
and until such time that the Honour-
able Chief Minister, as the Adminis-
trator of the City Council, can manage
the City Transport Department under
his direct charge—can manage it pro-
perly, and can increase its efficiency—
I do not think the people of Penang
can put any more trust in the State
Government to run that kind of Trans-
port Consortium. So in this respect I
really feel that the Honourable the
Chief Minister must bring in the City
Council Budget for debate. And until
such time we should forget the idea
of State Transport Consortium because
it will be messed up again like the City
Transport Department.

Mr Speaker, Sir, point No. (5): This
is a new point (ketawa); and it is about
a scavenging contract in Province
Wellesley North. Well, T have submitted
a question asking about the details of
scavenging contract terms and condi-
tions, and tenders, and so on, and so
forth. T asked the question because I
have been confronted too many times
by people in my constituency saying
that there is a certain amount of favou-
ritism in awarding this scavenging con-
tract to the former Gerakan chief in
Bagan. Of course, I cannot confirm
whether it is true or not. But I promised
them that I would ask the questions.
And if I got the answers I would tell
them whether it is true or not true. If
the Budget is brought into this
Assembly for debate then I can ques-
tion this matter in this Assembly; and
I can tell them with no uncertainty how
this matter is done. And if this is not
done I do not know how to give my

people the answer because 1 myself do
not know anything about this scaven-
ging contract. Is it true that this con-
tract is being awarded to the former
Gerakan Chairman of Bagan Division
with a certain amount of favouritism?

Point No. (6): Tuan Speaker, Sir,
this also concerns my district, the Pro-
vince Wellesley North District Council.
I heard from people in my constituency
that a very, very active Gerakan mem-
ber has been employed as an Adminis-
trative Assistant. I do not know how
true it is. And rumours and complaints
are also going around the town that
this very active Gerakan member has
discharged his duty with a certain
amount of favouritism to Gerakan
members. I do not know how true it
is. But unless we have a Budget debated
in this House (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: If there is a Budget
debated in this House how do you
think that would be solved?

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): In that case we can
ask the Honourable the Chief Minister
during the time of the Budget whether
it is trne or not; whether there is any
special favouritism accorded to Gera-
kan members in Butterworth.

Tuan Speaker: I don’t think we
should delay Budget business with the
behaviour of officers and gifts. If that’s
true complaints can easily be made
through other channels.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Alright, Mr Speaker,
Sir. I now go on to point (7).

Mr Speaker, Sir, the Honourable the
Chief Minister has elaborated this
morning the services of the Council
to the public, for example, maintenance
of the drains. And I must thank the
Honourable the Chief Minister for
informing me that this is the job of
the Council. 1 thought it was a job of
Drainage and Irrigation Department.
And I say, “Thank 'you very much for
telling me that” If the Budget is
debated in this House that kind of
mistake would not have happened.



493

And again, services to the public
in the respective districts. Mr Speaker,
Sir, as I said in my point No. (1), the
functions of the Council affect the
life of everybody. And therefore when
the Budget is brought into this House
for debate we will have a chance to
suggest to the Government or to the
Administrator of the Council how best
we can serve the people in our respec-
tive districts.

Tuan Speaker: I agree with you,
Honourable Member.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): I hope that is very
clear.

Tuan Speaker: That point has been
repeated by you twice; and stressed
many times and very vociferously by
the mover of the Motion. So I think
you can leave out that point.

ARhli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Thank you very much,
Mr Speaker.

Now I come to the last point. I do
not think that point has been mentioned
by the previous speaker. It is about
town planning.

Mr Speaker, Sir, there has been a
long battle in Butterworth involving
the people living in the housing estate.
And I think you yourself are also aware
of that fact. There is something going
on between the people who stay in that
housing estate and a factory over there.
Mr Speaker, Sir, none of these people
are to be blamed because the only per-
son that can be blamed is the ‘Council.’
Why the Council allow that factory
there; and at the same time allowed
that housing estate to go in by the side
of the factory?

Tuan Speaker: But if you debate the
Budget here would that sort of thing
have been stopped?

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Certainly we could make
a suggestion that this Planning
Department should be more care-
ful, because this type of incident had
already happened in Prai before.
Long Dbefore this factory came

in they complained of the dust
and the air pollution in Prai. So that
should have been a lesson to the Coun-
cil. But here, because the Council itself
made another mistake, there is a
quarrel between the factory on one
side and the people who stay in that
housing estate on the other side.

Tuan Speaker: When did that take
place? When was the factory con-
structed; and when were the houses con-
structed? During the time of the
0.AC.?

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): That I do not know,
unless we have the Budget debated
in this House. (Ketawa). You are asking
me a question. And only the
Administrator of the Council would
know. And it is my duty also
to tell my eclectorate how this
thing happen. Now, with the Bud-
get debated in this House we can hear
from the Honourable the Chief Minis-
ter how the thing happened. And then
we can go back and tell our electorates.
Our duty is to convey the ideas of the
Government to the people, and bring
the ideas of the people to the Govern-
ment. This is our responsibility and
our duty.

Tuan Speaker: That would be per-
fectly good for administration. But in
the Budget debate you won’t get all
these things.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): In the Budget debate
we can find out more facts and figures;
and the date, and so on. And then may-
be the Administrator would be . . . .

(gangguany).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Bagan Ajam, you do not have to
wait for the Budget debate to get the
dates. You can easily walk into the
Council office and get the date when it
was constructed. It is as simple as that.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Mr Speaker, Sir, during
the course of debate we may know a
lot of facts and figures, and all the
incidents that led to what had happened.
And therefore it is quite important. If
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the Tuan Speaker holds the view that
if you want to know anything you go
to the Council, or if you want to know
anything about the State Government
vou just go into the Government offices
and find out, then there is no need for
us to meet here. Mr Speaker, Sir, with
all due respect to you I am arguing my
point.

Tuan Speaker: I am only referring
to things like, when the building was
constructed. Surely the Council can tell
you that without waiting for the end of
the year to come to have the Budget
debate.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Tuan Speaker, Sir, in
any case I have already concluded all
the points. (ketawa)

Tuan Speaker: As I have told you,
we are having a very nice session.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): And I hope that all
the points I brought up would help the
House to decide whether or not the
projects of all the Councils should be
brought up to this House for debate.
And I sincerely hope that all Members
would really, apart from partisanship,
support this Motion. Thank you very
much.

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Diper-
tua, saya mohon izin cakap sedikit
dalam Bahasa Inggeris.

Mr Speaker, Sir, I have listened to
this very long disposition by the
Honourable Member from Kelawei on
a Motion which is not moved. I had
the opportunity, just to while away my
time, just to look at a dictionary. And
it so happened—honestly just happened.
The Honourable Member for Kelawei
does not believe me when things
happen, because he will say that I
am planning things. But his speech
which is not a new and trendy one is
one which we call a peripatetic speech
which dalam Bahasa dictionary ini
berkeliling dari satu tempat ke tempat
lain, That is what the speech actually
was. Just to show to you, I opened one
page. It happened to be quite interes-
ting because ada lagi satu perkataan

di dalam Bahasa Malaysia ialah ke-
lakar. Ini pun serupa dalam Bahasa
Inggeris ‘peripatetic, dan ‘persiflage’,
and happened to be all under ‘p’. That
is how I came to it.

I think the Honourable Member for
Kelawei has taken a lot of the time of
this House to bring out a matter which
he has brought out, as I said, on
several occasions. Let us examine his
Motion in exact words, dalam bahasa,
“Bahawa sehingga masa yang Ahli-
ahli Majlis bagi Majlis Bandaraya
George Town; Majlis Daerah Luar
Bandar, Maijlis Daerah Utara, Butter-
worth; Majlis Daerah Tengah, Bukit
Mertajam; dan Majlis Daerah Selatan,
Nibong Tebal; dipilih oleh orangramai
kelak, Ketua Menteri mestilah mem-
bentangkan Belanjawan Tahunan Maj-
lis-majlis itu untuk perbahasan.”

And to make sure, with your permis-
sion we read the Motion as it stands in
English: “That until such time as the
Councillors of the City Council of
Georgetown, ”_that is correct.
“ ... Rural District Council, District
Council North Butterworth, . . .. ”—
that is not quite correct— “ . .. ...
District Council Central Bukit Mer-
tajam . . . . ”—that also, I think, we’ll
allow. “ . ., . . and District Council
South Nibong Tebal are elected by
the people the Chief Minister must
table the annual budget of the Councils
for debate.” So the relative word is
‘must.” And then he went through 3%
hours to say why 1 must, because he
asked me whether I thought or I consi-
dered what is happening today is
proper, satisfactory or legal. Those
were the words.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I wouldn’t wish to
take much time of the House be-
cause quite honestly the transfer
of power to the State Govern-
ment follows the suspension of the
Councils which is in accordance with
the Emergency Suspension of Local
Government Elections Regulations,
1965. And this is a law which has got to
be debated in Parliament. As a matter
of fact the Honourable Member re-
ferred to a speech I made fairly recently
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which is in rebuttal of one of his
colleagues, I note somewhere around
here. Because the Honourable Member
could not then reply to me satisfactorily
he has asked his colleague, the Member
for Kelawei, to take it up. But the
question of election to the Council is a
matter that should be debated at Parlia-
ment. And the question of suspension
of the Councils or the Local Govern-
ment Elections is a matter that should
be debated in Parliament. That is the
proper place, Sir. Because of the
emergency suspension of the Local
Government Elections Regulations,
1965, transfer of powers was effected
under Section 398B of the Municipal
Ordinance.

The Honourable Member in the
course of his speech made one interes-
ting point which I think Honourable
Members of this House would like to
know. He asked: How could this power
be transferred first to the Chief Minis-
ter, then to several persons, to Members
of the Exco., and then back to the
Chief Minister? But towards the end
of his speech when I came back to this
House he said I was bold enough, or
that I had taken courage to come to
this House. Sir, I assure the Member
for Kelawei that I am not afraid of
him. That demonstrates two things:
First, the application of this Federal
Act fell upon the State Government,
and the State Government acted accor-
dingly to 398B. And 398B allowed
this appointment of various members
in the Government. That shows further
that the Government in our State
sekarang ada tunjuk chance—sekali
adalah semangat tanggungjawab ber-
sama atau to demonstrate the spirit of
collective responsibility; and there-
fore matters can be handled by my
colleagues in the Government. Earlier
in another debate in this House I had
already indicated that with this vast
amount of work going on in
the State, with this enormous
push, T have never myself claimed
absolute credit or absolute auto-
cracy. Here we practise democracy;
and we practice it fully. And the degree
of sharing of responsibility, sharing
of work, exchange of ideas constantly

goes on. The fact that we come here
to debate this Motion is also a demons-
tration of parliamentary democracy
in action. So the Honourable Member
from Kelawei need not try to impose
that we are not democratic. We are
democratic enough to take this matter
up because the Honourable Member
for Kelawei, not having very much
substance to go by to support his
Motion, had to talk round and round
sebab itulah peripatetic—dalam per-
kataan—in this dictionary by chance.
And as usual, whenever he is short of
points he reads back the Proceedings
of this House, particularly things that
I have said before in the course of
years. And 1 would say that I like very
much to see the Honourable Member
for Kelawei reading things that I men-
tioned before; and I hope that he learns
from them. And being a very ungene-
rous person at times he has told this
House that he learns from my mistakes.
Mr Speaker, Sir, that I hope too is a
good thing because one sometimes
does make mistakes. And when some-
body younger learns from the mistakes
that one makes, and makes an improve-
ment on it, it is a good thing. But don’t
for heaven’s sake make a mistake where
no mistake occurs. You see, if you
really want to learn, be it the first son
or the first daughter, of the first daugh-
ter, or otherwise, do learn carefully.
And where no mistakes occur do not
try to make a mistake out of it.

Sir, in actual fact the manner where-
by the present situation prevails is
perfectly proper and perfectly legal.
The annual Budgets of all the five
Local Councils in the State are prepared
in accordance with the provisions of
Section 46 of the Municipal Ordinance.

Sir with your permission: ‘The
President—which of course now has
got to be interpreted—shall in every
year prepare a Budget containing an
estimate of the available municipal
revenue for the next ensuing year an
estimate of all balances, if any , exclu-
sive of moneys raised by loan which
will be available for ordinary expen-
diture at the commencement of the next
ensuing year, an estimate . . . . . > Sir,
I think Section 46 of the Municipal
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Ordinance stands. I needn’t try to
waste the time of the House as the
Honourable Member for Kelawei does.
It is prepared in accordance with the
provisions of Section 46 of the Muni-
cipal Ordinance, and submitted to the
State Authority for approval under
Section 47. Sir, I do not think I have
to read it. We must presume that
Honourable Members are in possession
of the Gazettes and do read. It is clear
thus that the Budgets of all the Coun-
cils, including the City Council, are
outside the control of this House. No
useful purpose therefore would be
achieved by tabling such Budgets in
this House for debate. As the Honour-
able Member for Kelawei is aware, the
Local Authorities in the State are
administered in accordance with the
provisions of the Municipal Ordinance,
Chapter 133: All Budgets of the Coun-
cils are passed in accordance with the
provisions of the Municipal Ordinance.
To ask for the Budgets to be tabled
in this House is in fact asking the
Government to do what the law does
not require the Government so to do.
The Government is satisfied with the
existing system with regard to prepa-
ration and-submission of Annual Bud-
gets by the Local Authorities. Further-
more, I would like to assure the
tHonourable Member for Kelawei that
the Budgets of Councils are only
approved after very careful considera-
tion by the State Authority. Tt is the
considered view of the Government
that the present procedure of presenta-
tion of the Budgets by the Local Autho-
rities shall therefore remain. Mr Spea-
ker, Sir, very briefly I have answered.
The present procedure is appropriate
and legal.

Now, going to the question of
whether it is satisfactory, Mr Speaker
Sir, the Honourable Member for Kela-
wei has one of the liberties remaining
with the Members of the Opposition—
that he can come here and say precisely
what he himself thinks. But taking
into consideration the constraint of
responsibilities, I do not wish therefore
to imply that he is irresponsible. Mr
Speaker, Sir, from my personal point
of view, if I may be allowed to express

a personal point of view, the present
situation as it stands today, leading
to the method of presentation of the
Budgets could perhaps be more satis-
factorily made. But under the present
provisions of the law it is a satisfactory
method of tabling and preparing the
Budgets. Sir, 1 say with all sincerity,
as I have said before in this House that
the Government would wish that the
Federal Authorities at the Parlia-
mentary level would as soon as possible
carry out what has already been
announced by the Minister for Local
Government and Technology following
meetings of the National Council of
Local Government, and also in state-
menis made in Parliament—that the
restructuring of the Councils for the
benefit of the people, and for the better
functioning of these Councils will be
carried out as soon as possible. The
main reason, Sir, why one Bill which
stood under my name did not go
through after the First Reading is a
normal procedure provided for under
our Standing Orders. It was not with-
drawn only except that the Government
decided to take it up to First Reading;
and the Second Reading is postponed
to a subsequent Meeting. Sir, that is all.
It is quite normal, and quite stable. And
the Honourable Member for Kelawei
need not try to insinuate all sorts of
things. The reason really is that the
Federal Authority intends to move two
Bills in a Parliamentary Meeting not
very long from now. Sir, I have to be
very careful of this because I have been
assured many times before that it could
have been moved very much earlier,
but other considerations have to be
taken into mind. But to all intents
and purposes these draft Bills are
already in preparation; and that was
the only reason. Sir may I therefore
briefly re-summarise that the long
speech of the Honourable Member for
Kelawei and the taunted speech by
the Honourable Member for Bagan
Ajam did not bring any case whatso-
ever to support this Motion, or to make
this Motion valid, because in every
way it is proper, it is legal and it is
in accordance with all the laws of our
country to do precisely what the
Government is doing now, But in
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actual fact what the Honourable Mem-
ber for Kelawei is asking us to do is
not what he said—to be democratic
and so on. What he is actually asking
us to do is to act ultra vires to the law;
to be beyond the law, because, Sir, by
quotation he used the word “must.”
So, how must? “Must” because the
D.A.P. thinks so? Because the Honour-
able Member for Kelawei thinks so?
Even though the law does not provide
for it, we must do it because Mr Yeap
Ghim Guan, Member for Kelawei,
says so?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): You forget your walk-
out. You did walk out.

Ketua Menteri: Sir, that is why to
the Honourable Member for Kelawei,
after so many times in this House I
have taught him to be very careful of
my planned pauses for him to come
forward and make a mistake, T have
said, “Please do not make mistake
when no mistake was implied.” Because
at the time in 1967 I made my speech—
I'm reminded by him—as an adjourn-
ment speech; I took my point where
T knew that point could not be answered
by the Chief Minister in the way that
the present Chief Minister is answer-
ing to the Member for Kelawei.

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Tuan Speaker, dengan
izin bercakap dalam Bahasa Inggeris.

I rise to support the Motion put up
by my colleagne on my right, the
Honourable Member for Kelawei.
The Government in 1969 promised the
electorate the restoration of the City
Council of George Town to the people
in its Election Manifesto. In fact . . . .
gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Jelutong, we are debating this
question that until the elections are
restored to these Councils the annual
Budgets be debated in this Assembly;
so please do not go on to the Manifesto
which has been spoken about so many
times before.

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Yes, Sir.

Sir, in every State in the Federation
the right of the people to make repre-
sentations at the local level remains
a lip service. Sir, the present Govern-
ment imitated the previous Chief Minis-
ter, taking a leaf out of the book of
Wong Pow Nee in an egotistic image,
and swallowed the four remaining
Local Councils in the State without
the courtesy of due notice to the public.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Jelutong, that has been very amply
put forward by the mover of the
Motion himself. We should keep our-
selves to fresh points. We don’t want
to repeat the same things.

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Sir, I would like to deal
with a few items as an example of
how all is not necessarily well in the
City Council, and which need explana-
tion from those who run the City Coun-
cil. Sir, under the Budget of the City
Council, Parks and Open Spaces, Dato
Kramat Grounds maintenance is set out
as $9,000 in the 1973 Budget; and
$18,248 for the Esplanade Grounds.
Sir, everyone will agree that Dato
Kramat Grounds is more extensive;
yet the Esplanade costs twice as much
to maintain. Sir, what does this imply?
One implication is that what is claimed
by the Honourable the Chief Minister
regarding the returfing of the Esplanade
Grounds after each Pesta is either mis-
leading or inadequate. So actually the
cost to the ratepayers in the City in
allowing the continual use of the
grounds for the Pesta, it would appear,
comes to more than $8,000. We also
know that after six months the grounds
are not fit for strolling or for games
as the turf has still not been restored.
Why this waste of money, and waste
of amenities? Administrators will
realise the pollution of our City, and
deterioration of our flora. It is impor-
tant to keep public grounds free and
healthy. Thousands of children are
deprived of the facility of a seaside
playground because of the failure of
the City or State Authority to decide
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on a permanent site for the Annual
Pesta, and of a responsible approach
to the utility of the ratepayers.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
for Jelutong, very sorrowfully 1 have
to interrupt you at this stage. We are
debating a Motion to bring the Budget
here for debate. We are not debating
with the Budget itself. If we are deba-
ting the Budget itself you will be
perfectly correct. We are not debating
on the merits of the Budget, but why
this Budget should be passed here.

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): I'm trying to illustrate.

Tuan Speaker: 1 do not think the
House here so lacks the capacity to
understand the point that we need
possibly 20 illustrations to illustrate
one point. T am sure at least 24 illus-
trations have been given by the mover
of the Motion. There has been a lot
of latitude, a lot of repetitions, and
a lot of irrelevancies. Let us keep on
confining ourselves to certain points.
Please carry on.

Ahli Kawasan Jelutong (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Sir, I am going on to a
new point—on the City Budget.

Tuan Speaker: Do not debate the
Budget itself, please—illustration of
how the Budget was this and that. Go
on to new points which you think are
relevant. We do not need further illus-
trations.

Ahli Kawasan Jeluteng (Encik Koay
Boon Seng): Sir, regarding the Motion
put up by my colleague, it is clear
that this debate will determine for
the people who is against consultation
with the people. The developments in
this House and the Councils them-
selves prove beyond any doubt that
this state of affairs, mistakes of one
man, cannot go on. We may be an
island State in many ways; but we have
no room for dictators. To those who
vote against this Motion, let them
bid the people’s condemnation in the
years to come. In taking a stand against
this Motion, the Gerakan—Alliance

Government is showing its true colours.
In this debate, Sir, the people will
see once and for all the insincerity and
the total lack of principle in the utte-
rances of Members of the present
Government, beginning with the Chief
Minister who had sat at this side of the
House and frowned about his concern
over the Alliance taking over the City
Council.

_ Tuan Speaker saya menyokong Usul
ini.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Tuan Spea-
ker, dengan izin:

The Honourable the Chief Minister
earlier spoke on the Motion to table
the Councils’ Accounts in this House.
The participation by the Honourable
the Chief Minister, as expected, was
short. The question is, Mr Speaker,
Sir, why the Ketua Menteri took
only a few minutes to participate in the
debate on this Motion? Simply because
what the Honourable the Chief Minis-
ter referred to as mistakes were In
fact mistakes made during the days of
Wong Pow Nee; and in fact mistakes
which were continually being made till
this present day under the administra-
tion of the present Ketua Menteri. Sir,
the Chief Minister, as usual, prefers to
keep the debate on this Motion to a
few words rather than to labour in it.
The very words which in the earlier
debates he used to advise the Member
for Dhoby Ghaut should in fact be
applied to him now—Silence is golden.
The Honourable the Ketua Menteri is
keeping his golden silence.

Sir, the Ketua Menteri went on to
say it is very legal; and therefore it is
unnecessary to present the Budgets of
the Councils in this House. But if at
all it is legal, if at all it is unnecessary,
why did the Honourable Member for
Kota, right over here in this House,
on this very seat, decide to challenge
the previous administration under
Wong Pow Nee?

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Tanjong Bungah, I must say that
that matter was already brought up.
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Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): It is true,
Tuan Speaker, that this matter has
already been brought up; but it was
brought up in a different angle. What
I am bringing up is from a different
angle.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Tanjong Bungah, may I say that
no matter from which angle you
approach a problem it is not the
point. Let us arm ourselves with Stan-
ding Orders, and let us desist

(gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): 1 was saying
earlier that the Ketua Menteri, as a
Member of the Opposition, insisted on
Council Budgets being tabled in this
House. And now he goes on to say

..... (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Exactly the same
point was made by the mover of the
Motion.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Tuan Spea-
ker, with due respect to you I don’t
think the Honourable Member for
Kelawei had said what 1 am going to
say now.

Tuan Speaker: What you have said
was actually said. If you have some-
thing new to say, please carry on.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): This is new;
so I would like to ask you to interrupt
me less often. (ketawa).

Tuan Speaker: I will not only in-
terrupt you Honourable Member from
Tanjong Bungah. I will stop you from
speaking if you go on with irrelevan-
cies and repetitions, under Standing
Orders.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Sir, I think
I am well covered by the Standing
Order.

Sir, the Honourable Ketua Menteri
said, when he participated in the
dcbate, that there was no necessity
to bring the Budget into this House;
that what the Honourable Member for

Kelawei was merely asking the present
Administration to do was what was
supposed to be illegal. Those were the
words of the Honourable the Chief
Minister. But I would like to ask the
Honourable the Chief Minister where
the money for the 5 Councils—4
District Councils and one City Coun-
cil—come from? Does the money come
from the estate of the Ketua Menteri?
In fact, the money comes from the
people of this State. Sir, the money
got for the Budgets of the 4 District
Councils and the City Council in the
State of Penang, belong to rate-payers
in Penang. All of them . . . (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Even that point,
Honourable Member from Tanjong
Bungah, has been made by the mover.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): The Ketua
Menteri says it is not necessary. 1 am
telling the Ketua Menteri that . . . .
(gangguan).

Tuean Speaker: If a point has been
made, and the Ketua Menteri in his
rebuttal of the Motion said something,
it does not mean that any Member on
this other side can repeat what he said.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Selatan
(Encik Wong Choong Woh): Peraturan
47 (1). Apabila Tuan Speaker bercakap,
Ahli Yang Berhormat sila duduk.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): That is all you can say.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Selatan
(Encik Wong Choong Woh): Saya
harap Tuan Speaker ambil ruling de-
ngan sekeras begitunya.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): We will elect you as the
new Speaker next month,

Tuan Speaker: Let us keep our-
selves cool; and let us keep ourselves
within Standing Orders. We are coming
to the end.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Tuan Speaker, Sir, the
air-conditioning has failed. I am not
sure; but the temperature is rising. I
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think perhaps it is the air-condi-
tioning. We may have to ask the P.W.D,
to look at it.

Tuan Speaker: I don’t think the air-
conditioning has failed.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): I feel rather warm.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): The behavior
of Government Members is expected.
We have always expected this Motion
to be sensitive to Members of the
present Government, particularly to the
front-—benchers—so sensitive that they
have refused throughout the whole
afternoon to be present to listen to the
argument of the Member for Kelawei
during the debate on the Motion. Sen-
sitive particularly for the Member for
Tanjong Barat and the Ketua Menteri.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Barat (Encik
Teh Ewe Lim): Fools.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker Sir, I demand
that the Member for Tanjong Barat
withdraw the word “fools”. He has no
respect for the Chair, T ask you to
make a ruling.

Tuan Speaker: If you used the word
“fools” please withdraw.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Barat (Encik
Teh Ewe Lm): I beg to withdraw.

Tuan Speaker: I think Members
should keep their cool. We are about
to come to the last Motion. It will be a
great pity if Members cannot keep
their cool at this stage.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): We are quite
prepared to be called by any name.
We know the quality of most of the
Members of the front bench. In fact
the Member for Tanjong Barat should
not behave as he had earlier done for
the simple reason that he was the very
Member of this House who got himself
involved when he was sitting right here.
1 see no reason why he should get so
sensitive about it now when he fought
for what we are asking now.

Tuan Speaker: I think that has
nothing to do with the Motion itself,
Honourable Member from Tanjong
Bungah.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Sir, agreed.
It may not have any bearing; but it is
in reply to the kind of behavior that
we witnessed just a few moments ago.

Sir, as T said, regarding the Budgets
of the Councils, far from it being
unnecessary to bring them to this
House, we on this side of the House,
the duly elected Members of the D.A.P.
representing at least 3 constituencies
of the State of Penang involving
hundreds of thousands of citizens in the
State of Penang, because of their desire
to seek supervision over the Budgets
of the Councils in the State of Penang,
are here debating this Motion. Who
else should supervise the budgets if
not by duly elected members of this
House? Public opinion is that these
Budgets must be scrutinised and super-
vised. They are interested to know what
the present Administration is going
to do with their money. They are rate-
payers. They pay the money. They
have the right to know. If we do not
move a motion in this House for Bud-
gets to be tabled in this House then
alternatively we have to urge the
Government in power to have speedy
local elections for the proper and duly
elected Councillors to look after the
finances of the Councils; to look into
the Budgets of the Councils in the
interests of the people; in the interests
of the ratepayers whose money the
Councils are spending, and how they
are spending the money—rightly,
wrongly or otherwise. But with all the
powers and duties vested in the hands
of the Ketua Menteri who is the
Officer Administering the 4 District
Councils and the City Council, and who
has got all the duties that only a super-
man can perform efficiently, we are of
the opinion that unless we assist in
looking into the Budgets, the Ketua
Menteri alone will not be able, though
he may wish to, to efficiently look into
and study the various accounts and
budgets of the 5 Councils in the State
of Penang. And that is why we are
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concerned. And that is why the people
in the State of Penang are concerned.
It is not because we think that the
Ketua Menteri is not efficient; but
because we feel the Ketua Menteri
has assumed duties beyond what a
normal person can assume or can
shoulder. This is what we are arguing
about. For the Ketua Menteri to tell
this House that we are asking for some-
thing that is illegal, then the Ketua
Menteri when he was asking the pre-
vious Administration to do something
that was illegal! It is surprising, Sir,
for the Ketua Menteri who is a very
experienced politician of 20 years or
30 years—while he was here he had
had political experience for 20 years—
to do something which he considers to
be a mistake now when he is sitting
on the Government side. The question
is whether he finds it correct here, or
finds it incorrect there after he has
become the Chief Minister and assumed
all the responsibilities, or whether he
was really politiking while he was
here? This is the question. For the
Ketua Menteri to demonstrate his
sense of hypocrisy while he is opposite
us now is something we least expect.
We sincerely hope that with all his
political experience, and with all his
ability to tongue-twist, he will not
forget . . . (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member
from Tanjong Bungah, I think this is
absolutely irrelevant.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): I am ending,
Sir. T am winding up. We hope that the
Ketua Menteri will . . . . (gangguan).

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Dipertua,
on point of clarification, Sir. I had in
my reply to the Honourable Member
for Kelawei stated precisely what it
meant. If Honourable Members were
to read very carefully what was
expressed previously in 1967—he said
they wanted to find out whether the
Government was fully aware under
what powers they acted—because the
debate terminated the adjournment
speech on that day I was able to get
on and press my point. And now the

Honourable Member from Kelawai
asked how I raised this thing. Sir, T
have indicated precisely and exactly
that the point demonstrates two diffe-
rent issues.

Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah
(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Tuan Speaker,
dengan izin: This is yet another com-
mon twist of the Ketua Menteri who
apparently has got two tongues, or more
tongues. We have for 4 years been ad-
miring the manner in which he twists.
We never hoped and will not hope to
learn from the manner in which he
twists because that is the fastest way
to twist all his political career into
the drain. Sir, I sincerely hope that
with all the abilities and capabilities
of the Ketua Menteri he will look into
this; and study this Motion today care-
fully with a view to presenting the
Budgets of the 4 District Councils and
the City Council when we meet again
in this House. Thank you.

Tuan Speaker: Would you like to
reply?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, of course, Mr Spea-
ker, if there are no other speakers.

Tuan Speaker: 1 think we will keep
within Standing Orders. You should
speak only on observations that have
arisen.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, precisely, the obser-
vations that have arisen during the
course of the debate. I am well aware
that we will be keeping in accordance
with the Standing Orders.

I am very glad—before I go on, I
am summing up—that I have had this
opportunity to speak before you in a
substantial ‘debate, and had the oppor-
tunity to partake in part in other de-
bates. T must say that I appreciate that
you are carrying out a difficult task; and
I hope that our absent Speaker will
not be absent too long because he is
well missed; and I hope that his ailment
will very soon disappear; and I hope
it is not psycho-somatic.
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Mr Speaker, Sir, we in this House
had intended this debate to be moved
in a previous Sitting of the House.
And Honourable Members will recall
that this was in fact on the Order Paper.
But unlike Members of the Govern-
ment, what we put in the Order Paper
we intend to carry out. And if we do not
carry them out it is because of, shall
we say, unforeseen circumstances—cir-
cumstances that are unforeseen on our
part; but certainly, Sir, not unforeseen
on the part of the Government Mem-
bers. It is quite plain, as a result of
my suspension from this House, that
we could not move this debate earlier
than we had intended to. But for the
Chief Minister to say that he had
known about this and that, we have
nothing to say. It is new, Sir. This is
the first time that we move it.

Sir, we on this side of the House
would like to have the impression
whether this will be the last session;
whether indeed the Alliance Govern-
ment will have the guts, and the courage
particularly—the controlling element
of the UMNO—to hold early elections.
We do not know. But this may well
be—I do not know—the last Meeting.
And we had hoped that we would
leave with memories that at least the
Ketua Menteri is a man who is vested
with some degree of sincerity, honesty,
integrity and a personal charm, in
that he will not attempt to distort from
the first day of the Assembly to the
last day of the Assembly. We hope
that there will be some redeeming fea-
tures. The word ‘Ketua’ is not defined
in Bahasa. I do not have to look up
under ‘p” and find interesting words
and make a mockery of the debate. 1
am not very well versed in attempting
to belittle people here. No, Sir, we
from the D.A.P. put our points since-
rely. And if we fail to put them for-
ward in as beautiful a manner, and
as engaging a manner as the Ketua
Menteri with his vast experience, we
say we beg to be corrected. But
the Ketua Menteri, Sir, does not behave
like a person who should be old and
distinguished. Mr Speaker, Sir, from
the charges that he levels against us

we can only conclude that he is in fact
egoistical and immature, because we
had expected the Head of a Government
to give substantial replies. No matter
how he sees the Motion as irrelevant,
he should give us a reply in a manner
becoming the office and the dignity of
that office. But I am afraid that from
the notes that I have been able to jot
down there is in fact nothing new
in reply, and the manner of reply. And
that indeed is very sad because this
debate, Sir, is not a debate which we
from the D.A.P. particularly are attemp-
ting to gain any point politically. In
fact, we had moved in an earlier debate
which failed to achieve any reply from
the Government. But that is a matter
of the past. That is a matter of regret.
But we had hope that a matter of this
nature which should be entirely non-
partisan would be received in a manner
becoming of the Chief Minister of the
State. Sir, we hope that the newspapers
will have a lot of reports in connec-
tion with the debates from the various
States. And you will see, Sir, that other
Menteri Besars and Ketua Menteris do
not indulge in this matter of attemp-
ting to belittle Members of the Opposi-
tion who dare—I say ‘dare’—to bring
Motions. And we will bring Motions
if need be to stress the issues that
pertain to this State. And we will not
be in the very least deterred by any
intimidation on the part of the Chief
Minister, by his method of belittling
Members in this House, or by abstai-
ning from this Chamber, attempting to
create the impression that this is a
stupid Motion not worthy of conside-
ration. Sir, I would say respectfully, in
connection with the absent Speaker,
that if this is an erratic and irrelevant
Motion then we would have been the
first person to have excluded it as
frivolous. But no, Sir; that was not
done. And the Ketua Menteri, as the
Head of the Local Authority, hasn’t
got the sense of responsibility, Sir, to
come to this House and debate in a
decent and civilized manner, That is
to be regretted. That is apparently a
contagious disease on the opposite
benches—for the confronted Member
to use unparliamentary language in this
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House; and he says there is no point
indulging in this thing; and then apolo-
gizing for it. It is not out of sincerity.
And that is the basic lack among the
Members of the Government—Ilack of
sincerity.

Mr Speaker, Sir, we are well aware
that the Ketua Menteri has attempted
to duplicate me in this House. He has
tried to filibuster the whole of this
morning. That’s why we were well
aware; and we did not object. And he
went from Nibong Tebal to Perak, and
back again; and talked a lot of non-
sense—QGua Chempedak, and all that.
I saw he was quite unrestrained. And
we appreciate your position. But we
were not aware that this was an
attempt to filibuster, and inadequately,
Sir. I would expect that filibustering
by a Ketua Menteri would be of a
higher standard. But unfortunately it
was very tiring; and we sustained it.
We have learned to take the cut and
thrust. And the cut is below the beit
sometimes. But we can take the cut
and thrust. But, Sir, we are well aware
of this practice by the Ketua Menteri
of avoiding issues. That was why the
Motion of No-Confidence had to be
debated, into the late hours of the night.
And that is why again, Sir, an issue
of such importance as the Local Coun-
cils of this State has to be debated after
four o’clock; and debated into the
late of night. As one Member from
the Opposition said, “The Ketua Men-
teri does the dirty bit at night.” In the
dark at night he does all these things.
If it is a stand that he can be proud
about, by all means, Sir, speak from
the roof top of this State. But when he
does this we are not beaten. We are
prepared to speak at midnight if need
be. We are not here to seek publicity.
We are here to do our duty as we
honestly see it. And whether it is
reported in the Hansard, or whether
it is reported in tomorrow’s newspaper
is entirely, Sir, irrelevant. So let not
the Ketua Menteri think that his
method of filibustering has achieved
anything. He has not achieved anything.
What he has achieved, if at all, is to
lower his estimation in our eyes.

Mr Speaker, Sir, I say that if at all
anything is pathetic it is the reply of
the Ketua Menteri—a wholly inade-
quate reply. A reply, Sir, that falls
short of the standard that we have
grown to expect from him at least.
Perhaps it is due to the hours that
we are in. And it has also lost its
thrust; and it has lost its sharpness.
It in fact apologizes to this House as
to why he cannot accept this Motion,
and why he has to turn tail and, like
a ship, show no trail. It leaves no
path. The water will cover up its trail.
Sir, unfortunately the Ketua Menteri
may be anything; but he is certainly
not a ship. He may be on the Alliance
boat; but he himself is not a ship. The
Alliance ship may take him to many
places.

Tuan Speaker: That is completely
irrelevant.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Gauaan): Sir, there are a lot of
things that are irrelevant. And I think
I have a right—the cut and thrust—
to reply.

Tuan Speaker: You have got some
points.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, Mr Speaker, Sir.
That is why we are very unhappy that
in spite of all that we have heard none
of the points we have raised have been
dealt with in substance. And we are
glad that the Ketua Menteri tells us
not to take too seriously what he has
spoken in this House. Precisely, it
would appear, Sir, that we cannot take
what he says too seriously because for
one thing I was embarking on—with
your permission, Sir, if 1 may in the
cut and thrust of the House refer to
the example that if one were to look at
the records of this House, the topic
about whether we cope with the Natio-
nal Language or not—if one were to
lock at the records of this House for
one thing, in spite of the fact that he
has tried to play the Nationol Language
line the Ketua Menteri himself has ne-
ver made a substantial speech in Malay.
But now that he is the Ketua Menteri
there he is trying to teach us a few
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things. But we at least have made
substantial address in this House in
Malay. That shows, Sir, the insincerity
of the man. Mr Speaker, Sir, he has
said that I have made mistakes. And 1
think I have the right to refute what
he says. He says that I do not know
what is right or not right; and I make
the mistakes, not him. That is the
manner in which he likes to twist things.
And it is a concrete sign of immaturity
and old age. (Ketawa). Mr Speaker,
Sir, I would like to reply to this parti-
cularly interesting entry. He said I made
a mistake, Sir. Sir, I did not print this
particular, what you may call, ‘Han-
sard of this House. But I would like
the Ketua Menteri to see for himself.
It is the Third Sitting of the Fourth
Session, Wednesday, 27th March, 1968,
if the Clerk of the Council could give
him a copy if he is not too busy dream-
ing away, or trying to appear to dream.
Sir, these are his own words in this
House. If he has any respect for him-
self he would withdraw his words.

Tuan Speaker: Honourable Member,
this is enough of irrelevancy.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): It is relevant because he
has raised the matter that I have made
a mistake. I haven’t made a mistake,
Sir; so I think I am entitled in fairness
and equity to reply to this point.

Tuan Speaker: Please reply direct to
the point.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Yes, Sir. Now, he says
here—these are his own words—*Sir,
I would like with great deference to
the Honourable the Legal Advisor try
to answer your question.” This is the
Member for Kota. He is still the Mem-
ber for Kota. He may be the Ketua
Menteri. What actually happened was
that on the 28th April, 1966, this House,
the State Legislative Assembly, made
an amendment; and this amendment
is called the Penang Enactment No. 1
of 1966. What I am trying to stress is:
Here is a mistake. I am just trying to
show him that to err is human. But
he thinks he is superhuman. On the
28th of April he says the Enactment

was passed. As I said, I do not take
what he says word for word. I have
to countercheck with officers of this
House, and with my records. And I
have checked that actually the FEnact-
ment was passed in the Sitting of this
House . . . . (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: On the 23rd June,
or something like that.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Sir, I have to verify it.
You cannot take my word for it because
the Ketua Menteri says I made a mis-
take. On the 23rd of March, 1966.
There you are. That is your mistake.
Have the guts and the mandate to stand
and admit it is a mistake; and admit
yourself and damn the thing. But don’t
.. .. (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: Please withdraw the
word ‘damn.’

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Alright, I withdraw.
And let us forget about it. (Ketawa).
But let us not behave in this immature
manner. I would like to have some
respect for the Ketua Menteri; but I
cannot respect somebody who twists
and turns on things that are so patent,
Sir. So patent! One cannot deny that
grass is green; but he would insist
that it is black. Mr Speaker, Sir, he
likes to say that we take a small point,
and beat a big thing out of it. And his
gesturing: sometimes it is interesting
to watch him because he has been
called a Bob Hope. (Kerawa). Mr Spea-
ker, Sir, this is why I say it is a method
of contortions. The Chief Minister is
not only a politician; he is a contor-
tionist. He says that—God only
knows!—this transfer back and forth
of power is a sign of responsibility. I
hope that it is not an unparliamentary
explanation. But I think God only
knows whether if you transfer from
yourself to the Committee of the great
Member for Tanjong Barat who uses
this kind of language, and the Mem-
ber—I1 think, if I am not mistaken.
He is not here—for Tanjong Utara,
and the Financial Officer; and then to
come back you transfer to yourself;
and then you transfer, Mr Speaker,



505

Sir, to yourself and Exco Members;
and back to yourself, can we have any
confidence in what you are ‘doing.
And you say that it is responsibility?
This playing around on his musical
chairs: that is no responsibility, Sir.
Mr Speaker, Sir, if he says that the
responsibility as imposed by the Fede-
ral Government has fallen on him. I
think that is rather out of question for
the simple reason that it is only the
State of Penang that has seen fit to
grab all the five Local Councils. Let
us look at the State of Perak. Ipoh has
not been taken over by the State
Government. So, how do you lay this
responsibility on the Federal Govern-
ment? Let us call a spade a spade.
And you have grabbed the Local Coun-
cils. Grab it and say, “I, Lim Chong
Eu, grab it;” and don’t say, “I acted
on instructions of the Federal Govern-
ment,” just as you said, “I acted on
the instructions of the Federal Govern-
ment when I increased the quit rent,”
which is not true.

Mr Speaker, Sir, we would like to
have here in this House very coherent
arguments. An that is what we antici-
pate. But this kind of blurred and
garbled reasoning comes from Members
on the right of the Chief Minister,
excluding the Penasihat—with due
respect to him, he hasn’t been drawn
in he quite wisely abstains—because
some of the stands taken by the Chief
Minister absolutely cannot be taken
by any sensible person. And I would
come to it very soon because he says
it is wltra vires, and the rest of it. We
would like to know whether it is ultra
vires. Indeed we would like to know.
I regret that although it is eight o’clock
the affairs of the State are more impor-
tant than our stomachs. Mr Speaker,
Sir, he says that he—this is very inte-
resting, and these are his words—does
not claim absolute autocracy. I did not
say that the Ketua Menteri claimed
absolute autocracy. Maybe you may
have used the word; I did not hear. But
I might claim, after having heard what
he said, that he is claiming 99% auto-
cracy. Not absolute; 999%. And power
we know will corrupt—99%. And that
is what is happening in this State. And

that is why the A.C.A. has to come.
It is a shame for a Government to
invite the A.C.A. Mr Speaker, Sir, the
Ketua Menteri, we know, with some
of his experience could play around
with words. And that is something
that we look forward to because that
adds to the colour of the debate. Be-
cause if we have the Member for Tan-
jong Barat just saying “fools,” and all
that, it is not going to contribute . . . .
(gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: I think we are re-
peating many times over, Honourable
Member.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, we
hope that Members of the Government
will contribute constructively to this
debate. It is an eternal hope, Sir. And
it is perhaps as hopeless. Perhaps that
is the word—hopeless; tidak ada hara-
pan.

Mr Speaker, we are astonished that
the Members of the UMNO have no
stand in this matter. Perhaps it is the
saying that they abstained in the de-
bate of No-Confidence. They also have
no stand in that. But we could have
expected the Coalition partners to have
supported each other in this debate.
1t appears that there is a difference of
views.

Tuan Speaker: What is the relevancy
to your closing remarks?

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): It is relevant, Sir, in
summing up, that the Government is
divided on the Motion. Sir, it is rele-
vant. It is my conclusion. It may not
be the conclusion of the House. Saya
tidak ada (gangguan).

Tuan Speaker: You yourself admit-
ted that on closing this Motion—please
sit down—you would be speaking on
points raised in observation by the
opposite side. But I allowed you
..... (gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, with
due respect, one can obtain observa-
tions from what is uftered, and what
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is not uttered in this House. I think
you will accept that silence does indi-
cate certain things. So I am entitled
to my conclusions.

Tuan Speaker: When no observa-
tion is made . . . (gangguan).

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): T can criticize the failure
to make an observation, I think.

Tuan Speaker: I don’t think so.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Be that as it may, Sir.
As 1 say, their Coalition may not be
working very well. But I have made
my point. The point is that it appears,
Sir, that there is an inability on the
part, at best, of the Government to
reply. At most there is a division of
views. Sir, if the Ketua Menteri would
like to look at the Standing Orders I
would read for him.

Mr Speaker, Sir, 1 definitely say here
that what the Honourable the Chief
Minister claims of the Budget being
outside the control of this House, is
utter—and T like to use the word which
I hope is not unparliamentary-—bun-
kum, which are the words used in fact
in this House earlier, because the State
List, Sir, under the Federal Constitu-
tion is very clear. And 1 read, with
your permission again: ‘List No. 4—
Local Government, etc., Federal capital
including local administration, muni-
cipal corporations, Local, Town and
Rural Boards, and other local authori-
ties, local government service, local
rates, local elections.” Could that be
made any clearer, Sir, Could those who
drafted the Constitution make it any
clearer? Would they have to write
here that it also allows a Motion to
debate the Budgets of the Local Coun-
cils in this House? Would they have
to? I know that even the previous
Legal Advisor was at pains, Sir, to
explain to the Chief Minister that one
can imply the law. That was in this
great adjournment speech. And there
again Sir, the Chief Minister is only
capable of making adjournment spee-
ches; but he does not bring substantial
Motions. But, Sir, here is clearly a man-
date for us to take in this House. And

the Chief Minister tries to distort the
facts and the Constitution by saying,
‘Oh, this is outside the control of this
House.” How is it outside the control
of this House, Sir? We can abolish, Sir,
the Local Councils. That is how outside
it is. We can call it the Budget of the
Local Councils if we choose to, and
we have the majority. But how out-
side the control of this House is that?
We expect a man of the Honourable
Chief Minister’s—I won'’t use the word
‘experience,” but—length of participa-
tion in politics to have a great regard
for the words that he uses in this
House because these are recorded. But
when he comes and tells this House
that I, Sir, have no right to move
this Motion, and that it is outside
the jurisdiction of this House, I say
again that it is utter bunkum. And I
have no respect for somebody who does
that.

Sir, we are not asking the Govern-
ment to do anything outside the law,
We are asking the Government to do
something that is entirely intra vires.
And the fact that the Chief Minister has
to bear the brunt of legal opinion on his
own indicates that he is on a limb by
himself, and is not on all fours with
anybody except his team mates.

Mr Speaker, Sir, it is very clear that
the provisions of the Municipal Ordi-
nance do not preclude us from deba-
ting the Budget in this House, although
the Chief Minister, in his show of
kindness, tells us, ‘Oh, I don’t like to
burden the House. I would like to read
only a bit of it” And this is where he
himself does not take his own injuction.
And T say that he should read every-
thing: and read properly, and under-
stand it because I can tell the House
that there is nothing in Sections 46 or
47 that says that the Budget cannot be
presented here, and that it is ultra vires.
1 challenge the Chief Minister to say
that it is wultra vires, and substantiate
it with legal argument. If he can’t then
better shut up.

Mr Speaker, Sir, the law is very
clear. We do not come here and intro-
duce ultra vires Motions. We do what
we know is right; and we carry it out
to the best of our ability. The same
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cannot be said about Members of the
Government who hide behind the sa-
rong of the Ketua Menteri, and who
hide behind other sarongs as well.

Sir, how can the Chief Minister say
that the situation is entirely satisfac-
tory? How? He himself posed the
question, although he would like to
distort it. We are, of course, not vested
with the advantages of this House to
be able to read everything that he says
in this House-—every word without
rejection. Therefore we cannot, it would
appear. But, Sir, should the Ketua
Menteri take advantage of the situation
and try to distort what he did in this
House? It is highly immoral. The
point is very clear. He himself said that
it is highly unsatisfactory. He asked
the question; and he said it was highly
unsatisfactery. I know that in his
egoistical mania he would like to say,
‘Oh, we planned everything. This was
a trap.” and all that. Sir, tell that to
the marines. Tell it to the school child-
ren—"This little thing that I anticipated,
1 did this’—and leave it to the school
children who play this kind of things.
This is assembly of your elders. Whe-
ther you like it or not it is your assem-
bly of your elders. And we are in no
way going to be bluffed and huffed by
you just because you have the advan-
tage of the House.

Sir, I like to repeat this part of it—
and 1 will go on. There are other
matters, Sir—where he says that every-
thing is entirely above board. I don’t
like to take too much of the time of
the House; but I feel that the records
must be set straight, if you have any
respect for what we are doing here. He
says here, with your permission:

“Whilst I appreciate the State Authority

under the Ordinance has the power to
further extend the period, it would have
been salutary to the purposes of the
State, in order to preserve the State’s
rights
So at this time he was really concerned
about the State’s rights and the State’s
powers of control. These are his words:

“

State’s powers of control over
pertaining to local govern-

matters
ment
And what are matters pertaining to
local government if it is not the Budget?

May I know that? Without the Budget
how do the Local Councils function?
Without the Budget how do you pay
yourself in this State, and vote yourself
in places of profit?

%

pertaining to local government
and the control of Town Councils and
the City Council of George Town par-
ticularly, if the Government had thought
it fit at least to come back to this
House

And here he says, ‘come back to this
House with the full knowledge that
it has the power to act arbitrarily.” So,
with the full knowledge! I know—with
the full knowledge that it has the
power to act arbitrarily. But all the
same show your diplomacy. Show your
being above board. Come back to the
House with the full knowledge that he
has the powers to act arbitrarily within
the State. Sir, I apologise. I withdraw
the word ‘arbitrarily.” It is not very
polite.

13

. has the full power to act within
the provisions of the Enactment by
virtue of the fact that the State Assembly
gave its assent to the amendment on
the understanding that the main reason
why the City Council should be sus-
pended and be taken over by the Chief
Minister or such other persons in autho-
rity was because of the inquiry into
the affairs of the City Council. There-
fore, Sir, it would have been, 1 think,
a matter of courtesy
He says it is a matter of courtesy. That
is where we defer. But it would appear
he is not courteous in this house in
any event, In his own words:

“ ... the Legislative Assembly of this
State if the Government had deemed it
fit to come back and explain its reasons
why it wished to carry on.”

Here are the words of the Honourable
the Chief Minister. Do they sound
sincere now, Honourable Members of
the House? Take away your Party
Whip, and take away your Party affi-
liation. It may sound rather hollow at
this late hour of the night.

M Speaker, Sir, the Chief Minister
goes on to accuse the Government of
being dictatorial. 1 have read earlier
the part about Estimates of Revenue of
the State Government being presented
to the Governor in Council, and I need
not go over that again. Of course, we
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cannot account for the lapse of memory
of the Ketua Menteri. But how satisfac-
tory is it, Sir, to present the Budget
of the five Councils? And how do we
get it? Does the Chief Minister, as the
Officer Administering the Local Coun-
cils, present his Budget to his Exco
of which he is the Head? How wonder-
ful! I would like to sit for examinations
where 1 set the Paper and I mark
the Paper. I am sure 1 will pass the
Bahasa easily. Therefore, Sir, even a
child can see through the puerile argu-
ments of the Ketua Menteri. And now
he goes on, Sir, from this point to the
fact that there is restructuring. Sir, 1
accept. But there is no restructuring of
the Local Councils at all. And he
refers to the Minister for Research and
Local Government. But, Sir, if we really
looked into what was said by fthe
Minister, he has said that whatever
restructuring would be done in consul-
tation with the State Government. But
what T had mentioned, and what the
Chief Minister now prefers to ignore,
is that in the course of a debate in this
House a Motion was passed stressing the
point that elected representation must
be the crucial principle of any Local
Government restructuring. And he had
entirely forgotten that. And he has left,
Sir, a big question mark on the ques-
tion that 1 posed-—whether in fact a
nominated Local Council body will be
set up ultimately. And I had also asked
whether the Member for Tanjong Barat
will be the mayor. We would like to
know. And we would like to be the
first to congratulate him by sending
him a wreath. And this is a passing
remark, if you would allow me. All I
said was that it was set out in the Order
Paper—and if T am mistaken—correct
me—very clearly. Obviously I do not
control the Speaker. I do not refer to
you, Sir. There is some degree of
control of the Speaker by the Govern-
ment. But anybody can read, Sir. This
is where again an insincerity arises. And
this is where it gives us great doubts,
Sir, as to the mental balance of the
Honourable the Chief Minister—whe-
ther it is the level of a three-year-old
kid or that of a man that should be the
age that he is at. And T hope he grows
older. But at the rate we are going

he may not. Maybe he is in his second
childhood. Mr Speaker, Sir, it is clearly
stated here, if I may read with your
permission—No. 5 of the Order Paper,
page 10, Bills: Supplementary Supply
(1973) (No. 1) Bill, 1973. (All stages);
and we would carry through all stages.
And No. (2): Municipal Ordinance
(Amendment) (Penang) Bill, 1973. (All
stages).

Now, I was just correlating the whole
issue as to how the Councils are being
run—where there is obviously evidence
that all is not well even in the manner
in which they conduct their affairs in
respect to the Councils in this House.
And there you are, Sir. I am not blind,
Sir. You can read through from here
with your eyesight. It says “All stages.”
Therefore, although you may not feel
offended, I feel that as Members of the
Opposition we are entitled to know,
if you are not going to carry on in all
stages in the next stage, why you don’t.
He says it is within the Standing Orders.
We know it is within the Standing
Orders. I know that if the Speaker
sustains the Standing Orders he would
have noted that we have not been with-
in the Standing Orders. And that is a
highly irrelevant statement if ever
there was one. But there you are. And
he has even got the audacity to ignore
the amendment to say, “Well, we have
after—thoughts.” Of course, I must
say—and this T concede to him—I
haven’t raised this thing yet. You know,
he has condescended to explain to us
that it was because of two Bills that
may be introduced in Parliament. Then
say so. Say so. And I had used the
words ‘and be damned’ you know. 1
withdraw them. Say so, and let us
forget about it. But there you are. It
is the Ketua Menteri again with his
usual tricks. And I think we are sick
of these comic acts. But the point is
this, Sir: On one hand, Sir, we hear
from the Ketua Menteri that there is
rapport. He uses this word ‘rapport.’
He likes to use high-saluting words,
whether it is Malay or English. He likes
to use ‘rapport.” What happened to
the rapport? Where is the rapport if
you don’t even know, until you have
presented your Bill in this House, that
the Federal Government is going to
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pass two Bills that will affect your
amendment? So, what is your rapport?
I don’t think there is any rapport, if
at all, if that is any proof of anything.

Sir, T have said, if at all anything,
that we are trying to impress upon this
House that a control of the Budget of
this House is essential to confidence in
this State. I am sure no electors like to
hear that the Ketua Menteri is a dicta-
tor. And these were his words, you
know—dictator who grabs all the power.
Tan Sri Wong Pow Nee was a dictator
when he grabs the City Council. And
now our Tan Sri-—Oh, not ‘Tan Sri’—
Lim Chong Eu grabs all the Local
Councils in this State. What would you
call that? Dictator to the fifth power?
And 1 say that anybody would lose
confidence in a State where in fact the
Ketua Menteri is conducting himself
in fact as a dictator. And the fact, Sir,
that the reaction of the Ketua Menteri
has been so hostile to this Motion indi-
cates that we have hit a very sore
point. Maybe we have hit the spinal
cord.

Mr Speaker, Sir, what we are afraid
of in this House, and what we are trying
to prevent in this House, and what we
are trying to allow the public to have
an impression of in this House is
that the Budgets of the Local Councils
are above board; and so that there are
no accusations of corruption. That is
the basic point because now I have
dealt with the points raised by the
Ketua Menteri. But 1 must give him
that respect. And whether he takes it
or not I give him that respect. But the
Member for Bagan Ajam in his way
of presenting it has raised the fact
that, well, appointment of Party mem-
bers and officials to the Local Councils
in various respects is a sign of nepo-
tism and political corruption. I say that
in this House. And he can call the

ACA. And perhaps it would
be wise to call the A.C.A. be-
cause we are interested in some

members of the Gerakan who are
abusing the position of the Government
in power by using the Local Councils
as, I would say, a happy hunting
ground. And I say here that there are
members of the Gerakan who are using

the Local Councils as a happy hunting
ground. And the example indicated by
the Member for Bagan Ajam is an
example, although it may not have been
put very nicely; and helped along—
that is all—by the iaughter that we had
by Gerakan Members who were here
earlier, and who have now disappeared
when I started to speak. But the point
is very clear, Sir.

The crux to our Motion, Sir, is to
prevent corruption in this State. Sir,
if we in this House can talk about
corruption when we pass a Bill of $24
million a year, and when we talk about
Housing Trust corruption, and the
Chief Minister volunteers to call the
A.CA. 1 thought another step he
should have ‘taken to facilitate the
investigation at the moment would be
to ask the Political Secretary to step
down for the time being. But put it
aside.

Tuan Speaker: I think there has
been too much rambling, Mr Honour-
able Member. If you have nothing
more to add then we may have to
close. But if you have got something
new to talk about please carry on.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, as I
was saying. it comes to the crux of our
problem. I deviate a bit by way of
illustration. If you have given me an
injunction not to do so I will abide
by it. But the point I would like to
make very clear here is that the people
of Penang are highly suspicious of
Budgets of $45 million passed by none
other than the Ketua Menteri alone,
when this House has to debate $24
million Budgets. Now, if $24 million
Budgets can give rise to corruption, if
at all—I use the word ‘if’—what about
$45 million Budgets? And it is a known
fact, Sir, that the members of the
Gerakan, as the Member for Bagan
Ajam has said, are infecting—I use the
word ‘infecting,—the Local Councils.
I have asked questions of the Chief
Minister; and he answered that the
Publicity Secretary is in most of the
Local Councils; and that Members of
the Government—and, I say here, even
the Member for Sungei Pinang—have
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been on the Local Councils for no rea-
son when they no more have any res-
ponsibility in this local government.
What, Sir, is going on? That is the
crucial point—corruption. That is the
point we are going at. And let not the
Chief Minister belittle this debate and
say, “Oh, ultra vires,” and so on, and
so forth; and take a side snap at the
Member for Bagan Ajam. He is doing
the best that he can in raising this
point. And, Sir, whether you like it or
not; whether you silent debate in this
House or you may not; whether you
pretend to look at the Malay/English
dictionary or not; whether you prefer
to speak half words or not; and whether
you succeed in bluffing us on this side
or not, Sir, don’t forget you can bluff
some of the people some of the time,
tut not all the people all the time.
And tonight, Sir, is not the night that
the Chief Miniter is going to succeed
in bluffing anybody; even himself.

Therefore, Sir, on this side of the
House, T like to thank the Members
who took part in this debate. But I
cannot say that because the Members
of the Government did not take part in
the debate. In fact the Officer Adminis-
tering the Local Councils took part in
the debate; nobody else. The Members
on this side: The Member for Bagan
Ajam ftried to take part in the debate
with considerable difficulty; but he
did try. The Member for Tanjong Bu-
ngah did try with considerable diffi-
culty; and the Member for Jelutong did
try. But, Sir, it is not the Member for
Kelawei who is speaking. It is not the
Member for Tanjong Bungah or the
Member for Jelutong or Bagan Ajam.
No. Sir. Let the Government consider
that, even in their own estimation, if
at all we represent one voice from our
electorate that is one voice, Sir, that
has the guts. And the big question
mark in the manner in which the
Honourable the Chief Minister is con-
ducting the affairs of the Local Coun-
cils: T say here that it is a matter, Sir,
of deep regret. It is a matter that
reflects rather poorly on the Honour-
able the Chief Minister that he has
failed to give answers to this House.
He has failed to explain the stand he
took fomerly.

We can only conclude—as we begin
to conclude in this House as each Sit-
ting progresses—that there is no since-
rity on the part of the Members of the
Government. There is even no sense
of responsibility on the part of the
Members of the Government., And they
are hoping, Sir, by the grace of the
God to live through these five years.
And hopefully, with the help of the
Central Government, another two years
may be added as a bonus so that
they can—I would not like to use the
word—happily retire. But I think, Sir,
that there are greater things in this
State than seeking self-interest. And if
at all this Motion is for any purpose it
is to allow the people of Penang to
have the opportunity to have some
control and some deliberations over
$45 million that are passed every year.
And if the Ketua Menteri, in his great
wisdom, and as a man of honesty
and integrity and sincerity, thinks that
he alone is above all suspicion, that he
alone like God can make and destroy,
then I say God alone can help him
when the right time comes.

Soalan dikemukakan.
Ahli Kawasan Tanjong Bungah

(Encik Khoo Soo Giap): Tuan Speaker,
dengan kebenaran, saya minta division.

Ya

Encik Yeap Ghim Guan
Encik Khoo Soo Giap
Encik Koay Boon Seng
Encik Tan Phock Kin
Encik V. Veerappen
Encik Ong Yi How

TIDAK
Ketua Menteri
Encik Teh Ewe Lim
Encik Tan Gim Hwa
Encik Wong Choong Woh
Encik S.P. Chelliah
Encik Ismail bin Hashim

Tl}llan Haji Ahmad bin Haji Abdul-
la

Encik Ooi Ah Bee
Encik D.C. Stewart
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Tuan Haji Mohamad Nor bin Haji
Bakar

Encik Khoo Teng Chye

Tuan Haji Abdul Kadir bin Haji
Hassan

TiDAK HADIR

Encik Abdul Rahman bin Haji
Yunus

Encik Mustapha bin Hussain
Encik Teoh Kooi Sneah
Encik Khoo Kay Por

Tuan Speaker: Keputusan pembaha-
gian: ‘Ya'—6, ‘Tidak’—12, ‘Tidak
Hadir—4.

Usul tidak dipersetujui.

Usul tidak dipersetujui.

7. PENANGGUHAN.

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Dipertua,
saya cadang Dewan ini tangguhkan
sekarang.

Ahli Kawasan Bayan Lepas (Encik
Ismail bin Hashim): Tuan Speaker,
saya menyokong.

Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam (Encik
Ong Yi How): Tuan Speaker, dengan
izin bercakap dalam Bahasa Inggeris.

Sir, I hope you will bear with me for
a few minutes to allow me to finish
my Adjournment speech. The subject
of my Adjournment speech today is
‘How the State Government can help
the students in Butterworth.” This is
a problem that all the 300,000 people
in Butterworth and near the town are
gravely concerned with.

Every morning, before dawn, thou-
sands of Butterworth students have to
catch the ferry to come to Penang
for study. Most of these students come
from very, very poor families who have
to spend more in coming to Penang for
studies. Therefore, I am hoping that
the State Government can do something
to help them. I do understand that
education is in the hands of the Federal
Government; but I only hope that
through the good relationship and the
rapport between the State Government
and the Federal Government the State

Government can do something to help.
1 believe there are two things that
the State Government can do:

(a) The State Government already
has a State Scholarship Board.
And T also understand from the
Chief Minister that the State Ex-
co provide certain funds for
needy student to buy books. I
hope that part of the funds can
be extended to the students in
primary schools, especially those
students in the Butterworth pri-
mary schools. Most of them come
from very, very poor families.

() I would like to bring the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that
places in the secondary schools in
Butterworth are not adequate to
cater for students graduating from
primary schools, especially from
the 3 main Chinese primary
schools where some 1,350 students
are graduating. Mr Speaker, Sir,
the Butterworth secondary schools
are no longer adequate to take
them all. Therefore, most of them
have to come to Penang for their
studies. There is a great need for
a large national-type secondary
school in Penang; and this need
is very great indeed for a mnatio-
nal type secondary school like
Chung Ling High School, Han
Chiang School or Free School in
Butterworth, so that the Butter-
worth students can study in
Butterworth schools.

As T say, the schools are in the hands
of the Federal Government. But 1 sin-
cerely hope that the State Government,
through their very good relationship
with the Federal Government, can help
to bring about this large type of
secondary school in Butterworth.

I suggest two things that the State
Government can do:

(@) The Honourable the Chief Minis-
ter can discuss with the Ministry
concerned about the setting up
of this school; and maybe report
to this House as regards the result

of the discussion in the next
Meeting.
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(b) From the many thousands of
acres of lands the State Govern-
ment owns in Butterworth, I
hope that the State Government
may consider giving something
like 10 acres of land to build this
large type of secondary school
in Butterworth.

[ know there are some lands which
have not been filled up yet; and 1 be-
lieve that many Butterworth people
would come out to help and fill up the
land. T had an offer from some lorry
companies to fill up the land free of
charge. And as regards the building
funds T believe that if the Honourable
the Chief Minister will initiate it and
discuss with the Federal Government
then these Butterworth people will
happily get together and try to form a
Committee to raise building funds. And
I believe that with the boundless enthu-
siasm that the Butterworth people have
for this large type of secondary school
in Butterworth there will not be very
big problems in raising the building
funds. And also we may apply to the
Federal Government for a dollar-for-
dollar grant.

Therefore. I am taking this last oppor-
funity in the House to urge—please,
just for this one thing—that the
Honourable the Chief Minister try to
do his little bit to help the Butterworth
school children who have to travel early
in the morning to Penang, even before
dawn. And 1 sincerely and whole-
heartedly hope that the State Govern-
ment through the Honourable the Chief

3082—155/86 buku—1-7-75.

Minister, will do just this little bit to
help the Butterworth students. Thank
you very much.

Ketua Menteri: Tuan Yang Dipertua,
saya fikir tidak ada banyak yang
saya hendak jawab, sebabnya perkara
yang Ahli Kawasan Bagan Ajam sen-
diripun sudah kata, perkara-perkara
yang bersangkut dengan Kementerian
Pelajaran, dan dengan sebab itu, apa-
apa perkara yang disebut olehnya,
Kerajaan Negeri boleh merujuk kepada
Kementerian Pelajaran menggunakan
Kerajaan Negeri bolehlah dijalankan
Berkenaan dengan perkara murid-
murid, macam mana Kerajaan Negeri
boleh menolong dengan kesusahan mu-
rid-murid itu, Kerajaan Negeri akan
ambi! timbangan.

Ahli Kawasan Kelawei (Encik Yeap
Ghim Guan): Mr Speaker, Sir, with
your permission, may I just ask some-
thing? This is a matter concerning the
House—whether members of the public
are allowed to sit in the tape-recording
room. I find that certain members of
the public—unauthorised personnel—
are sitting in the tape-recording room.
1 think that is wrong. I hope that you
will look into this matter that members
of the public who are not personnel
of this Assembly should not sit in the
tape-recording room. They may be tam-
pering with the tapes. I think that is
wrong,.

Tuan Speaker: I will look into this
matter. Dewan ditangguhkan.

Dewan ditangguhkan pada jam 8.41
malam.
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