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Though I am not in the God pusiness ayself, I would
. like to state at the outset that I have it on the highest
aathority that the Crzator has never had or will ever have
anything to do with the now fashionable Liberatipn Theology
because his last word oa theology was stated officially and
irrevocably well over a thousand years ago in the four
3ospels. He therefore sees no compelling reason for a

compating new theology.

50 my addrass this afternoon will b2 devoted 1
primarily to convincing you that Liberation Theology nas
nothing to do with God but with politicised priests,
ambitious pishops and smart Communists. There is a aneed for W

‘ a Liberatioan Theology simply because the Sospels avoid
politics like the plague and Christ dismissed politics with
his only reference to this distasteful subject: “"Render unto
Ceasar the things that are Ceasar's and to God the things
that are God’'s" - an injunction that some politically:
ambitious priests find frustrating. These theologians have
therefore outwitted God - or so they think - by inventing
Liberation Theology. -

3ut before I ravert to Liberation Theology I would
like to dispose of a matter which may otherwise distract
atk

antion fron my main theme -~ the arrest and detention of

N

2 foolish voung men and women who played about with

-

Liberation Theology. The Prime Minister in his National




Nay

yeech touched on the irony of 3 group of w2ll-heeled

cicizens eaacting a bizarre lraaa thak thay wers the
libarators of an opprassed proletariit who ware bHeiuy cobbed
H1inl and raduced to starvation by an unfeeliaj goveraaneal

in alliance with greedy capitalists.

Tharz was a tima when c=2al poverty, unemploynent
and “insanitary hovels dominated Singaporce's social
1anlscave. 3But desperate povaecty a0 longer 2xists ia
Jingapore bukb the 22 well-to-do youny men and women had to
iavent poverty and oppression to enjoy the thriill of playing
at revolution and who, ian th2 process, fouad themselves
enmeshed in a more sinista2r and daagerous ravolutioa
diracted by men who wer2 playiny for haigh stakes and in

Wsiich these 22 £oolish men and woman 1ad ao place.

The whole stupid venture into Liberation Theology
in Singapore was summed up by lawyer Teo Soh Lung, one of
the detainees. 1Ia resgonses to the gquestion by the TV
interviewer whether, in the light of all that had happened,
Miss Teo now felt that she has been made use of by otuers,
sh2 raplied: : : :

Teo: "Yes, in a way, I was made use of"

Quastioner: "How do you feel about ig2"

Teo: "Jow do I fael aboat it? That I was

made ase of? Stupid! I feel vary

stupid”.

In ny view almost all those detained, havinjg regard
to their background and psychological iake up, could not
just by theaselves have constituted a serious threat. The
readiness with which they started spilling the beans within
A few weeks of their MHeing detained suggests that they are
nnt the stuff that do-or-die resvolutionaries are amade of.
They, unlike an older ganeratioa of iMarxist revolutionaries,
wanted, as it were, tn ride to rsvolation on, 2t least, a
Marzedes 229,
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But ovar a pariol of tima their wore ruthless
manipilatocs could have transforaed these expzadable pawns

i1to Jdangerous zoabies.

I+ is ay belisf that.after a period of satisfactory
rehahilitation the remaining 15 datainees will, after their
wrists having been duly slapped, b2 let osut with the
injunction to go and sin no more.

Another casualty in the Libsration Theology capac
in 3ingapore is Mr J B Jeyaretnam. I don't think he was a
conscings accoaplice in the Liveratioa Tneology couspiracy.
de is =00 much of a wnisguided missile for conspircators to
handle aim safely, I have no doubt he beliaved that h2 was
waing propelled to political stardom on his own steam; his
charizaa. But those who are Familiar with Communist
oparational methods know that the Commuaists are past
nast2rs in the technique of wmanipulating chosen tarjets
without the target being aware of it.

“hen “4r David “arshall formed the Worker's Party,
Communist infiltration of it contributad in no small ameasure
to Mr ¥arshall's victory, though Mr Marshall was thean not

aware of it.

Byt when the Malaysiaan Communist Party decided,
after th2 Plen's meeting with Mr Lee Kuan Yew, that it was
in its interest to withdraw support f£con the Jorker's Party,
the party immediately collapsed. Mr “arshall retired
parmanently from politics and his abandoned party lay in the
attic fnr years until ™r Jeyaretnam dusted it and brought it
out for political airing. For years Mr Jeyarstnam fought
and lost successive elections until he won the Anson
y-alaction in 1931. At that time, Mr Jeyaretnam thanked
the Almighty for the change ia his political fortunes but as
far as I amu awara the only neople who took an interest ia

this breach in PAP's monopoly of Parliament werz the new
poly "




farxists. I+ was then that they d=zcided to manipulate the

worker's Party iaitially by reaote countrol aad aftar

v Jeyaretnam talked iinself out of his parliamentary seat,

Dy cauatious infiltration of it. We don't Xnow whai jreat

slans the new Marxists had for Mr Jeyaretnam and his party

Sat as a rasult of the arrest and detention last May of .
thse «who had infiltrated the Worker's Party, the steam has
J9ne out of it and is once more ia khe attic, to await tne
arvival oFf the next hermit crab in search of a political

homa,

For ™Mr .Jeyaretnam this is the end of a depressingly
‘ brief political joucney though had he played his political
cards with his nead rather than as an exercise in
psycho-drauna, h2 might still be sitting next to Mr Chiam 3ee
Tong who, it seems to me, is a sharper politician in that ne
can distinguish between the protectad fr2eways of opposition

politics and the forbidden minefields.

The last of the casualties in the recently aborted
attempt At sudbversion is Mr Tan Wan Piow. Unlike the
athers, Mr Taa and Mr Vincent Cheng, his local opecative,
it appears to me, were not innocent political virgins. It
shnould not be forgotten that hoth wera involved in the early

. 70s, in attempts to get our university students to be
involvad in militant trade union agitation against the
govarnment. Thnis resulted in “r Tan haviag to seek

solitical asylum in the flnited Kingdom some ten years ago.

Jowever, “r Tan appears not to have done too badly
out of the whole thing. He had the good fortune, despitz a
forged Singapors passport and the impediment of beiang an
acmy deserter, to entar the United Kingdom without
difficulty and stay there for ten years without beinqg
subjected to any of the harassment to which less privilaged
illeqgal immigrants are subjected. Further, despite deing a

Arop-ocut from two aaivarsities - the University of 3iangaporcs




anl of 3radfordl University ia the U.X. - he has been

azeornded the unusual privilage of ra2ading law at the

srastigious Ballial CZollege in Oxford, without any questions

Heiagy asked.

Perhaps it would be more poignant were 1 to quote
diractly from a latter that Mr Tan Jah Piow wrote Lo vne of
"1is davotzes in Singapore in Septenabar 1935 describing nis

2light as a hounded exil2 in London.

4a and his wife, he writes, "have a very
comfortable and petty bourgeonise life here. We run our own
vasiness. We travel when and where we like. We can indulge |
in all sorts of iatellectual and political pursuits ia tnis
2nen society ar we can choosa to hibernate. The choices are

thera ...

Hde also has a car, lives in a four-roomed house in
a s2lact part of Oxford and a photograph of him in the Eroat
cover of a pampnlei he vecently published shows him sitting
31 a park Yench dressed like a successful City gentleman and

‘complete with a business-like briesfcase by his side.

All of which goes to show that you canaot kKeep a
good 5ingaporsan down and out for long even whea he is on
the ran with a forged passport. It stfikes me on the face
of it that he is very much a privileged illeqgal immigraant,
necause genuina illegal immigraats get pretty rough

raatment in the Jnited Kingdomn.

hnyway now that the racent low-grade atteapt at
subversion has been disrupted, it is my belief that Tan Wah
Piow would be allowed to retir2 to a well-sarned and
Arosperous obscurity.

This dnes not mean that the Marxist threat has bean
ended forever in 3ingapore. That would be to underestimate

the racupercative powers of tais aydra~headed moanstar. You




lop 2££ one mead and anothar and different head sprouts as
r2placea2nt, Tt is my contention that a aew type of
“farxist~Communism, nore sophisticated and which has learnt
Erom its fatal ervrors Lthe past forty years, is aow takinjg
shape. %Ye have long eguated Comaunism with the kind of
people who forned the congregation, as it wvere, of the old
Malayan Communisc Party. Its leaders and followers ware
Arawn principally from the underprivileged and dispossessed
Thinesa~educated class. They conspirad in squalid cubicles
and sguattar hats. The young men and womea then had
uanderstandadlz reasoas to be angry with a society #hich
cnndemnsd them forever to a life of huniliation and
deprivation. Their- intellectual fare and ocientation then
was the disastrous faantasies of a Mao whosz principal object
was t0 singlz-mindedly devote his life to buildiag the myth
nf a Ma2rnic Super-Yao than to building a thriving modern
China. Deng Isiao-Ping has no easy time freeing the Chinese

people from the paralysing spell Mao cast over themn.

The conditions that bred Communists have largely
disappeared from Singapore and with it the attractions of

the old Commnunism.

In fact, the old Communism is in disrepute in nost
parts of the world because its performance in the coatiguous
land mass stratching froa 2ast 3erlin through China to
Viztnam is irrefutable proof that the rocad to Communism is

the rnad to 2 proletarian Hell than to a proletariaa Heaven.

S0 then, you may well ask, where is the Communist
threat? Are we not, as some of our critics claim, dangling
a Communist bogey in Singapore merzly to perpetuate
indefinitely PAP rule? Ts it not possible that we detained
not subversive Marxists but honest critics of the PAP?
Aftar all, they wers wall-educated and well-placed aen and

woman in an affluent society. 3o they cannot be Cowaunists.
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a neasure of the skill and sophistication &

i
ke naw Marxists that they are able to Jet the wolf acceptad

»y tha sheep as a vegetarian animal just like them. Tais is
superh Marzist magic. I think it is going to taka a loayg
tine to break its spell.

In Liberation Theology, we have to coatend, not
with the wretched of the earth, but with professors of
theology, oriests, bishops aad nay be a few as yet
undetected archhishops and cardinals. There are many
aon-Comauniast and even anti-Communist Congresswmen and
Western Parliamentarians and humaa rights buffs who arz
r2ady to throw a protective ring around the disguised
Marvists in the sincere helief that they are really rosary
counting sacrvants of God or if they tota AK-AK gjuns, then
soldiers of Christ.

That is why I think that the Marxist plot we busted
in ¥May this year is the first of wany that will %2 launched
not oaly against Singapore but also against every other East
and South-East Asian country where earlier attempts by
Communists to seize power hiad heen thwartad. Vocal aad
financial support for the new Marxists will come, this time,
not from Peking or Moscow, hut from the capitals of the
astern world, including Australia and New Zealand where tihe
Liberation Theologiaas have nnly to raise the batile cry of
"Human Rights” to bring guivering and speechless

non-Communists submissively to their Xnees.

Am I exaggerating the resurgeace of a new Marxismn
in our region?

At the moment, the Government of Corazon Aguino,
only recently returned by a massive popular vote, is
confronting a serious and growing insurgency led by the
Communist Yational Pzople’s Army. The NPA's death sguad

reqularly augment their insurgency by assassination of




policemen and other unco-oparative govaraaeant officials.

Recen:fg, an attsapt was wade on the life of Cardinal Sin
wecause of his anti-Communist stand.

But what is most alarming is the moral aad material
suoport the NPA is receiving from Liberation Theologians in
the Philippinas as well as from the Tnitad States, Bishops,
oriasts and nuns from both these countries have patitioned
President Reagaa not to provids the Agquino Sovarmsent with
3ras to counter Comaunist insurgency. The Washington Post,
late last y=ar, carried a report of "an opea letter of
concern” signed by 50 American missionaries ia the
Philippings and sent to 1,000 churches in the IS claiming

hat the Communist insurgeucy was a true liberationist
moven=at, The paper also said that funds were raised in tne
13 and sent to some 20 human rights organisations ia the
»hilippines, some of them Church affiliat=d, and all of thea

Communist frouts.

In June of this year, a six-member delagation of
Anaricans which included ™Mr Ramsey Clark, a [Eoraer
Attorney-General uader Carter, aand iir Ralph McGeheae, a
former CIA agent, visited the Philippines and found the
Aquino Goverument guilty of human rijhts violations and
condemned vigilante counter attacks on Communists as

unwarranted intarference by the U3 Govecwnent.

So what kind of theology is it that appears to have
cemanted a united froat between God and St Marx? Who
fathered this remarkable theology and for what ends?

Tue authors of Liberation Theology are Communists
who have grown wiser and more quick-witted over the years
ailed and abetted by confused aon-Communists. 1 would
therefors like to clear the ground oy refsrring you to an
ovservation made in the tairties by a now dead seccz2tacy-
general of the now -lefunct Communist International. He said




then that it would be n2cessary for success to reinforcs cae

EE
Sommunist vanguard by a still largec expendable avay of what

e called "aseful idiots".

Tha new Marxists are doing pratty well in the
matter of recruiting expendable useful idiots in Western
denocracies. A

The theology of the new Marxzism is, to pat it

Marxisa articulated ia theological language.

dere, Eor example, is a theological gem froam
Braesto Cardenal, the Nicaraguan priest who is also a poet
andl currently ilinister for Calture in the Sandinista
Joveranant. 3ays Me:. “"Christ led me to Marx. @or wme the

four 3ospels are equally Communist".

Cardenal was the man at whom Pope John Paul II
wagged an admonishing finger® at Managua Airport in 1983.

fatar, Cardenal told reporters: "I don't think His
“ioliness uaderstands Marxism”. This of a Pope who had spent
almost all his life in a full-fladged Marxist state.

In fact, Libevation Theologjy is more Leninist and
“aoist than Marxist. Neither Lenin aor ao were really
interested or paid much attention to Marx's nard to follow
dialectical materialism and his propnetic denunciations. As
a matter of fact, Marxism as an econonic and political juide
was never taken seriously either by Lenin or by #ao, both of
whom were more interested in the practice rather than the
theocy of politics. ‘Marxism has always beea for Communist
parties an agitational tool rather than holy doctrine to be
strictly obeyed. The Communists used Marxism be2cause of its
anti-capitalist and class warfare concepts - useful ideas
For the mo»ilisation of unsophisticatad masses and the
fueling of the revolution.




Today, sucgessful Comaunists are qui2tly burying
Markism because they now realise that Marx's political,
esconomic and sociologizal supersitions are millstoanes round

their aecks and nost likely to bury Conmaunist states rather

than the thriving capitalist anations they had hoped ko bury.

Hdowever, the failure of Marx's central ideas nas
not Aiminished the mass appeal of Marxism even today. t is
still a usafal tool for strugyling Comnuaist parties. The
reason is that the appeal of Marxzism is alwost eatirely due

its prophetic, mythological and irrational aelaenents. It
a doctrine of »lind confidence that there is a paradise
earth round the corcner, srovidad you know how to find tne
corner, Marx's errors have, in no way, weakened the
itual certainty Marx offers the ignorant and bewildered

. It still has the force of a chiliastic religion.
Whereas the Christian theologian can only offer one Paradise
in the other world, the Liberation Theologian offers two
paradises ~ one up there and the other an instant Paradise
down hare ~ for the price of one genuflection. Marxisa has
always radiatad a religious aurorva which explains the
fascination Liberation Theology has for simple-minged

priests and nuns.

t is my conteation that by focussing attention on
the irrelevant Marxist content of Communism we become asy ’
victims for Communist sleight of hand. We are less likely |
£5 he confused if ws perceive Communism as hundrad percaat '
Leninism and Maoism. Both Leninism and Maoism are two sides
of the same coin and so when I refer to Leninisim it embraces ¢|

"aoism as well.

So what is Leninism? It is not pinilosophy. It is
not idealism. It i3 simply a political machine for seizing,
retaining and maximising power Eor its own sake. Practica
is adapted, not to Marxist theory, but to actual historical

N
K3 3 «, r . - -, “
rzalities and tn the insatiadle hunger of a small sand of




Com:aunist leaders ars

Zomnunist leaders for total power,

both pragnatic and dogamatic. Lenin callad adaptation of

sacrad ideology to chaaging realities "tactics" and a’

fsrmidabla literature on tactics was developed by him and
c

his su sors to guids the actual operations of Leainist

£
parties. This litarature of tactics, which wost “Yarxists

ar2 unaware of, constitutes the most impressive guide to the
sapture of political power in a wide range of contexts. It
i3 realistie, pragmatic, ruthless, cfnical and totally

ianoral. Its acalysis and prescriptions are ideologically

neutral. The tactics they recomnend can be used with equal

success to EFurther any ideology - Marxism, Fascisa, Nazism,

Castroism, Peronism, Ho Chiminism, People's imperialiswm and

any other "ism" engaged in the uninnibited pursuit of state .
powsr, Though Leninism datifully prostratas itself vefoce
uoly Marxisa, it deviates from orthodoxy when aecessary in
the name of "tactical FElexibility”.

In the name of tactical flexibility "socialism” is
imposed, contrary to Marxism, on pra-feudal societies.
Communist parties claim to be the "vanguard of the
prolatariat” in céunt:ies where no proletariat exists.
vilitary occupation, subversion and coups d'etat are
substitutas for popular .evelutions and a tiny elite of
intallactual Al Capones ara substituted £or the working

class. ‘

T™e TLiheration Theologiaas ares, in wmy view,
Leninists wearing white collars the wrong way round. To
take but one example: On the guestion of truth and worality
the Liberation Theologians are totally on the side of Lenin

than nf the Gospels.

In 1920, in his pampnlet "Left Communism", Lenin
set out his concept of morality. 1In the interests of tae
ravolution, he said: "We .aust agree to any sacrifice, and
@ven - if need b2 - to resort to all sarks of strateyens,
artificies, illeqgal metﬁods, to avasions and subdtzrfuyes

... t0o carry on Communist work at all eosts".




Shocking it certainly is but i3 it aore shocking
1an this f£roa Pather Juan Ssgundo’s oook, "A Theolosy for

r<isans of a Yew Humanity”. Tuis is how lhe percceives

"The only truth is the truth that is

efficacious for wman's liberatioa”.

Pastor Higyuel Bonino, a Protestant Liberatioa

T20logian argues that:

"Thaere is no truth outside or beyond the

. nistorical events in which men take part.

There is, therefore, no knowledge axcept

in actiona itsel£”.

The official position of the Vatican on Leninist
Liberation Thaology was stated in no uncertain terms by
Cardinal Ratzinger when he accused it of pr¥omoting

revolution hy any means

"including, if necessary, violence, homicide,
mendacity ... It is clear that the concept
of trath itself is in guestion here and it
. is totally subverted ... ¥or the Marxist the
truth is a truth of class. There is nu truth
hut the struggle of the revolutionary class”.

This then is the measure of the threat posed oy
the new Leninist-Marxism operating under cover of a
spurious Liberation Theology. This is no bogey. It is I
high-teéﬁ'Leninist-Communism. h

That makes it far more danyerous than the old
Communisa is that the new Leninist-Marxism is really a
Revolution of ¥inilism. It has ho cause, no faitih; not even

a aisguided but Sfirmly held set of ideals. The Leninists

I




have joined forces with nihilist theologians only for one
purpose = to destroy capitalism Knowing £all well that they
cannot ereat in its place a Jeaven on Earth,

These ara Lh2 Geaghis Xhans of the 2lst century and
they are no bogies.

For all I know Liberation The logy could spawn a
new raligion. I base this on an in.....ew Fidel Castro ygave
to the admiring B8razilian Liberation Theologiaan, Frei Betto,
about a year ago.

Castro who has provably aever entered a Church
since his bhaptism says: "I believe that Karl Marx could
have subscribed to the Sermon on the "fount”. He then draws
parallels between the martyrdom of early CThristians and the
new and growing pantheon of Communist martyes. He tells
Betto of a martyrdom he witnessed during the Bay of Pigs
invasion. He recit2s how a wounded soldier, even as lifes
flowed out of him, dipped his fingar in his own blood and

painted Castro's name on the door. Comments 3rotner Castro:

“That part of the door has beeun praserved.

I £211 you it 42s a very impressive thing!"

This is the stuff out of which religions are mads
and Castro's story hints at his possible deificatioa.

M1(3)/3ra/2g.1-13




