TRANSCRIPT OF THE QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION AT A

PUBLIC FORUM ORGANISED BY THE UNIVERSITY OF

SINGAPORE STUDENTS UNION

ON MONDAY THE 2/TH AUGUST, 1962.

QUESTION BY JOSEPH LYNUS:

After careful scrutiny we have been convinced that the change from
nationality to citizenship has just been a change in nomenclature. You, Mr. Leg,
earlier maintained that there was no difference between the meaning of these
terms. Since you now use the term “citizenship” as opposed to “nationality”, we

see an inconsistency in your terms. Please explain yourself.

PrlmeMmlster ‘ . Iamerorr that Mr Lynusbelgev?thatlhavebeen
trottell AEMTIVES |
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inconsistent. | have always maintained that the State
Advocate-General of Singapore was absolutely right when he
said there was in law no distinction between the concept of a
common nationality or acommon citizenship. However,
apart from what the law was, we had to take into

consideration the political propaganda on the ground. And |
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say this, quite ssimply, my enemies took a dangerous line
when they had insisted that citizenship was different from
nationality and they wanted citizenship. Well, you remember
Mr. Marshall, heis a man not unlearned in the law, he came
before this very same gathering two months ago, and he said
this: “We do not quarrel about proportional representation.
“We do not quarrel about with thelr insistence that Singapore
politicians should vote or stand for election in the Federation.
So we say, ‘we accept it Tengku, but let us have acommon
citizenship and let us have a common constitutional disability
that no Federation citizen can stand or vote in Singapore. We
can’'t stand or vote in the Federation. Let us have aclauseto
say that after merger.” Y ou remember when | wound up, |
said thisto Mr. Marshall: “Mr. Marshall has now publicly --

ko [andI'mglad for hlsforumlffor nooth reasonthanthls——_
‘\‘\_1\‘&"]\_1‘ '\__'-\.aﬂ]r\\-\\ ﬁ ] IR
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that he has publicly now on his own sﬂd heis prepared to
accept all these things provided we ensure in the constitution
that there will be no discrimination. Then Mr. Marshall
interjected, ‘and common citizenship’, and | said “no
discrimination, common citizenship and no changeable

voting.” And | went on to say, “| have said on National Day
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and thisis not athing said lightly and in jest, that it is the duty
of the government to see that these things are written into the
constitution before Maaysia takes effect. “And | may yet
have the pleasure of playing this tape recording of what Mr.
Marshall said at some future occasion in order to get him to
endorse what we have done”. Well, we took Mr. Marshall’s
words to heart, the Cobbold Commission came out with their
report giving a common citizenship to Borneo which
obviously opens the door to usto do likewise. And | asked
Mr. Marshall this, on the 25th of August, Radio Singapore.
“In other words, you support Alternative ‘A’, the Singapore
flag, you do.” Hesad: “I accept.” “You will support them.”
“1 shall gratefully support them.” (thisis page two of the

transcript). You see, | went on to say, “if you will support it

\

o o inthe Assembly-it follows you will supportitinthe .
Al ‘ ACININVES O HL\ Q)OI
Referendum.” “No”, he said, Y ou know, it's alittle bit

difficult, he likes spring chicken if it is served in the
Assembly, you tell him in a Referendum, “Would you like
spring chicken, roast duck or roast pork,” he says, “No, |
won't have any.” And | think in answer to Mr. Lynus, | can

do no better than to read Mr. Marshall, and he is quite an

LKY/ 1962/ LKY0827B. doc



: ‘addltlonlnrﬁ)eqt of thevarlousterrltorl asl understand _

authority, we quote him from time to time, and he said this on
Page 8 of the transcript, and if it comes from aman no less
learned in the law than Mr. Marshall how much more it must
be in the case of other people, he said this about Mr. Ong Eng
Guan. (Mr. Ong Eng Guan being a much more subtle
politician he kept up the line of the Barisan Sosidlis, heis
guite awily fellow, | mean, he knows what’s coming, Barisan
star falls, U.P.P. circles capture Barisan supporters, that’s
what he isthinking. Well, good luck to him.) However, Mr.
Marshall said: “I am sorry that Mr. Ong Eng Guan is getting
lost in the thicket of legal technicalities distinguishing
nationality from citizenship. But | do say that thereis no
guestion of two classes of Malaysian citizenship here at all.

There is one Malaysian citizenship and there will be in

\
\ ¢
\ § | S b

it, some classification Whereby those terrltorl escan in respect
of their own people limit the specia privileges existing in
those territories and there is no more than that. And that is
why the Worker’ s Party accepts these changes in that
context. Quite frankly | have studied it very carefully.” Can

| just finish Mr. Marshall. | am merely doing Mr. Marshall a
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favour, rather that be an authority myself | thought better Mr.
Marshall as an authority. “Quite frankly | have studied it
very carefully and | am deeply, and perhaps more deeply
suspicious of the P.A.P. than most. And | can tell you insofar
as these changes in the citizenship proposals are concerned, |
see no catch.” Well, Mr. Marshall is happy. Now heis half
and haf. You know, on the one hand, heis all for White
Paper. On the other hand, you know, there is thislittle bit of
aveer to keep in line with the United front line just in case
the ground is altogether lost. However, if it must be so in the
case of Mr. Marshall, how much more must it be in the case
of the thousands and thousands of non-legally trained men
and women who have been pumped this vicious propaganda
of second-class citizenship by Mr. Woodhull’ s underground
e e ‘and_qF)ovl\e gTounq‘ fril_ergq_s: Ie (&

INJle MES off Singapoi

Mr. Marshall: Mr. Lynus forgets that one of the aspects of the

changed citizenship provisions is that Federation citizenship
has been abolished. And | say this, | may be wrong in my
understanding of these provisions, but we of the Worker’s

Party challenge any other political party which deniesit, to
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submit the issue to any constitutional lawyer of standing of
their choice and if that congtitutional lawyer saysthat thereis
no radical constitutional change we will stand up publicly and
admit our error if they would do the same. Because | say to
you this, didlike the P.A.P. as | do for the dishonesty and
grievous harm they have done to our people, we face the truth
and the truth we genuinely believe is that there is aradical
constitutional change whereby two distinct status of
citizenship is now merged into one constitutional citizenship.
There is no more a Federal citizenship and the name
Singapore citizen, | hope, will ultimately disappear sinceit is
a psychologica bone of contention, and | offer asa
suggestion that for the peoples of Singapore, the Federation,
Borneo, Brunel and that for the Sarawak, the term that is used

‘\ & ‘ G ‘should bethfte(m Slngaporevoter” s ﬁaderanon voter,.

|
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“Borneo, Brunei and Sarawak voters.” Those are the terms
which are necessary to use for the purposes of distinguishing
where you vote and what are your own personal rightsin that
particular territory. But am honestly convinced that the
changes which have been made are not changes of

nomenclature, they are vital constitutional changes. And |
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repeat -- | here challenge any political party that says
otherwise to submit this matter to any constitutional authority
of international standing of their choice and if we, the
Worker’ s Party, lose we are prepared to pay for the opinion

too.

Mr. Woodhull: | think Mr. Lee has not answered Mr. Lynus question.

The point isthis. Mr. Lynus says that these new proposals do
not affect the real position. They are just a change in
nomenclature. ‘Yes or ‘no’ -- Mr. Lee hasn't answered.
And | say ‘yes. | have a photostat copy of the
correspondence between our illustrious Prime Minister and
the Prime Minister of the Federation. And it states here,
Paragraph 3 -- “some persons find it difficult to understand

~ELE thattherels 0 |ference|ncallmg5|n orecmzens
Natonel [RHES jjiifile]e

\u\\ b

‘nati onals or ‘citizens of the new Federatlon of M alaysa.
We have, therefore, agreed, it says, “that since this question
of nomenclature has loomed large in the minds of some
sections of the people, paragraph 14 of the White Paper
should be so amended that citizens of Singapore would be

‘citizens’ of Malaysiainstead of “nationals’ of Malaysia.”
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And then you have attached to it the interpretation of the
Advocate-General of Singapore and the Attorney-General of
the Federation that there will only be two citizenships --
citizens of Malaysia and citizens of Singapore. The position
Isthe same. Mr. Lee himself has asked the Prime Minister of
the Federation to change the name so as to satisfy some
people who do not like the word ‘national’ to substitute

‘citizen’ for it. That'sall. Why doesn’'t Mr. Lee admit it.

Mr. Marshall: Mr. Woodhull complains that Mr. Lee Kuan Yew has

not answered Mr. Lynus question. Ladies and gentlemen,
may | complain gently that Mr. Woodhull has not answered
by challenge. He says, | do not understand and | confess to
you | am no expert in constitutional law and | am prepared as

‘\ & ‘ OE ‘ahor\mt qui‘ti]c:if\ptoaccept WI|| he mﬁosayshmsan

\u\\ b

honest politician, accept the opinion of any Iawyer, he has the
choice, of internationa standing as a constitutional lawyer.
It'savery smple question. He has read to you the exchange
of letters. | am not here to explain to you -- many of you are
intelligent enough to recognise that these letters are worded

with an eyeto their respective electorates. Perhaps you can
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understand what | mean. But if we look behind the words to
the redlities of the congtitutional change. | repeat my
challenge either this week or any other week before

Malaysia, will Mr. Woodhull accept that challenge?

Mr. Woodhull:  (Happy to accept it).

Mr. Marshall: Thisisit. To put to alawyer of international repute, a

constitutional lawyer: Do these changes make any vital

constitutional difference to Command Paper 33?7 That isthe

guestion.
Mr. Woodhull: The ssimple answer to Mr. Marshall isthat | do accept
the challenge.
Natonal Archives or SINGE PO
Mr. Marshall: Name your man.
Mr. Woodhull: Anyway, the question that was asked was. Did these

changes make any difference to Proposal ‘A’? That was the
guestion whether there were any changes or not and Mr.

Lee sown letter to the Tengku just asks for a change of
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Prime Minister:

: ‘that_l\ havle\“ roc’ﬁanged Mr I\/larshall asmy ‘kaki . ‘ Let me
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name. Thisis something Mr. Marshall should understand.
Unfortunately, it’s the second time that Mr. Lee has set atrap
for Mr. Marshall. Thefirst time was when they went for the
constitutional talksin London when Mr. Marshall pressed for
independence for Singapore, Mr. Lee just watched him
making al his strenuous efforts, getting himself involved and
Mr. Leejust smiled, the whole thing collapsed and poor Mr.
Marshall had to resign. And thistime, Mr. Lee being more a
politician than a lawyer, watches Mr. Marshall perform, get
himsalf involved, then he meets Mr. Marshall, Mr. Marshall
finds hisfoot in thetrap. Mr. Lee, of course, isvery good in

what the Malays call ‘ pasang kaki’.

WEéll, I'm sorry, ladies and gentlemen, if you believe

|
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say this-- nothing is more dmstrous inmy view, than to
have a‘kaki’ that is not quite steady. And | never got into
any common Council of Joint Action with Mr. Marshall. It's
Mr. Woodhull and his friends who got into a Council of Joint
Action. To put it crudely, Mr. Woodhull’s “kaki’ that he

‘pasanged’ tripped him up.
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Question from Mr. Lim Chew Hock:

Mr. Marshall:

| understand your present stand on the citizenship question is

the same as that of the Government. But nevertheless, you still ask

the people to cast blank votes in the Referendum poll to show

disgust at the mode and manner by which the Government is

carrying out the Referendum. Am | fair in suggesting that in effect

you are asking the people to place party politics above and beyond

the interests of the people in their consideration when casting their

votes.

: ‘Prime Minﬁe]r msstencel wasntallcm/ed the extraten
) o~ ( . )

Thank you, Sir, for permitting me to speak on this. |

have prepared a script for it, but unfortunately thanks to the

|
\.\\ \

minutes, | want to read to you what the Prlme Mlnlster in h|s
“Battle for Merger” for power, as he calsit, which | call “12
lessons in how | stabbed my colleagues and double-crossed
my friends; page 80 this was drawn to my attention of the
English edition, he says. “A Referendum means the people

decide ‘yes or ‘no’ to merger proposals. But Dr. Lee Siew
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Choh for the Barisan Sosialis, who have clamed they want
the people to decide on merger instead of wanting the people
tosay ‘yes or ‘no’ to merger wants general elections. Now,
here he tells you what it means on the previous page, he says,
“we have said and everyone knows, that these terms and
conditions will be presented to you people for your
acceptances or rgjection.” Now he has lied there. We have
no right to accept or reject or say ‘yes or ‘no’. Proposal ‘B’,
according to Mr. Dingle Foot, Queen’s Counsel and Member
of Parliament, whose opinion, | sought means nothing at al |
have the statement of the case and the opinion here if you
wish to seeit. Proposal ‘C’, according to the Prime Minister
to the United Nations on the 26th of July, Page 32 of the
transcript, “1 admit that the third alternative on terms no less

‘\ o~ ‘ ‘favourabletlr ‘aornemsvague be(;auie‘the Borneo terms —
J (9 k Vgl ) X
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although parts of them have been discussed publlcly have not
been crystalised in a White Paper in proper form as
Alternative ‘A’. But they will be. “I would have thought that
my political opponents would at least have given me the
credit of possessing some generosity and some good sensg, in

not putting the Referendum question until Alternative ‘C’ has
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Prime Minister-
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been published and clarified.” That’sthe second lie. It also
means nothing because there is no White Paper. Now, in the
Federation, we have got ‘Bapa Malaysia,’ in Singapore we've
got ‘Bapa Clause 29', that abortion. On top of it, he has used
the emotive Singapore flag as a symbol for proposal “A”
although he has promised in the Assembly there will be no
emotive symbols. He has also permitted himself no
publication of the number of blank votes. The entirething is
so immoral, and you say it is party politics. You are asked to
participate in athoroughly dishonest, publicly dishonest
manoeuvre and you say it is party politics. The law compels
us to go there, to the ballot box, and we will go. The law
compels us to take that ballot paper, that filthy thing, we will

takeit. But it doesn’t compel usto mark it, and we will not

|
woy AL NU N

\! I;\.' \ | ‘
have some principles. It is not through the principles of

his honesty, through Machiavellian treachery that we are

going to achieve a decent country.

Y ou know thereis a saying in court, “when you are in

ajam. bluster,” And the jam issimply this. Mr. Marshall
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said on the 19th of August knowing full well what the
Referendum was, what the proposals were, what the symbols
were, he said it in the Sunday Times, he was going to get his
party to reconsider the question of blank votes. In other
words, on Saturday night, 18th of August, barely a week ago,
Mr. Marshall was in areasonably happy frame of mind. He
wanted not only, having had a nice dialogue with me, ever so
polite and ever so pleasant over the radio, | asked him
whether he would state his stand, Ah, he'll give it
unequivocally, a matter of days, must allow him timeto
speak to his party. And he said in the Sunday Times,
interview given on the 18th, that he wanted to get his party to
reconsider blank votes. If it's so immoral, if it's so wicked if

it's so dishonest to partake of this Referendum, why did it

e | N

b GNAC K S e e

his party to reverse the decision. | suggest he was unable to
get the party to reverse, that the party is, as he has admitted,
captured by others, that he doesn’t want to break with his
party because it means he will be left with nothing. Now, let
me answer the substance of the allegation. ‘Yes or ‘No’ to

merger, and | would have put that question, ‘Yes or ‘No’ to
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merger. And they asked in the Assembly, ‘don’t put that
guestion yes or no to merger, because we all agree on merger.
Dr. Lee Siew Choh said that. It isassimple asthat. Nobody
disagrees on merger. Dr. Lee Siew Choh said, ‘it’s only what
kind of merger’. Therefore, | say, | will put it to the people.
What we have proposed, what Barisan Sosialis have asked
for, merger like Penang and Malacca, what Mr. Marshall --
and | quoted him with great effectiveness. Every now and
again, he becomes a great authority on my side, and | quoted
him. And you know, he got excited over the wireless and
called mealiar and so on. | didn’'t have the particular text
then, but I’ ve got it here with me now, the Hansard of the
23rd November, Column 375 -- he said: “merger, complete,
unconditional.” That'sNo. 2. And if Mr. Dingle Foot

:‘ ‘do&sp’t klng\?z P@t it |s\t‘ell Mr JDlngLe Foot to cqme here

{ D
‘ ‘ I |
‘ § | S LY

and I'll tell him all about it. I’ vegotanSA G who has

L
J'*"‘
‘\\_1\ \

drafted out 18 paragraphs to show the difference between
‘A’, ‘B’ and ‘C’. | said to the United Nations, “surely we
won't put it until ‘C’ isknown.” Sixty-thousand words have
been published in the Cobbold Report and all the unanimous

recommendations of the Cobbold Report have been accepted
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by the Federation and British Governments, and the 18
paragraphs are spelt out from the unanimous
recommendations of the Cobbold Report and ‘C’ is known.
And anyway, nobody wants ‘C’, they voted against ‘C’ in the
Assembly. Thisisplain and simple passing of the buck.
Everybody wants merger except Barisan. That’s honest. Mr.
Ong Eng Guan wants merger, but he wants me to carry the
buck, heap abuse, heap trouble on me, then ride, Barisan
goes, he gathers the multitude, banners to Kuala Lumpur.
Well, we are not that suckers. | mean, we are not in this
game for the benefit of a gang of adventurers. (Mr. Marshall:
No, it isfor your benefit.) No, it isfor the benefit of the
people of Singapore. Let me put it smply, if | wanted to play

for my benefit, if | wanted (a member of the crowd shouts

- and there |s thhI ngr wrong \{Vlth MalarT;\.
Malaysaelther and I di ;jn 't do the t\let, nor dlld\ I ‘do the \
Cha-Cha, nor did | have anything to do with soap and
contraceptives as Mr. Woodhull has suggested. Let me put it
simply to you like this, if we wanted to play party politics, al

we need do isto opt out. Y ou see, we have got a guaranteed

and an insured position. (Mr. Marshall: “Pleasedo it”.) Ah,
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Ah, they want usto do that. There are 26 votes, or there
were, in the Assembly. They could outvote us, we want no
coalition, and if they outvote us, we lay down our
responsibility, but aslong as we are in power, we discharge it
to the best of our ability, according to our conscience and

what’ s in the interests of the people.

Mr. Marshall: The Prime Minister tells you that if Dingle Foot

doesn’t know what proposal ‘B’ means, he will tell him. This
Is what the Prime Minister said to United Nations -- at Page
31 --“ltisnot for me and | do not claim the right to make a
judicial interpretation of these documents’, that’sto say in
accordance with the Constitutional documents of the
Federation of Malaya. He said my party has been captured.
Naffiona MR e RiEr S L saie
they don’t want merger. We have come out honestly and
frankly stating that we recognise that the merger proposals as
they now stand areright. But the Barisan Sosidlis -- they are
against it. Whom have we been captured by? Now, let me

make my stand quite clear. We have told the Prime Minister,

postpone this humbug referendum, postpone it till after the
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Malaysian Condtitution is before the people so that they can
see it spelled out, so we can explain it to them, so that we,
and the Worker’ s Party, undertake publicly to work for that
proposal with all sincerity and to urge the people to support it
If we have areferendum that gives us a chanceto say “Yes’
or “No”. Because though the Worker’ s Party accepts it, we
are not the people of Singapore, nor ishe. Heisjust one and
one empty balloon of gas. Give the people of Singapore the
chance and take their decision. |f adoctor saysto you, “you
must amputate your leg, otherwise you will be in more
serious danger”, it isyour right to say “No”. He has no right
to cut it off or to put forward this shameless, public humbug
to get you to do it.

| am not going to reply to abuse, but | want to make a

: ‘fewgmqle\ﬂ)o]irﬁ Flrst Mr. Marshall ﬁyswho hashlsparty\

\u\\ \.

been captured by? | say if he would read the Straits Tlmes of
April and May he will see Mr. K.M. Byrneright there, in
writing say that Mr. Marshall admitted his party has been
captured by the Communists. Mr. Marshall subsequently
corrected it and said it’ s been captured by Barisan Sosialis.

He says Mr. Byrneisaliar. | said sue Mr. Byrne and the
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Straits Times, because it is damaging. Never mind. That's
point number one. Point number two, let’s postpone this
Referendum. You heard thisplea. It's always a passionate,
powerful pleafor decency and understanding and humanity
and (Mr. Marshall: And you can’'t understand). If I, for one
moment, believed that the postponement was for the sake of
decency and humanity | would be the first to respond. Here
Is a party which says, “postpone”, says the spokesman
“because we want time to explain to the people’ and instead
of immediately explaining to the people why ‘A’ is good, they
said “cast blank vote, down with every merger vote.” And |
ask him: Does he honestly believe -- he asked Mr.
Rajaratnam twice for time to persuade important people in
Barisan Sosialis who were beginning to see his point of view.

‘\ &yl ‘ 0 ‘Mr Marshalr ISnglngfor reconvenmg ?f theAssemny a}nd

\.\\ LN

we wanted to know what for? And he said in order to clarify
the stand, now he is quite prepared to vote for the White
Paper and he wanted time to convince the Barisan chaps, and
he said some of them are beginning to see his point of view.
The very day he said that Lim Chin Siong went to Jurong and

promptly denounced him. | don’t know whether Mr. Lim
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Chin Siong wrote the English text, I’ ve got afeeling Mr.
Woodhull’ s style was somewhat there. Y ou know, “people
who ran away when the going got hot.” | don’t think Mr.
Marshall ran away. | thought he did the right thing but Mr.
Woodhull thought he ran away and these are men who have
not the slightest, intention of being convinced either by
humanity or decency. Their movement to capture Singapore,
Malaya, and the Borneo territories for the Communist cause
will be blocked by merger and Malaysia, they are going to
fight it to the death. Y ou give them another six months, they
will tell more lies, cause more trouble. They are at the
moment at the lowest ebb, no more ideas, no more material,
debunked, deflated and all they can think of its postponement.

WEell, 1st of September, we'll see.

Nauonal Archives or SIngERoNreE
Mr. Woodhull: The Barisan Sosialis are supposed to have captured the

Worker’s Party. | suppose they have captured the P.A.P.
now. (Prime Minister: you tried that last year, you know but
you falled). Wetried that last year, he says. But before we
came out of prison, Mr. Lee had amended the Constitution of

the P.A.P. He appointed the cadres, the cadres appointed

LKY/ 1962/ LKY0827B. doc



. ‘Hesgysthat‘Dr lveesays dontsayyﬁ noto merger -

21

him. It'saperfect arrangement. Mr. Rgjaratnam, the mental
heavyweight of the P.A.P. -- hetried to justify this system. |
mean, he quoted the Roman Catholic Church -- the Pope
appoints the Cardinals, the Cardinals appoint the Pope. Papa
Lee, Harry the Pope. Now, | mean, I’ ve nothing against Mr.
Rajaratnam, in fact, he is dreadfully honest fellow. Not only
he is confused, he looks confused. But now it’s being said
that we tried to capture the Worker’s Party and Mr. Lee
specialisesin this, one insinuation after another insinuation.
The Communists, he says, are at their low ebb, they had it,
merger, Maaysia, thisisthe only solution. Thisishis
familiar theme. Now, | say, that Mr. Lee knows that histime
Is up and he has to push through this Malaysia whether he
likesit or not. Look at the arguments that he has been given.
) Of|
course, we proposed in the Legidative Assembly t‘hat we \
want a complete merger, with Singapore citizens becoming
the citizens of the Federation of Malaya, with Singapore
sending proportional representatives and he rgjected it. This

is the very man who now says, “Oh, the Barisan does not

want merger.” Thisistwist, yes. We also proposed that you
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put your proposals through in the Legidative Assembly,
aright, put it to the people, ‘yes or ‘no’ and he dared not put
it to the people, yesor no. Instead he gets Mr. Lim Yew
Hock to propose Proposal ‘C’, then Mr. Lim Y ew Hock
attacks the blank vote and he says, “aright, vote proposal ‘A’
now.” ThisisHarry Lee. Everybody has agreed on merger,
we want a complete merger. He doesn’t get it. What are his
excuses, just watch him, first he saysit’s legally not possible.
Thenit’s proved that it's legally possible. Section two and
sub-section 22 of the Federal Constitution makes it possible
for such amerger. So he shifts this ground, he says now, we
have 15 seats in the Legidature, we have Labour and
Education, so we need only 15 because we have autonomy. |
mean, if that is the basis of the 15 seats, then we say, take
Iabour take qu[:gtlon but gl\(elus acemmon CItlzenshlp and

| \ ) ‘ ] I\ . (2 k ) I;\_'\
25 repreﬁentatlves or 24 on proportional baS| s. We asked M r.

\

Lee, no answer. He refusesto budge on this. And so herigs
up this Referendum Law and triesto justify it. | will say this
for Mr. Marshall, at least hislegal training has made him
ashamed of this Referendum Law. But Mr. Leeisasort of

lawyer who brings his profession into issue and disrepute.
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And thisishisbass. If he saysthat he has the support of the
people, Mr. Lim Y ew Hock says he has the support of the
people, alright, the Barisan say we have the support of the
people, you may dismissit, thisis politicians' talk. But let us
test our positions. Let ustest our ground by going back to the
people. Does he dare do it? He hasn’t got the courage to do
it. All hecan doisgive hisexcuses. “Wewant a
Referendum only to determine the mode and manner of
merger.” Then he shifts his ground further. He says, “15
seats, therefore Labour and Education we shall have
autonomy.” | mean, hislaw is crooked, his economicsis
crazy, his politicsisjust crackers and Mr. Leeis personaly
cuckoo.

\

A |haVETJUﬁl been qlven onemlnut ﬁo]a?swer Mrk N[

Woodhull and my answer is qwte simple. Mr. Woodhull isa

L*H;i

Federation citizen, he carries a Federation passport. | even
allowed him to complain against me, at the United Nations
although he isn’'t a subject of Singapore. | raised no
objections whatsoever. And | say to Mr. Woodhull, quite

simply this: He's not afraid to go to prison, he'sabrave
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man, good. Go back to Batu Pahat, fight the Tengku, get into

Parliament, give us 25 seats. That’s your battle.

If all Federal citizens were like me, Mr. Lee would not
be here. Thisisthe same man who organised the P.A.P. with
me. Now, | am quite happy to go back to Batu Pahat. But
Mr. Lee hastried to take the people for aride and one of
these days he will find out that they will take him for a very
short run and dump him into the Rochore Canal. (Prime

Minister: When are you going back to K.L.?)

Question by Chandran M ohan:

- |Ref endum WO dmean avotefor the vernmentaS|s
(R aywoRtd meen, psFame

Mr. Lee, you explained before that blank votesin the

{ O
\ ¢
‘|\\ b

contai ned in the Referendum Bi II But Iately you have been
saying that by casting blank votes, the electorate in Singapore
would beindirectly voting for Alternative ‘B’ as the mgority.

Please explain.
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Prime Minister : | have never said that the blank vote is voting for the

Government. That is what the Opposition have viciously
aways said. Clause 29 says a blank vote or an unmarked
vote will go in accordance with what the Legidative
Assembly decides -- not what the Government saysis‘A’ or
‘B’ but what the Legidative Assembly and, as | pointed out
to Mr. Woodhull, we didn’t even command a majority last
time when they moved a motion of ‘no confidence’ in us.
They, the Opposition together, could have out-voted us.
That' s the first point we must have clear. Barisan is now
going down on the ground: “Ah, well, since you like White
Paper just cast ablank vote, it will be for the White Paper,
which isanother lie. A blank voteisalost vote. It will have

to go according to the decision of the Assembly. But if the

{ D
I |
e | A L b

‘\ : :\,;\ ‘ 0 ‘Assemblyls‘fach wﬂh\a\stuaﬂon wheﬁthere are more
votesfor ‘B’ than ‘A’ | think it will haveto be avery brave
Assembly to say that blanksgoto ‘A’ and notto ‘B’. It'sas
simple asthat. | ask them -- Mr. Marshall isalawyer and he
is being praised by Mr. Woodhull, he only praises Mr.
Marshall when it suits him. When Mr. Marshall talks about

citizenship with authority, Mr. Woodhull doesn’'t like it.
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Never mind. But that iswhat Clause 29 says. And | say it's
assimple asthis. Three people go to vote. | would have
voted for ‘A’ -- let’s say Harry Lee votesfor ‘A’. Sandra
Woodhull or Sidney Woodhull -- | thought | saw his name
change from Sandrato Sidney now. Never mind. But let’s
say he also wants to vote (assuming that he has got the right
of voting, but he hasn't -- never mind). For the purposes of
the argument, let’s assume he also wanted to vote for *A’, but
Mr. Marshall wanted to vote for ‘B’ because Mr. Marshall
thinks complete merger isthe right thing. | mean if he lived
up to what he said in Hansard, then he’ll vote for ‘B’, you
see. So therewill betwo ‘A’sagainst one ‘B’. But let us
suppose that | go and listen to Barisan’s line “never mind,
you want ‘A’ cast ablank vote.” Sol cast ablank. Mr.

\

: ‘qudhulll th:TzT@ rectlyg to kcﬁ a Iglanr V(]the Hg castf,zlal (

blank. There are two blanks against one B’. And the

L
J'*"‘
‘\\_1\ \

L egidative Assembly will have to decide what those two
blanks go to, and | say if there are more ‘B’sthan ‘A’sthe

matter is wide open.
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Mr. Marshall: The euphemism of Clause 29 is that the blank vote will

go according to the decision of the Legidlative Assembly.
That's correct. The Legidative Assembly by 33 votesto 18
Opposition walking out, voted in favour of Proposal ‘A’, that
Isto say, in favour of Command White Paper 33 of 1961.
The country will not know how many people have genuinely
voted for ‘A’ and how many blank votes are added to the
total because they also refused to permit an amendment of
thelr provision, and now as the law stands the Superintendent
of Election has got to add all the ‘A’ votes with the blank
votes. And thistalk about ‘B’ isanother PAP lie. Those are
the facts that the Assembly has voted in favour of Command
White Paper 33 of 1961. That ison the record. Clause 29

says blank votes will go in accordance with the decision of

Nafonal AR ITEES B ST bt
Referendum Ordinance says that the blank vote shall not be
declared separately. The Assembly will not know. You will
not know. He will know for the purposes of his party. He
and Mr. Ong Pang Boon and Mr. Goh Keng Swee and the
rest of them. They will know, but no citizen of Singapore

outside that filthy PAP Party will know how many blank
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votesthere are. They will bejoined to the ‘A’ vote and will
be given atotal of 99.9%. S0, let’s have no humbug about

‘B’.

The point | want to make is very much the same as Mr.
Marshall. The Legidative Assembly has aready decided for
Proposal ‘A’ -- this has been passed. Section 29 of the
Referendum Ordinance states quite clearly that all blank and
uncertain votes will be deemed to be votes in accordance
with the decision of the Legidative Assembly, which is
Proposal ‘A’. Now, how does Proposdl ... ... If you vote
blank it will count for Proposal ‘B’, Mr. Lee has got to
explain. Let Mr. Lee explain if the blank and uncertain votes
will be counted separately. If he saysthey will be counted

‘sepa(ately aTd nge known to trlle publl t?en | say. kolly

‘|\\ b
\

good'.

Y ou see thisis the problem that arises when the
Opposition construes the Ordinance for their own propaganda
purposes. Section 29 (I haven’t got the Ordinance, neither

has Mr. Marshall, nor has Mr. Woodhull), but | have just had
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the advantage of a session this morning with the Chinese
Chamber of Commerce and | went through Section 29 with
them, blank and uncertain votes will go in accordance with
the decision of the Assembly. The Assembly made the
decision on the White Paper but the Assembly never made a
decision on the three alternatives. In fact, part of the
Opposition that supported the White Paper proposed ‘C'.
Tun Lim Yew Hock and his S.P.A. proposed ‘C’. In other
words, there has been no pronouncement on the three
aternatives put in the referendum, and blank votes will go in
accordance with the decision of the Assembly. And | say this
in al seriousness -- Barisan is trying to get the maximum
number of blank votes by shooting the line that blank vote
means‘A’. And | am saying quite frankly that, according to

rL ‘thelaw, that‘lsTgorrect untrue, m|$ch| ‘ous And If asa

‘\‘;_E'LM_ O] LG & |DOE
consequence of what | have explained just now, there are
more ‘B’sthan ‘A’s the Legidative Assembly will bein a
difficulty to decide the blanksgoto ‘A’ and not goto ‘B’.
Mr. Marshall: Clause 29 speaks of a decision taken, or to be taken,

by the Legidative Assembly. Decision has been taken but the
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Prime Minister has not promised that it will be reconsidered
again. But evenif it isreconsidered again, the PAP command
25 people in the Assembly and the SPA has comeout in
favour of ‘A’. So when, if (abig ‘if’) he seeks the approval
of the Assembly again for the blank votes, whose number we
will not be permitted to know, it will still be“A’. | nail down

that lie.

| think what Mr. Lee has been saying is most
interesting. We are going to have a Referendum on
September the first. There will be voting, counting of the
ballot on the same night. How are the blank votes going to be
counted? It states in the Referendum Ordinance that the
blank and uncertain votes shall be included and counted with
the decision ‘in corplance with the Iiegl' a%lve Assembly

M\ l'\_ A\ = k I | ey | N ‘\ k I I;\_'\
which has aready decided on Proposal ‘A’. How arethe

votes to be counted? Will Mr. Leetell usif the blank votes
will be counted separately -- the blank and uncertain votes --
and made known to the public. Thisisthe crucia question.

If he can answer that, if he says ‘yes', then | say ‘three cheers

to Harry Le€'.
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Prime Minister : | give you the smple answer that if there are more ‘B’s

than ‘A’s, the blank votes will go back to the Assembly and |

say ‘three cheersto Sandra Woodhull’.

Neatonal Archives o S
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Question by Mr. Manjit Singh:

Mr. Woodhull:

\
y ‘
A

The livelihood of the people of Singapore depends on
its trade with the Federation. If Singapore were to demand
for complete independence, and first chance going it aone, is
it possible if not probable that the Federation would sever
trade relations with Singapore? This was made quite clear by
the attempt made by the Federation to improve Port
Swettenham in order to cope up with the Federation’s trade.
But today, Singapore has been offered merger under certain
conditions, and although the opposition parties are
condemning it vehemently, at least it means what the people
of Singapore will retain as their livelihood. So, wouldn’t you
agree that, at least, half aloaf is better than no bread for it
means that tlr ﬂeppl e of S| ngapore wnl ﬁl I haye ?ometkhllng €
to eat and thereis always the hope of |mprOV| ng the existing

conditions?

Before the PAP came into office they produced such a
thing called “ The Tasks Ahead.” That was before the serious

decline in mental powers resulted in the battle for merger.
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But in the “Tasks Ahead” they made it quite clear that the
Federation needs us as much as we need the Federation, and
it isto the interests of both territories to have a common
market. But, what has happened to the Common Market?
The merger proposals make no mention of the common
market. At the same time Harry Lee talks glibly about having
amarket of 10-million people, but is there this market of 10-
million people? Just see the position. In the Federation
they’re running into difficulties to finance the five-year plan.
In Singapore, since the P.A.P. came into office in 1959, the
financial statement of account says there are 70-million
dollarsin Sterling securities. The 1960 statement of account
shows that there are 164-million dollars spent on Sterling
securities -- almost double the amount in hundred years, in

‘mongy gone‘out' Qf Si ngapore to, build h mes in Sussex

\\‘kll ‘]L.\" kl I;\'\

Wessex, Middlesex, some sex that Harry |IkeS. And thlSls
the position. There has been no talk, no mention of a

common market.
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Is the position changed at all? And do we have to
bring about merger on these terms when nothing has been
clarified? And thisisthe question that needs to be answered,

and this is something that the P.A.P. has never answered.

The threat to cut the Causeway is the threat of aman to
cut hisown throat. Not only the head dies, but also the body
dies. The Federation knowsit. That’'s sheer humbug. Port
Swettenham today in spite of al their efforts hasn’t been able
to stop the growth of the port of Singapore which carries
more trade than it has ever carried before. It's the greatest

port inall Asia. Let usnot be fooled by this.

We of the Worker’s Party have told you that we agree

| .
o I b N b

proposals are workable. We have stood up for indépendence
as an dternative to complete merger. We now accept that
there is merger, there is a common citizenship in spite of
certain unfair aspects and shabby treatment of Singapore.

But if the people of Singapore should want independence, we

are convinced, that that independence would be but a step
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towards a merger of equals, and we can stand completely
alone as aviable entity. We have said thisfor along time.
That has been our platform and we believe it, that through
independence there will be mutual respect by recognition on
both sides of the need of one for the other, and then we can
have a merger compatible with the self-respect of the people
of Singapore who will no longer have the impediment -- the

clot -- in the Constitution of a P.A.P. party in office.

Mr. Lee Kuan Yew: WEell, Mr. Marshall has answered on my behalf about

3y 1h )
y k ]
AN .

~ [now, right here | kmglnto thlsquestlo facommon
:‘ e 'GMFQ \ rw

the merger business. Now, he admitsit is genuine merger,
miraculously achieved now. And soitisgoingto be. And as
for common market, Mr. Marshall knows, Mr. Woodhull

can't be al that ignorant, that there is a United Nations team

market.
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If thereis an unconditional common market, let’s face
the facts, al the development will be in Singapore. It’'s got
the best harbour, it's got the best land and sea
communications and railway connections. From Singapore
you can attack the whole of the South East Asian markets.

Y our imports are cheap, your exports are cheap. The
Federation wants to ensure that there are certain industries
which are closely connected with their raw materialslike
iron, tin, rubber, pam ail, those industries should be
scheduled in the Federation, otherwise they will al gravitate
to Singapore, and the common market is there as an accepted
principle of both governments. The question is how do we
devise a plan whereby not all the development takes place in
Singapore, whereby some development, mainly connected

‘\ & ‘ @ ‘wnh ,the raw‘ mﬁtgrlals of the Federatlon' Tanonly developln

\u\\ \.

the Federation. The whole purpose of this getting together IS
in order to build a more prosperous society. And if thereis
no common market, we just go in for the purpose of just
merging with the Federation without a common market, then |
say what are we al talking about? The Tunku accepts this,

the Federation Finance Minister has agreed this with our
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Finance Minister, the United Nations team, | think, is already
on itsway out, if not already here, and with merger and
Malaysia, the final crux isthis: if things are worse after
merger and Malaysia, we will have to take the rap for it, and
we are convinced things will be better after merger and
Malaysia. That iswhy we are prepared, as Mr. Marshall
says, he sticks his neck out, but we are prepared to put our

lives at stake on this.

28th August, 1962.
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