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ABSTRACT

The notion of Bangsa Melayu and Kebangsaan is known with its social and historical
by-product. The Malayan Union crisis that occurred from 1946 to 1948 was an
important event in Malaya as it commemorates the inception of the United Malay
National Organization (UMNO) as the centre of Malay Nationalism. Not only that,
the establishment of UMNO can also be seen as the emergence of Bangsa Melayu
which is a crucial political signifier that shapes a new form of social relations for the
Malays to fix their in-group solidarity and further strengthen their communal identity.
From narrowly identified through their individual negeri (regional), the Malays
shifted towards a new ideal of Bangsa Melayu as a potent political signifier, and this
belief propagated to all the Malays populating the peninsula of Malaya. During this
turbulent period, the aristocratic-led UMNO gained their political legitimacy to
ascend to power by winning the support of the Malays and represent them in the
nation-state foundation. Mutual agreement was reached through the new Anglo-
Malay cooperation. As a result, Persekutuan Tanah Melayu (PTM) was established
and the ruling elite in UMNO was included, which finally revoked the initial
declaration of the Malayan Union. It was through Onn Jaafar, an aristocrat and the
founding father of UMNO, with his concerted efforts to amalgamate the state
associations that were formerly known for their narrowly identified kenegerian was
able to gather the divided Malays into a unitary expression of Bangsa Melayu and
Kebangsaan through the establishment of UMNO as their primary vehicle. This study
examines Onn Jaafar's significance as a native agent and his potential agency in
performing his discursive articulations to represent the discourse of Bangsa and
Kebangsaan publicly through his writings and speeches from 1946 to 1948. The
agency of Onn was firstly preconditioned through the politics of Kerajaan that was so
instrumental in the Malay political culture and its relation to the establishment of the
colonial Good Government in Malaya. Finally, he rose towards political fame to unite
the Malays during the period of dislocation due to the aftermath of the Japanese
occupation. Utilizing the framework of discourse analysis, this study identifies how
the role of Onn Jaafar was so instrumental to mobilize that identity into a political
reaction that amalgamated all state associations to achieve a unitary force of Bangsa
and Kebangsaan.



¢aal) dada

el (o sl Leatiag Ak gl dulpud) g 4y oDl dall) 3 4S8 iyl
e () 1946 ale e ian Al gl dal Aol culs | Al
Ggia gl Aadaiall eli) (5 SYy cldial um Dhe 3 Laga Bas 1948
Ay Gad Okl Al 138 e Ldia sy (UMNO) sasiall 4 5Ll
daa s Hseh il e UMNO s el jlie) Wi (Say Js e
dpelaa¥l Gliball e poa IS0 S auls ol A5eS 0l
ST S8 Lnainall agihsa S 3ai s ¢ oelaall pgialimi =Sy okl
(Crspalil) agillY o1 () srmnia il o Gaa IS aaaaat o3 (ol (1
) g 5 B mala pi5aS g0lall A g8l dian 3 gl gl gBall gl
LY 3 e and S pdll ol g e G4 aaiey) XY
Ahal jaia yY) 30ks UMINO coansi€) iy ylacaddl 3yl s DA
Jiaiy solall aeay el JBA (e dlaldl (68 dusbuad) gl 5
e Jaliie G ) Jea il o5 Apa gl A gall Gupads (& ik 1) - gl
5poad A Gaanli o3 el dai sl e glasi) o sladll JDIA
oAyl 15al call Ay ¢ UMNO & daSkall i) s oy g0l
Oira (e el G DA e @l G el alal e Y
zedl 3 jlaiall sagem ¢ UMNO 2 peusall Y15 b e )Y
e ¢ il uaiSIL e 48 g jee cailS ) A gall Climes
Al s sdlall Cgnd Oo 2 e el () Gpassiall G sl aen (4
pda Ciasi agd Ayl Al UMNO sl YA (g dyila gl 4 50l
elal 8 Aldinall AilS g 5 Aaa JalaS jira (50 ¢ gila dparl & Al
AL P (e Gle dglaglly Csadll Qlad Jial  Uadll o jpas
oe Vsl ddag pie dlenll CulS 1948 ale I 1946 ale o 4dhd
Aonlnd) AHED 3 Jlad g0 L S il il A Sall due DDA
e LW A ddlall 4 jleainl) da Sl iy LE@8le 5 4 gDl
Sl 5y VA sl s sl Anlind) 3 el sa 1Al e 6 gl
sda 2aa7 caldadll Julst ) ARENIE ‘;\\_1\:13\ oAy Gle 1t Caven



3 b Ay sedl el A 8 LA Vlad e 6 gila 50 S S Al

c_\yuﬁl BAN ga 56 ‘_3...\3;35 ‘\Jjﬂ\ Q\.b\.\f\)\ e el ‘_,.’_uz\_\.u.n nd
Azl



APPROVAL PAGE

I certify that | have supervised and read this study and that in my opinion, it conforms to
acceptable standards of scholarly presentation and is fully adequate, in scope and quality, as a
dissertation for the degree of Master of Human Sciences (Political Science).

Rabi'Ah Binti Aminudin
Supervisor

Mohd Helmi Bin Mohd Sobri
Co-Supervisor

I certify that | have read this study and that in my opinion it conforms to acceptable standards
of scholarly presentation and is fully adequate, in scope and quality, as a dissertation for the
degree of Master of Human Sciences (Political Science)

Zahid Bin Zamri
Examiner

This dissertation was submitted to the Department of Islamic Revealed Knowleadge and
Heritage and is accepted as a fulfilment of the requirement for the degree of Master of Human
Sciences (Political Science)

Rohana Binti Abdul Hamid
Head, Department of Human
Sciences (Political Science)

This dissertation was submitted to the AHAS Kulliyyah of Islamic Revealed Knowledge and
Human Sciences is accepted as a fulfilment of the requirement for the degree of Master of
Human Sciences (Political Science)

Shukran Abdul Rahman
Dean, Kulliyyah of Islamic Revelaed
Knowledge and Heritage



DECLARATION

| hereby declare that this dissertation is the result of my own investigations, except where
otherwise stated. | also declare that it has not been previously or concurrently submitted as a
whole for any other degrees at 11UM or other institutions.

Muhammad Hafiz Bin Hassim

SIGNATUIE. ... Date ....ocveeiee e

Vi



INTERNATIONAL ISLAMIC UNIVERSITY MALAYSIA

DECLARATION OF COPYRIGHT AND AFFIRMATION OF
FAIR USE OF UNPUBLISHED RESEARCH

EVALUATING THE FACTORS THAT AFFECT THE
BIOPHILIA APPLICATION AT WORKPLACES OF IIUM’S
GOMBAK CAMPUS

I declare that the copyright holder of this dissertation is jointly owned by the student and [1UM.

Copyright © 2021 Muhammad Hafiz Bin Hassim and International Islamic
University Malaysia. All rights reserved.

No part of this unpublished research may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval
system, or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical,
photocopying, recording or otherwise without prior written permission of the
copyright holder except as provided below.

1. Any material contained in or derived from this unpublished research
may be used by others in their writing with due acknowledgement.

2. 1IUM or its library will have the right to make and transmit copies
(print or electronic) for institutional and academic purposes.

3. The IIUM library will have the right to make, store in a retrieved
system and supply copies of this unpublished research if requested by
other universities and research libraries.

By signing this form, | acknowledged that | have read and understood the 1HUM
Intellectual Property Right and Commercialization policy.

Affirmed by Muhammad Hafiz Bin Hassim

Signature Date

vii




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Praise to Allah SWT, the Most Merciful and the Most Compassionate, for
granting me the kuliyyah, drive and resources in completing this modest work in my
never-ending quest for knowledge. Salawat to His Messenger, Prophet Muhammad
SAW, and to His family and companions.

| wish to express my appreciation and thanks to my colleagues for giving me
their time, effort and moral support for this study. Thank you for standing by my side.
Finally, a special thanks to my supervisor and co-supervisor, Asst. Prof. Dr. Rabi'Ah
Binti Aminudin and Asst. Prof. Dr Mohd Helmi Bin Mohd Sobri and other lectures for
their continuous support, encouragement, patience and leadership, and for that, I will
be forever grateful. Once again, thank you so much for everyone’s kind support.

Wassalam.

viii



TABLE OF CONTENTS

N 01 1 = Tod PSSR I
ADSIFACE IN ATADIC....ee it e e e e eeanrnee s ii
APPIOVAI PAJE ... v
[ =Tod 2 = U o] o ISR vi
COPYIIGNT PAGE ...t vii
ACKNOWIBAGEMENTS ...t viii
LISE OF FIGUIES ...ttt ettt et Xi
LiSt OF ADDIEVIALIONS ......oeieiieeiiie et ee e aneee e Xii
CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION ..ottt 1
0 110 T [ (oo SRR SURSPR 1
1.2 Statement of Problem...........ccooiiiiii e 3
1.3 Research Questions And Research ODJeCtiVES...........cccveiviiiieiiiiiieiieene, 7
1.3.1 ReSearch QUESLIONS.......cuuveiiieeeiiieciie et e e e sae e e e 7
1.3.2 ReSearch ODJECLIVES .......ccuiiiiiiiieiieeciee e 8
1.4 Significance 0f RESEArCH ........c.coiiiiiiiiii i 8
1.5 LIErature REVIEW ......cooiiiieiiiieeiiiee et e e etee e sea e s tea e tae e stae e e st e e sntaeeenneae s 8
1.5.1 Modern Identity and the Politics of Nationalism..............cccccccveennen. 9
1.5.2 Nationalism in the Malay Studies...........cccccevvveiiiieeiiie e, 14
1.5.3 CONCIUSION.....vviiiiiiiie e 19
1.6 Theoretical FrameWOrK ..........ccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiee s 20
1.B. L EIBMENTS ..o 25
1.7 Research Methodology.........ccveiiiiieiiie e 26
1.7.1 ReSEArCh DESIGN ...cevvieeieiie e ciie ettt 26
1.7.2 Data COHECTION ..ot 26
1.7.3 Data ANAIYSIS.......ccoiiieeiiie et 27
1.8 Chapter OULIINE......ccvei et 30
CHAPTER TWO: THE POLITICS OF KERAJAAN AND THE
INVENTION OF BANGSA MELAYU ...coiiiiiiiiiiieiie e 32
2.1 INEFOAUCTION ...ttt 32
2.2 The Architectonic Restructuring of the Kerajaan ..............cccccoevvveinnnnne, 33
2.3 The Awakened Generation and Bangsa Melayu as the Primacy of
POBTICS .ottt nree 43
2.4 The Prince Turned To Priest: the Birth of National Hero......................... 55
2.5 Turning the Tide: The Malay SPring .........cocceevvveiiiee e 60
2.6 CONCIUSION ....eiiiiiiiie et 64

CHAPTER THREE: (RE)INVENTING THE (MALAY) LEVIATHAN:
THE DISCURSIVE CONSTRUCTION OF ONN JAAFAR’S BANGSA

AND KEBANGSAAN ..ottt et eenree s 68
T8 A 101 {0 Yo [0 Tod A T SRR 68

3.2 The Eclipse of Sultans and the Potential Growth of Radical Political
EXPIESSION ...ttt 70


file:///C:/Users/hp/Dropbox/A_2IBNU%20KHALDUN%20FILE/Formatting%20IIUM%20Malaysia/27_09_2021_Formatting_IIUM%20ACADEMY/%5bFinal%20Edit%5d%20CONSTRUCTING%20THE%20POLITICAL%20SUBJECTS%20AN%20ANALYSIS%20OF%20ONN%20JAAFAR'S%20BANGSA%20AND%20KEBANGSAAN%201946-1948.docx%23_Toc83098550

3.3 Constructing the Driving Force: the Fantasy of the Malay

UNITICALION ..ttt ee e 75
3.4 The Past is Ours: Reorganizing the Spatial Imaginary ...........cccccceevveennne 83

3.5 Arresting the Bangsa Melayu Into the Leviathan: the Other
(Malays) DiSPIACed. .........ccueiuiiiiieiieiiie et 93
3.6 CONCIUSION ......teieiiiie ettt e e e e e enaee e 108
CHAPTER FOUR: CONCLUSION .....ooiiiiieiiie et 111
Ot 1011 0T [0 Tox 1 o] OSSPSR 111
4.2 SUMIMETY ...ttt e et e e 111
4.3 Limitations of the STUAY.........cooieiiiiiiii e 116
4.4 Recommendation for FUtUre StUdy ..........ccooviiiieiiinieeiiccceeeee 118
4.5 CONCIUSION ...t e e 118
BIBLIOGRAPHY ..ottt ettt et e et e e snneeeanes 120



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure No. Page No.

1.1 Framework Analysis: Defensive Structuring and Hobbesian
Sovereign 28

4.1 Elements of Onn Jaafar’s Discourse on Bangsa and Kebangsaan 117

Xi



AMCJA
AMCJA-PUTERA

API
AWAS
BATAS
BMA
BN
DKA
DKK
FMS
HM
KMM
KMS
KRIS

MCA
MCKK
MN

PAS
PASPAM

PH
PKM
PKMM
PMJ
PMS
PN
PPBM

PUTERA
PTM

SS

SITC
UMNO
UMS

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

: All-Malaya Council of Joint Action
- Joint coalition of All-Malaya Council Joint Action and Pusat

Tenaga Ra’yat

: Angkatan Pemuda Insaf (Generation Aware Youth)

: Angkatan Wanita Sedar (Conscious Women’s Front)

: Barisan Tani Se-Malaya (Malayan Peasant’s Front)

: British Military Administration

: Barisan Nasional (National Front)

: Darah Keturunan Arab (Arab Blood Descent’)

: Darah Keturunan Keling (Indian Blood Descent”)

: Federated Malay States

- Hizbul Muslimin (Muslim People's Party of Malaya)

: Kesatuan Melayu Muda (Young Malays Union)

: Kesatuan Melayu Singapura (Singapore Malay Union)
: Kesatuan Rakyat Indonesia Semenanjuang (Union of

Indonesian and Peninsular Malay Peoples)

: Malayan Chinese Association

: Malay College Kuala Kangsar

: Muafakat Nasional (National Consensus)

. Parti Islam Se-Malaysia (Malaysian Islamic Party)

. Persaudaraan Sahabat Pena Malaya (The Brotherhood of

Friends of the Pen)

: Pakatan Harapan (Coalition of Hope)

: Parti Komunis Malaya (Malay Communist Party)

: Parti Kebangsaan Melayu Malaya (Malay Nationalist Party)

: Persatuan Melayu Johor (Johore State Association)

: Persatuan Melayu Selangor (Selangor State Association)

: Perikatan Nasional (National Coalition)

: Parti Pribumi Bersatu Malaysia (Malaysian United Indigenous

Party)

: Pusat Tenaga Ra’yat (Centre of People’s Strength)
: Persekutuan Tanah Melayu (Federation of Malaya)
: Strait Settlements

: Sultan Idris Training College

: United Malay National Organization

: Unfederated Malay States

Xii



CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION

Malaysia is a country in Southeast Asia. It was formerly known as Persekutuan Tanah
Melayu (PTM; Federation of Malaya) in 1948 and officially gained independence in
1957 from the British. It originally consisted of eleven states in the peninsular.
However, with Sabah, Sarawak, and Singapore later joining the federation in 1963,
Malaysia was finally established as a post-colonial nation-state that gained its
sovereignty from its colonial master. The political system is based on the structure of
federalism and constitutional monarch that has presently established thirteen states
with its federal territories (excluding Singapore which had separated from Malaysia
since 1965 due to political issues). The current population in the peninsular comprises
of the Malay community, which is claimed as the natives or the Bumiputera (literally
Son of the Soil), and the other two ethnic communities, which are the Chinese and
Indian that are comparatively similar in numbers living together in the peninsular of
Malaysia. This is the long-lasting evidence of the colonial legacy left behind by the
colonial policy to reinforce the Chinese and Indian laborers in Malaya.

When it comes to national politics, a single grand coalition called the practice
of consociationalism is usually taken into practice in envisioning the consensus of
ethnic communities in Malaysia for power-sharing and in portraying their national
unity from the diverse ethnicities in Malaysia (see more in Yusoff, 1992). However,
despite the interethnic cooperation in winning majority support from the diverse
ethnicities — especially in the peninsular, it is worth noting that the political discourse

is always strongly embedded towards the Malays and their communal identity. Given



that the Malays are culturally known for their Islamic and traditional customs that are
both intertwined and embedded into a single form of ethnie in recognizing their
particular Kemelayuan (or “Malayness”) into a racial category (or Bangsa), that
identity is also firmly established legally within the constitutional framework and
fixed their ideational social relations to their ruling court institutions or their
monarchies, known as the Raja-Raja Melayu (Malay Kings or Sultans; Shamsul,
2001a). It means that the historically, culturally, and institutionally defined Malay
identity integrated into it a form of authority-defined social reality (Shamsul, 200143,
2001b).

This study henceforth is committed to examining the initial formation of the
Malay’s foundational identity of race or Bangsa into a nationalist discourse to
construct a new form of social relations. It also seeks to explore how the natives had
resulted to establish the unitary Malay conservative political party known as the
United Malay National Organization (UMNO) by constantly reshaping and fixing
their identity into the nation-state foundation. By situating the analysis in the colonial
Malaya context (i.e., British-Malaya), specifically during the event of the Malayan
Union (1946-1948), the study identifies this critical event as the juncture for the
Malays to make sense of the idea of Bangsa and Kebangsaan as a meaningful political
discourse to reproduce their myth of identity, in which the terms were conceptualised
and embedded to stimulate their communal expression into a political one.

This study emphasises the established ruling class in UMNO in homogenising
the foundational logic of “Malayness” as a racial community as a form of social
relations that latter justified the state relation through their instrumental political
culture of the Kerajaan. The so-called Kerajaan in modern Malaysia entails the

concept of modern government. However, according to Milner (2016) the Kerajaan



historically and primordially defined and conceptualised a primordial form of social
relations with the Raja, and it was grounded for spiritual motivation rather than
purposely for administrative matters. It was through British colonisation and its
governance policies; the meaning and its concept constantly evolved into functional
matters. On the other hand, the invention of Bangsa and Kebangsaan was conditioned
to redefine the constitutive social relations that latter legitimise the Malay ruling elite
position into the government matter through the primordial culture of Kerajaan.

Therefore, in order to understand the formation of the Malay ruling elite in
legitimising their position through Bangsa and Kebangsaan, this study examines the
discourse through Onn Jaafar, one of the most important Malay aristocrats during the
crisis of the Malayan Union and known as the founding father of UMNO. During the
crisis of Malayan Union, Onn was the main proponent that overwhelmingly defined
and constrained the Malay identity through the discourse. What is more significant,
this period where the discourse was very powerful to signify their constitutive social
relations in between the Malays and the “Others”, by which the latter was perpetually
signified as their permanent threat to the former’s existence. It should be noted this
study will only cover the peninsula or the West of Malaysia during the British-Malaya
period. Sabah and Sarawak will not be covered due to the differences in political
circumstances of history, politics, and social formations.

1.2 STATEMENT OF PROBLEM

Reminiscing the historical event of the 14" General Election in 2018, Malaysians
would never forget how they have demonstrated the verdict of the people as the credo
of democracy. Despite being coloured with political dramas, a peaceful revolution had
finally been made which marked the end of the predominant UMNO-led Barisan

Nasional (BN; the National Front) over the 60 years of Malaysia (Heydarian, 2018).



However, less than a month after the Malaysia Baru (New Malaysia), the ascendance
of Pakatan Harapan (PH; the Coalition of Hope) to the federal government was
overwhelmed with numerous political issues that were mostly about the Malay
identity. The trend of the Malay right-wing populism is strongly manoeuvred through
the newly conservative alliance established as the Muafakat Nasional (MN; National
Consensus).

MN is spearheaded by the two biggest Malay communal-based parties, which
are UMNO and together with their former ardent enemy known as Parti Islam Se-
Malaysia (PAS; Malaysian Islamic Party). These two Malay communal-based parties
appeared to be gaining their momentum in the political arena, especially, in appealing
to the Malays through the integrated discourse of Malay and Islam (i.e., Malay-Islam;
Waikar, 2019). As a result, another new coalition called Perikatan National (PN;
National Alliance) established which consisted of the former allied in PH known as
Parti Pribumi Bersatu Malaysia (PPBM; Malaysian United Indigenous Party). PPBM
that was formerly in PH supposedly to gain and replace the Malay supports from
UMNO, however had to overturn the table due to the continuous power struggles.
Consequently, tearing down the majority rules of PH in the parliament.

There is no doubt that the increasing trend of Malay-identity politics in recent
political developments have sparked continuous political upheaval (see for instance
Waikar, 2018; Saat, 2019). The former government of PH had continuously embroiled
into trouble and had lose their political ground through its interethnic and
multicultural Reformasi over the strength of the political discourse of Malay-Islam.
Many unpopular decisions from the former government that appeared unfavourable
for the Malay status quo needed to be withdrawn (See for example the issue of ICERD

in Waikar, 2018). All these identity-related issues in the peninsular, however, dwelled



in the central issue of the so-called Malay privileges or some would opine as the
Ketuanan Melayu (Malay Supremacy) (Welsh, 2020). The Malays, especially the
conservatives, moralise this as the primacy of their politics to legitimise their
supremacy as the Son of the Soil (or Bumiputera) by means to secure their existence
and identity from the other ethnic communities in Malaysia (Welsh, 2020). Therefore,
it is the government's role to perpetually sustain their peace and security.

This study believes that the initial formation of Malay identity politics and
their political discourse can be uncovered through the legacy of the feudal political
culture or shall be defined as Kerajaan, and its incorporation of the former elements to
form its symbiotic relations with the colonial modern governance in embedding it into
foundational social relations. It means that socially and historically, the by-product of
the Malay identity is the net result of the institutionalised former cultural elements that
strengthen and fixed their foundational identity politics (or political) in the modern
governance, by which the colonial knowledge production fundamentally interplayed
into their social relations that logically embedded in the nation-state foundation
(Shamsul, 1995).

Historically, the foundation of the modern state and its bureaucratic
governance that emerged in Malaya was in a form of international relations through
the Anglo-Malay treaties since 1874 (Amoroso, 2014). It was represented through the
Malay rulers and the British under the label of Naungan (Protectorate; See more in
Emerson, 1979; Andaya & Andaya, 1982). With the development of the colonial
protectorate system and its incorporation with the Malay monarchies, this led to the
formation of a new form of modern identity and political legitimacy. By which the
concept of Bangsa as one politically imagined community subsequently evolved,

strengthened, and prioritised their primacy of politics (Noh, 2014). By balancing the



ambiguous line of preservation and progression (i.e., tradition and civilization), that
concept of “Malayness” formalised as the state’s ideological functionaries to
constantly sustain their rigid and protective social (see for instance Koon, 1996;
Shamsul, 2001a; Muzaffar, 1979).

The legacy of this social and historical by-product into an authoritatively
defined social identity, however, is highly impactful to the contemporary Malaysian,
even after the country gained independence from its colonial master in 1957. It
remains feasible to this day to construe the discourse into a political phenomenon.
UMNO is the renowned founder of Malay conservatism known as the spearhead to the
discourse of Bangsa Melayu that claimed to fight for their progression. Their
discursive representation has ambiguously stretched into the position between
conservation and progression. Many writings would refer to this ambiguity as the
strategy from the ruling elite to camouflage their position, and consequently, retain
their status quo by negotiating its feudal culture and values that was reinvented and
reinforced through the modern state. (See for instance Amoroso, 2014; Kahn & Wah,
1992; Muzaffar, 1979).

Many visionary programs have been implemented by the federal government
as a proposal to forge the plural identities to envision a congruent and unitary national
identity with the federal state, such as the Bangsa Malaysia which was idealised by
the fourth prime minister, Mahathir Mohamad (see the discussion for instance in
Shamsul, 1995; Kahn, 2006). However, the irony of it is, ethnicity as the primary
source of social relations remained powerful in rendering the Malays to place their
allegiance to their represented “Protector” (Muzaffar, 1979). Even after the downfall
of BN in the historic 14" General Election, the ethnic relations in Malaysia are

undeniably fragmented and unstable. Ethnic politics in Malaysia, even after the



downfall of the UMNO-Iled coalition, BN, continues being prevalent in stimulating the
Malay politics (Zainul, 2019). Consequently, the composition of ethnic communities
in Malaysia is segregated and their politics is mostly based on their communal
identities. This undermines the possible vision of multicultural and interethnic
national unity.

Realising the unresolved matters of the divisive ethnic identity politics in
Malaysia, especially in the Malay community that continually destabilise the ethnic
relations in Malaysia, this study commits to revisit the discourse and the discursive
formation of Bangsa and Kebangsaan through UMNO during colonial Malaya,
specifically through Onn Jaafar as the potent native agent in constructing their Self-
Ideal of Bangsa Melayu as the ethnically racialised identity and its antagonistic
relation towards the other ethnic communities. By revisiting the British Malaya
history, the study examines how the discourse of Bangsa and Kebangsaan possibly
emerged into the political scene and how Onn Jaafar was able to possibly exploit the
logic of the politics during the Malayan Union event. By examining the event and
other related agencies involved in inventing and contesting the discourse, the study
hopes to unearth the discursive social relations through Onn Jaafar that enabled that
antagonistic relation with the other ethnic communities and how the Malay politics
and their social relations defined.

1.3 RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
1.3.1 Research Questions

This research aims to answer the following questions:
1. How did the discourse of Bangsa and Kebangsaan emerge?
2. How did Onn Jaafar visualise his representation through his discourse of

Bangsa and Kebangsaan?



1.3.2 Research Objectives
1. To discuss the conditions relating to the emergence of the discourse of
Bangsa and Kebangsaan.
2. To examine Onn Jaafar’s representation through his discourse of Bangsa

and Kebangsaan.

1.4 SIGNIFICANCE OF RESEARCH

This research will assist any interested person in the historical study of the formation
of identity politics in the Malaysian political history. It can also contribute towards the
understanding of Malaysia’s governance and its embedded political culture. By
providing discourse analysis on the topic, this study seeks to overcome the academic
gap highlighted by a renowned scholar in Malay and Malaysian studies, Anthony
Milner. Through Omar’s (2015) Bangsa Melayu, in the forward chapter, Milner
argues that the history of ideas in Malaysian studies has been neglected so far, in
comparison to European studies. The widespread history of ideas is wagging its
strength in the academic field (Omar, 2015). A rigorous study of ideas with a coherent
interpretation is vital as it gives a new horizon of interpretation where revisionist
discourse with a new form of possible political project can be engaged contextually

into the social and political field.

1.5 LITERATURE REVIEW

Nation and nationalism according to the constructivist definition is an invented
political phenomenon to redefine their sense of belongingness (see for instance,

Chatterjee, 1993; Anderson, 2016; Hobsbawm, 1992; Gellner, 1997). It is different



from the primordial-biological definition by which cultural or biological traits are
given as the foundational elements in privileging one particular community in
developing their so-called natural sense of belonging. The constructivists, however,
considered that the sense of community — self-claimed as the source of nationhood — is
reinvented to capture the sense of allegiance in response to the modern turn.

Hence, this literature review seeks to: (a) understand the creation of modern
identity, and its dynamic force to provide the foundation of national identity and its
politics of nationalism; (b) examine the case studies of Malay politics and how the
identity evolved towards their national identity by giving our foremost attention to the
Malay feudal political culture; and lastly, (c) illustrate the probability to examine the
gap left behind in the study of Malay identity politics, especially through the political

discourse of Bangsa and Kebangsaan.

1.5.1 Modern Identity and The Politics of Nationalism

The nation as a new form of identity to idealise the sense of belonging was in
response to the intellectual and cultural change in Europe. It was bolstered with
various social, political, and economic changes. There is no definitive answer for what
was the vital force that shifted the modern formations and their identity. According to
Stuart Hall (1992) “It is a combination of factors that the beginning of an
explanation...can be found” (p. 1). Politically, however, we can identify the birth of
“nation” as the epitome to resonate a new political concept of “the people” erupting
following the political events of the English Revolution (1640-1688) and the French
Revolution (1789; Hall & Gibben, 1992). It was during this period that the struggle
over power and solidarity against the feudal and absolutist monarch flourished (Hall &

Gibben, 1992).



The subsequent of the political climate led to the Europeans adopting a new
form of collective identity called as a nation that: “abolishes the heterogeneity of
hierarchical belonging” (Taylor, 1998, p.197). Modernity and its consequences with
the national identity “has involved, among other things, a revolution in our social
imaginary, the relegation of these forms of mediacy to the margins, and the diffusions
of images of direct access” (Taylor, 1998, p.197). According to Llobera (1999), we
can find several distinctive theories of nationalism ranging from primordial and socio-
biological theories, instrumentalist theories, modernization theories, politico-
ideological theories, and evolutionary theories. However, this literature review will
only examine modernisation theories which will be discussed.

To begin with, modernisation theories attempt to not only expose the idea of
nation and nationalism as a distinctively modern or novel political concept in human
history. The heart of the analysis mostly tends to uncover why that concept emerged
and how it can be so powerful to reinforce the people to not only accept the identity
for granted, but to defend it to the death. As Smith (1996) asserts: “why millions of
people may be prepared to die for a cultural artifact.” (p. 447). Smith has linked the
existence of the primordial identities or what he called the pre-existing “ethnie”
attributing the basis of one national identity. Cultural and historical traits, like the
ancestors, shared memories, and cultural traits, are deemed as the fundamental
elements to link that ethnie in developing their national identity. Through that given
form of ethnie, one community could claim their territories, identify their identical
population into uniformity, and reinforcing their national sentiments.

Anderson in his writing, the Imagined Communities, gave his attention to the
social communication process. He called nations as “imagined” because “The

members of even the smallest nation will never know most of their fellow — members,
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meet them, or even hear of them, yet in the minds of each lives the image of their
communion” (Anderson, 2016, p.15). According to Anderson (2016), the idea of a
nation is nurtured through print capitalism. Through the invention of print-capitalism,
it is possible for the people to communicate with their uniform symbols and
vernacular language. Consequently, imagining that sense of identity and solidarity that
stretched into one particular population with a broader and bordered sense of identity,
by which defined as a national community. It marks the people themselves as the
sovereignty as its formation is horizontal and has direct access in mediating the
population and pretend to live equally despite the inequality they are having under the
banner (Taylor, 1998)

A critiqgue by a Marxist-Constructivist, Hobsbawm (2017), examines the
formation of national identity by identifying its relation with the development of
capitalism. According to Hobsbawm (2017), national identity is merely the ideological
cement to link of one specific population into the driven capitalist force. By reforming
the former polyethnic relations into singularity, it cuts the cleavage of differences. It
can be called as the key at the superstructure to impose the invented tradition from the
past like symbols and rituals in adjusting the superstructure to regulate the nation-state
foundation (Ranger & Hobsbawm, 2017). Therefore, nations and nationalism is
merely the process of formalisation and ritualisation of the past into the present in
supplementing the capitalist-economic relation and constitute the social relation
correspondingly.

Hobsbawm’s constructivist view is partly parallel with Gellner's (1997).
Nonetheless, what differentiated him from Hobsbawm is his non-Marxian approach.
In his writing, Nations and Nationalism, Gellner (1997) argues the invention national

identities are inevitable due to the economic shift from agrarian to industrial society.
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That one society must be unified as a congruent political unit in capturing their
allegiance to the state. Homogeneity, henceforth, is essential in capturing their form of
specific life through their culture, vernacular language, as well as its specific domain
in territorialising their geographical territory. As the culture of industrialism emerged,
a standardised form of communication and a literate workforce are needed to ensure
their national identity can be a congruent political unit. Therefore, a high culture is
imperative to sustain the governance of the modern state (Taylor, 1998).

Modernisation has vigorously transpired to the entire world and remade the
international political order. However, how did modernisation emerge and shifted
towards the “non-European”? It was the new age of expansionism of Europe dating
back to the late 19" century which known as the age of imperialism and colonialism
was the period of biggest impetus for the shifting period to the international political
order. This was where the link of transnational politics emerged and the “Other” made
into visibility by interconnecting their representation with the West (Hall & Gibben,
1992). According to Saha (2016), the second expansionism of European countries was
initially driven by the increasing force of industrialization from the West. As
mentioned by Lenin (in Fieldhouse, 1971), “imperialism is the highest stage of
capitalism” where it “...emerged as the development and direct continuation of the
fundamental attributes of capitalism in general.” (p. 108).

However, what is important for this global transformation — that centred on the
European countries (i.e., Eurocentrism) — was that it had not only transformed the
“Rest” or the “Other” which is mapped geographically outside of Europe, but it also
marked the construction of a unified and unequal power relations. In other words, a
symbiotic and interdependence form of power relations corresponded between the

West and the East, that is, not only through its sense of geographical. On top of that, it
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