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What next after Wang Yi’s brief visit?
Datuk John Lo

The recent “hot” news was Wang Yi’s [China Foreign Minister]
brief overnight stopover in KK on 4th of June 2022. The meet-
ing between him and Datuk Dr Jeffry Kitingan, quite natu-

rally, has spurred intense speculation. Was Wang Yi’s brief visit
deliberate with intent to update the connect between China and
Sabah? Is Wang Yi here cos China has noticed Sabah’s progress
since Hajiji’s take over as CM and his restructuring initiatives
for the Sabah’s economy?

I would say “yes” for a number of reasons. Please see below.
https://www.theborneopost.com/2022/06/04/china-sabah-

agree-to-strengthen-ties/
Wang Yi could have stopped-over anywhere in the region?
Wang Yi could have easily flown straight back to Beijing or any

Chinese city or for that matter, stop-over in any city in Philip-
pines, Indonesia or any surrounding countries. 

He could have chosen Kuching or Brunei. 
Brunei is a full Asean country, the Chinese Consulate in Kuch-

ing was established 5 years ahead of KK’s. 
Knowing Wang Yi’s time is precious

and tight, I would venture to guess his
brief overnight stopover has signifi-
cance, not a casual one, to which Sabah
should pick up the hints and proceed to
elevate the China/Sabah connection.

Other Chinese senior officials have
come before Wang Yi.

China has been keeping an eye open on
Sabah for some years. Little known to many
Sabahans, some top Chinese officials have
visited Sabah as early as 2012. 

[a] Press quotation: “17 April, 2012—-Top
political adviser Jia Qinglin visited Sabah
and vowed to give more Chinese tourists to
Sabah in his talks with Musa Aman.”

This meeting heralded the massive Chi-
nese tourist arrivals and has encouraged
Musa to promote tourism development
and hotel constructions in Sabah. Musa was quick to take the op-
portunity.

[b] Press quotation: “On 12 August 2012, visiting Chinese For-
eign Minister Yang Jiechi held talks with his Malaysian counter-
part Anifah Aman in Kota Kinabalu, the capital city of Sabah.

[c] Press quotation: “12 September 2019, Wu Bangguo, Chair-
man of the Standing Committee of China’s National People’s Con-
gress met Musa Aman in KK. 

China encourages relevant provinces and cities to conduct mu-
tually beneficial cooperation with Sabah state in such areas as in-
frastructure, port construction and product processing, and
supports Chinese enterprises to take positive attitudes to explore
market in the state, said Wu. 

He also called for efforts to facilitate the implementation of
the Sabah Development Corridor and other strategies.”

The Musa’s discussion with Wu Bangguo in 2019 signalled a
fast-maturing relationship as the subject matters in this meeting
were much more extensive in nature, no doubt prompted by ex-
cellent relationship which has evolved since 2012.

I should also mention that Musa, Harris, Anifah and ex-Chi-
nese Ambassador Chai Xi have played crucial roles in the estab-
lishment of the China Consulate Office in KK in 2015.

https://www.mfa.gov.cn/ce/cemy/eng/sbgx/t960610.htm
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/ce/cemy/eng/sbgx/t923597.htm
https://kepkas.sabah.gov.my/chinese-leaders-impressed-cm/
Xi Jinping’s aborted visit to Sabah 

Much more significant for China/Sabah relationship had Xi
Jingping [China’s President and Secretary General of CCP] been
able to visit Sabah in October 2013.

He had wanted to spend 50% of his first official visit to
Malaysia in Sabah —-4 and 5 October in West Malaysia and 5
and 6 October in Sabah. Intense preparation had been made
for this historical visit.

For reasons unknown to this day, his plan to visit Sabah had
been cancelled at the last minute. It would be to Sabah’s benefit
to establish the reason in view of Wang Yi’s visit.

https://www.aspistrategist.org.au/xi-jinping-and-the-sabah-
enigma/

Visiting Chinese leaders have expressed interest in oil palm
investment. 

According to Dr Jeffry, Wang Yi has mentioned this again. Un-
fortunately, Sabah is not in a position to respond in the present
context as most of Sabah’s 5 million metric tons of CPO are being
exported by major non-Sabahan owners to China and Holland

for downstream processing. Sabah must
introduce a law or policy to retain CPO in
Sabah for downstream.

China has given the hints, Sabah
must respond.

Sabah is lucky to have been favoured
with visits by a few top Chinese officials.
Many countries would give an arm and a
leg for these visits. Musa would have taken
appropriate actions to explore the oppor-
tunities afforded by these top-level visits
had he continued as CM.

Now that Hajiji’s initiatives have
again attracted Wang YI’s visit, Sabah
must take up the opportunity to elevate
further economic ties with China espe-
cially in investment and the establish-
ment of some “Belt and Road” projects.
West Malaysia has got all the Chinese in-
vestment, Sabah has none. This requires

urgent rectification.
Yong Teck Lee’s POIC initiative with CCB.
Soon after being appointed Chairman of POIC, Yong has es-

tablished relationship with CCB [China Construction Bank] which
is one of the 4 state owned Chinese Banks and one of the largest
in China. 

Yong’s initiative to connect with CCB is significant in the
context of past visits to Sabah by top Chinese officials and cur-
rent geopolitical development in the South China Sea and
South Pacific. 

Yong has created a window to CCB for Sabah which, if Sabah
businessmen know what to do with this opportunity, will ben-
efit them substantially. This they can do by asking Yong to assist
in their networking with CCB.

The new Sabah/China relationship can start on a strong foot-
ing with Yong’s initiative with CCB. 

China can be very important in Hajiji’s restructuring of
Sabah’s economy. 

Hajiji’s new inclusive economic management approach and
success to attract more than RM25 billion investment since as-
suming office because of his investor-friendly policies have not
gone unnoticed in Beijing. Some Chinese parties are among the
investors that have signed up MOUs. With Wang Yi’s visit, many
more potential Chinese investments may come to Sabah.

I hope Hajiji will lead a delegation to China as soon as it is okay
to do so. Strike while the iron is hot.

Chun Sheng Goh and Bernard Ng
BORDERLAND is a land of complexity. Before the es-
tablishment and expansion of the British North Bor-
neo Company in the late 19th century, the Tawau
District was under the influence of sultanates in the
region, i.e., Brunei, Sulu, and Bulungan in Kaliman-
tan. In a map published by the British North Borneo
Company in 1888, the territory under its control cov-
ered the entire Sebatik Island as well as Nunukan Is-
land. The land borders were later fine-tuned several
times after the Anglo-Dutch treaty was signed in
1891, with Sebatik Island politically dissected into
two parts and Nunukan Island transferred to Kali-
mantan. This had changed the fate of the local peo-
ple for generations, as the territorial arrangement
was subsequently adopted by Malaysia and Indone-
sia after gaining independence from the colonists. 

Sebatik Island was one of the crucial battlefields
during Konfrontasi. On 28th June 1965, the Indone-
sian force entered the eastern part of the island and
attempted to launch an attack on the Royal Malay
Regiment’s camp in Tawau. However, the operation
was not successful due to the resistance on the
Malaysian side. An Australian frigate Yarra was also
called upon to bombard the aggressors. The older
generation in Sebatik Island still could recall the
sound of gunfire and cannon fire. Interestingly, in
the following decades, no fence, walls, or immigra-
tion office were ever built to demarcate the border
on the island except some concrete piles were placed
as indications.

The status of the maritime border, however, re-
mains not completely resolved until today, as re-
flected in the recent territorial disputes between
Malaysia and Indonesia over Ligitan, Sipadan, and
Ambalat in the Celebes Sea. In 2002, Kuala Lumpur
successfully claimed the ownership of Sipadan Island
and Ligitan Island at the International Court of Jus-
tice. Three years later, Indonesia claimed that
Malaysia had violated Indonesian sovereignty when
the Malaysian state oil company, Petronas, granted a
concession for oil and gas exploration in the Ambalat
block, a sea region near Sipadan and Ligitan. Fortu-
nately, both countries have been sticking to diplo-
matic solutions to address the territorial disputes.

Cross-border flows of goods and people
The Sabah-Kalimantan border has been known to

be porous and permeable. The illegal timber trade
across the border in the 1990s is a remarkable exam-
ple. Illegal logging was rampant in Kalimantan two
decades ago - it was estimated that about US$ 600
million was stolen every year. The majority of the il-
legally logged timber was smuggled to Malaysia. In
2001-2002, about 2 million cubic metre of illegal tim-
ber were smuggled from Kalimantan into Sabah,
mostly transported from the port of Tarakan via sea
route with all kinds of vessels. A few years later, as the

international demand gradually shifted to legal
woods, the smuggling activities declined rapidly. 

Until today, the existence of an informal, grey
economy in the borderland remains an open secret.
Many in Kalimantan rely on various subsidised and
thus lower-priced basic goods from Sabah. A promi-
nent example is the smuggling of Malaysian-sub-
sidised liquefied petroleum gas (LPG). LPG gas
cylinder is one of the highest subsidised items trans-
ported illegally to Indonesia via the Sebatik island
and other sea routes. Especially during the festive
season, skippers are willing to take risks to intense
demands in Indonesia. 

Furthermore, the growing demand for cheap
labour forces on oil palm plantations in Sabah has
attracted many Indonesians, including a large group
of undocumented migrants from the Kalimantan
borderland since the 1970s. Some have stayed and
built their families in Malaysia. Unfortunately, many
of their children lack documents and became ‘state-
less’ as their parents failed to register the marriage.
Despite the complexities, both governments have
been cooperating closely since 2008 to provide In-
donesian-orientated education to these children. As
of 2019, the education institutes include 232 commu-
nity learning centres with 14,213 students.

In the early 2000s, as Malaysia tightened its con-
trol over Indonesian workers in the country, a large
number of immigrants were deported. The East Kali-
mantan’s governor responded with a proposal to es-
tablish 1 million ha of oil palm along the
Sabah-Kalimantan border (at that time the North
Kalimantan province was still part of East Kaliman-
tan). The idea was to have this ‘oil palm belt’ as a
buffer zone against smuggling activities as well as to
create jobs for Indonesian workers returning from
Sabah. The plan was never realised despite the land
being cleared and timber being extracted. Instead,
the deported workers – estimated to be 300,000 –
were given lands elsewhere away from the border.
However, oil palm expansion continued to happen
in the north-eastern borderland of the Nunukan Dis-
trict, reaching 140,000 ha by 2020.

Transboundary tourism in the borderland is an-
other interesting aspect to examine the relationship
between both countries. For example, as the Krayan
Highlands is only easily accessible by ground trans-
port through Malaysia, the eco-tourism may have
benefited Malaysia more than Indonesia. There was
an interesting saying among the Krayan people,
‘Garuda in our hearts, Tiger in our bellies’ (di dada
ada Garuda, di perut ada Harimau) where Garuda
and Tiger represent Indonesia and Malaysia, respec-
tively. Given the rich tourism resources in the border-
land, developing transboundary tourism packages
that benefit both sides could be something worth
further exploration.

Cross-border collaboration
While fruitful cross-border collaboration to take

advantage of continuity and diversity is yet to be
seen, a significant shift is probably underway. The
borderland is regaining new attention due to the re-
location of the Indonesian capital to Kalimantan.
There are multiple cooperation possibilities for
Malaysia and Indonesia in developing regional value
chains in the borderland, through platforms like the
‘Sabah-North Kalimantan Border Economic Area Pro-
gramme’ under the framework of the Brunei Darus-
salam-Indonesia-Malaysia-Philippines East ASEAN
Growth Area (BIMP-EAGA). 

Various economic opportunities are being ex-
plored to shift the development trajectory from pri-
mary to secondary and tertiary sectors. Particularly,
establishing high value-added palm-based bio-
economies and sustainable eco-tourism are deemed
the key strategies. Especially in the borderland, both
countries may leverage the distinctiveness due to dif-
ferent stages of growth to complement each other in
terms of the labour force, infrastructure, investment,
resource supply, and demand.

In the near future, technological breakthroughs
along the digital revolution may open new doors for
greater regional cooperation. For example, the im-
plementation of ‘smart’ border crossing systems with
online visa processing and pre-departure checking
using mobile apps, as well as real-time data sharing
between countries and AI-driven data analytics, will
greatly enlarge states’ control and surveillance ca-
pacities. How Harimau and Garuda can form a larger
ecosystem that supports each other’s growth targets
in the coming years, with the borderland as the fron-
tier in focus, would be interesting to observe.

l Dr. Goh Chun Sheng is currently the Pro-
gramme Leader for Master in Sustainable Devel-
opment Management at Sunway University. He is
also an Associate of the Harvard University Asia
Center. Chun Sheng’s research interests lie within
the intersection of bio-economy development and
environmental restoration, with a special focus on
both Malaysian and Indonesian Borneo. The most
recent work by Chun Sheng is a monograph on
Borneo, namely ‘Transforming Borneo: From
Land Exploitation to Sustainable Development’,
which will be published in late 2022.
Bernard Ng Jia Han received his master’s 

degree in Anthropology from the National Taiwan
University and bachelor’s degree in Environmen-
tal Engineering from Nanyang Technological Uni-
versity, He is a columnist in several newspapers
and magazines. Born in Klias Peninsula of the
Borneo Island, his ancestry is marked by inter-
marriages of family members with Hakka, 
Japanese and Dusun origins. 

Of Harimau-Garuda collaboration

Political dynasties order
of the day across Asia

WHILE there is widespread nervousness at the victory of Ferdinand Marcos junior in the
Philippines, for many of us it was a reminder that “blood” is still an important element
in the politics of the developing world.

Before you get smug, it’s called “political dynasties” in the developed world. In the
US, it’s the Kennedy, Bush and Clinton families.

In much of Southeast Asia, the idea of political blood is taken much more seriously.
Despite the modernisation process, politics is still stuck in the old ways. A brief look is
disturbing. In the Philippines, Gloria Macapagal Arroyo and Benigno “Noynoy” Aquino
III both succeeded their parents as president of the Philippines. In Indonesia, Megawati
Sukarnoputri is the daughter of the country’s first president, Sukarno. 

In Thailand, Yingluck Shinawatra succeeded her brother Thaksin as prime minister.
Singapore is ruled by Lee Hsien Loong, son of Lee Kuan Yew. 

Najib Razak is the son of Malaysia’s second prime minister, Abdul Razak Hussein. And
Hun Manet, the son of Hun Sen, is almost certain to take over Cambodia soon. These are
the most prominent ones. The truth is thousands of others in the region hold high po-
litical office due to their bloodline.

Others are waiting: Mahathir Mohamad’s son Mukhriz in Malaysia, Agus Harimurti
Yudhoyono, the son of former Indonesian president Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono (SBY),
Panthongtae Shinawatra, the only son of Thaksin, all have a shot at their nation’s highest
office.  Hishammuddin Hussein, son of Malaysia’s third prime minister, is in the same

boat. If they did not come from rich and powerful fami-
lies, it is unlikely they would ever attain high office. Are
they simply a natural product of political families? 

The argument goes that if you grow up in that kind of
household you cannot escape your “calling”. Some even
liken it to “national service”. 

The other argument is that since it’s a democracy, if
the polity voted for them, that should be the end of the
argument.

But the reality is that political dynasties are created,
and often accompanied by formalities steeped in custom
and traditional political culture. They are nothing to do
with meritocracy. 

In Southeast Asia, it’s often linked to “patron-clien-
tism”, where a powerful person (patron) and a follower
(client) mutually benefit from the relationship.

In a nutshell, why should you hold high office just be-
cause you are born with a certain surname or lucky
enough to be born into a particular family?

In almost all cases, political dynasty members use
their superior wealth, connections and education to rise. 

Along the way, they attract the followers of their fore-
bears and keep them loyal with patronage, sometimes
called the “coat-tail effect”. 

I take the view that political dynasties, in all societies,
are bad in the long run and have negative consequences
for political development.

First, political dynasties hinder meritocracy and fair
competition.  In rural areas of Southeast Asia, it is ex-
tremely rare for a political unknown to defeat a “name”
that has been in power for generations. 

This explains why the power bases of many political
dynasties are often found in rural constituencies.

Second, political dynasties promote the idea of polit-
ical elitism. That is, the selection process is closed and the
leaders are drawn from the same pool of people.

Third, political dynasties are closely linked to eco-
nomic power.  Concentration of political power among
a few families benefits a narrow set of economic interests. 

This process institutionalises economic and income
inequalities and creates a culture in which “connections”
become the most important criteria for everything. 

These political families are able to claim a major por-
tion of the state’s resources legally through their control
of the political system, leaving the country vulnerable to
corrupt practices.

However, it seems political dynasties’ hold on politics
in Southeast Asia remains unshakeable. Some countries
have “term limits” to stop political dynasties, but they are
totally ineffective in practice. 

For example, there is nothing to stop a brother or sis-
ter from the same political family succeeding each other.

Will social media and the internet change the situa-
tion? It is very unlikely. 

The most important criterion for political change is
probably education, which means an education system
that teaches citizens to be critical and think in a rational
way. But in Southeast Asia, state education is about pro-
ducing citizens who obey authority – in bureaucratic
speak they are called “loyal” or “patriotic” citizens.

So, should we be surprised by Bong-Bong Marcos’s vic-
tory?  Not in the least. There will be similar victories by
people with very familiar names in the future.
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Planes drop warning leaflets
1945
It was a dreadful night. The next morn-

ing turned out to be a bright day. We
had had practically no sleep the previ-

ous night and were waiting with great
anxiety. One of our Chinese friends came
running to us at about 1.30pm and told
me that our friends, meaning the allies,
had already come. 

There was nothing more to fear and
naturally we all felt greatly relieved and
excited. I could not believe when he said
the soldiers (Aussies) had occupied my
house(hut). 

I had lived in it up to the previous
night and had locked it and thought they
would not open it without taking my  per-
mission. 

My things were still left there. But all
the same I did not mind it. We were all so
very excited and happy that our miseries
were over.

Our hearts were simply thumping with
joy. We did not have to wait long. We were
just finishing our so called mid day meal
when my 6 year old daughter came run-
ning to tell us that someone had come. 

She had not seen any other soldiers
than the  Japanese at close quarters but
she was full of joy. 

We exchanged greetings and once
again felt happy that we were free from
the clutches of the wild animals. We
breathed free air now. 

The children began to ask me where
was the ship that would take us back
home to India. They wanted to see their
grandpa and grandma. 

There were no newspapers those days.
The Japanese had a daily newsletter.
There was nothing direct mentioned in it
about the impending things to come. 

We had to read between the lines. For
example they would say so many allied
planes were shot down in Germany and
that they had captured so many Allied
soldiers. 

That meant the allies were already in
Europe and fast advancing towards Ger-
many. 

There was similar news about Russian
advances and what was happening in N.
Africa and Italy. So we could understand
that the day was not far off when total vic-
tory would be achieved. 

Through their newsletter they would
say that so many Russian tanks were cap-
tured so many planes shot down and so
many hundred soldiers captured. We
knew they were lies but they thought that
we would believe it. 

Actually the fighting had come to their
homes (Axis), Russians from the East,
British from the west and Americans from
the south.

Soon we came to know of the sad de-
mise of Roosevelt. That was on the 25th of
April if I remember correct. We heard
about it at the end of April. 

We heard on the 12th of May that Ger-
many fell on the 8th May. 

Only rumours. This was soon con-
firmed following the arrest of German
padres who were until then free to move
about since the beginning of the war.
Pamphlets were dropped by the Allies
from the air. 

Though the Japanese tried to confis-
cate all this some went astray and news
spread like wildfire and very soon came
to be public knowledge. 

They tried to keep their own soldiers in
the dark. Most of them came probably to
know all about it only when they finally
surrendered. 

The Allies dropped pamphlets asking
the people notto move along the main
roads, rlys or occupy big buildings and
not to be around any Japanese soldiers.
The Japs of course were very keen to mix
with the common folks. 

As for the cases of death due to bomb-
ing in Beaufort, there were not many. One
Filipino died because it seemed he had
been running across a playing field, an
open one when strafing was going on. 

That was on the 24th of May. There
were a few casualties on the Japanese side
too. Just before the allies were landing
along the Padas river there were some
strafing in Beaufort and there were about
15 to 20 casualties. 

During the war we just sort of existed.
We were virtually leading the life of ani-
mals. No recreation for the mind or body.
We were worse than prisoners. Just like
animals of prey. 

Everyday we had to go out and hunt
for food and take whatever food we could
lay our hands on. We just managed to
live. The war was a good lesson to us. One
thing in general, I would say, people ap-
peared in their true colour. 

In some cases meanness could not be
worse, but nobility in some shone
brightly. Selfishness was there to be seen.
No doubt everybody was for himself. In
some cases even friends became es-
tranged. 

People unknown to one another be-
fore became good friends. Even people
who seemed to be reserved were easily ap-
proachable and were volunteering help. 

During the Japanese occupation for
the last 3 ½ years if people appeared to be
collaborators, nobody had any sympathy
towards them. 

In several cases people joined the
Japanese to save their own skins. Some to
wreak vengeance on their so-called erst-
while “enemies” due to some misunder-
standing. Some wanted to amass wealth
and they did.

Some stooped to anything simply to
make money all along knowing that the
money would have no value when the war
was over and peace came. 

Jealousy and hatred must have been
the chief reasons. 

None seemed to be politically one with
them. Even among the Indians whom
only a few still hadconnections with India
and others more or less having interest
here only(i.e.indian expatriates and in-
dian nationalists in exile) were forced to
form party as Indian Independence
League. 

Military police were on the watch or so
we are told. We had a lot of trouble with
them. Subash Chandra Bose had already
formed Indian National army with Indian
Prisoners Of War held by the Japanese
army to fight the British on the Burma
front. 

Bose was its Commander-in- Chief in

Singapore. We had our branch here. We
had to be in the league against our con-
science. Necessity of the moment. 

We had to obey lest we might meet
with any kind of punishment. The torture
house was always in front of us. 

We had to obey or perish. We had re-
sponsibilities to our people here and in
India. We had to live without going too
much against our conscience. 

We subscribed a lot by force and at-
tended meetings, processions etc. but
none of us took any active part in it. 

Sometimes stooges threatened us if we
did not cooperate. We had to swallow
many an insult. 

Good God! A few others and I were
called traitors to their own dear mother
country and also to the Japanese. 

God only knew why they went to such
an extent. I do not want to say any more
on this. 

Sometimes I used to think that per-

haps the Japanese authorities forced
them to. Once a few youngsters were se-
lected and were asked by the so-called
committee to go as volunteers. 

When some refused they were threat-
ened that the matter would be reported
to the military police. 

Actually it was done in a couple of
cases to a Japanese officer who in turn
said, “you want only volunteers. You
should not insist on any one if he doesn’t
want to go”. 

It might have been another propa-
ganda technique. However, it was right
outwardly at least. 

Once I and two others had to appear
before the Japanese civil police. We were
terribly worried. 

Someone had reported against us. I
was always non-interfering. Not too near
nor too far. I never used to mix with any-
body or quarreled. 

One by one every charge I refuted and

asked to refer to the chairman and secre-
tary (I.I.L). I was stubborn. 

At the end I was allowed to go but with
a warning  that I should take an active
part, bring family to the meetings, attend
functions, to discuss things (to be re-
ported against me at a future date).

I would never do it and did not do it till
the end. Some thought that I was proba-
bly caught. 

I relied upon God. I love my country as
anyone else does. But I could not be a trai-
tor. I could not sleep many nights. On one
side there were the Japanese and  on the
other our own I.I.L. 

Bose had done so much for our coun-
try and sacrificed all his life for the coun-
try. 

He had sought the help of the Japan-
ese. I was not in favour of it. 

I want to forget the past. However the
happy day has at last come. People were
really happy that the war was over.
Enough destruction had been done and
reconstruction had already started.

I hoped and prayed that everyone
would consider the other person also as a
human being. 

Live and let live should be our motto. I
stop with this. I have given a general idea
of my experience. May heaven’s light
guide us.

That part giving my war experiences
was given to an Australian officer( of the
Eighth division) who had praises for the
Indian soldiers who fought shoulder to
shoulder with them in N. Africa or Europe
and he had asked me for an account. 

So I stopped at this of course. The offi-
cer must have already known, still I hoped
that it might be of interest to him. This
was finished in Aug 1945. 

More next week

TA Neelakantan Iyer joined the Lands and
Surveys Department during the Chartered
Company administration in 1930 and spent
33 years before returning to India upon re-
tiring as Chief Draughtsman in 1962. 

He was so fond of Sabah that he even
named his house in Madras, “Borneo
House”. 

Neelakantan’s service was so valued
that he was recalled from India by the de-
partment within nine months of being re-
trenched in December 1933 following the
economic depression. 

While on short leave in India in 1935,
he brought along his 13-year-old bride. The
arranged marriage was a promise to his
mother the year earlier, worried he would
be lonely during his second tour of duty.

A vegetarian who never touched alco-
hol, he died in 2014 aged 106 years and
5 months (in Madras), and was arguably
Malaysia’s oldest pensioner.  

He even complained in writing to the
Prime Minister in 2008 that his pension of
RM562 should have been reviewed.  

He was also awarded a certificate for
excellent services by the Queen. 

The map of Sabah which is still used
today is by him. 

But his greater legacy is his memoirs in
flawless English about life in the colony, es-
pecially during the Japanese Occupation. 

They were deposited with the State
archives and Australia’s War archive. 

His son, Viswanathan, a retired Colonel
in the Indian Army, decided Daily Express
should have a copy. 

They are published over 20 weeks in a
series every Sunday effective March 6,
2022.

Japanese positions in Labuan being bombed.

Top: Australian
troops 

marching
through

Labuan where
severe battle
took place at 
an area called
the Pocket,
near the 
present
Petronas
station 
along 
Jln Tun

Mustapha.

Left: Members
of the 

Australian 
9th Division 
landing in
Labuan on
June 9, 1945.
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