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Abstract 

The main objective of the study is to analyze the influence of the spirit of tolerance in dealing with 
Malaysia’s racial issues. Studies show that it is of utmost importance for this pluralistic society to practice 
tolerance in order to foster unity and understanding among the different races living in Malaysia. This is 
supported by the government’s role in eliminating racial segregation, respecting religious rights, and 
allowing each ethnic group to retain their cultural identity. As a result, racial tension between ethnic 
groups has dissipated, and through the introduction of the New Economic Policy (NEP), the economic 
gap between ethnic groups has also decreased. This study focused on the period during the eve of 
independence, since it is considered the most critical period in the nation’s history. The findings reveal 
that the spirit of tolerance played a significant role in the process of securing independence for the 
Federation of Malaya as evidenced by the formation of the ALLIANCE, a collaboration among the three 
major ethnic groups in Malaya – the Malays, Chinese and Indians – through the formation of the United 
Malays National Organization (UMNO), the Malayan Chinese Association (MCA) and the Malayan 
Indian Congress (MIC).  
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1. Introduction 

Tolerance is one of the principles integral in a democratic system (Weldon, 2006). It encompasses 

the traits of patience, peace and sincerity when faced with sensitive issues dealing with religious, cultural, 

traditional, economic, political and social diversities. It is also premised on the level of readiness and 

acceptance of every individual in establishing harmonious cooperation and appreciation of the disparities 

between ethnic groups (Tamring, 2008; Abdul Halim, 2008; Jaffary, Agius & Ambrosewicz, 2003; 

Avery, 1988, Wan Norhasniah, 2010 & 2011). Hence, for a multi-racial nation like Malaysia, the 

government reveres the principle of tolerance as the basis of the national agenda as revealed by former 

prime minister, Mahathir Mohamad (Zainul, 2003: 538); 

 

“… building a nation out of a diverse people with differing historical, ethnic, linguistic, 

religious, cultural backgrounds is something more than just fostering consensus on the basic 

character of a nation. It involves the fostering of shared historical experiences, shared values, a 

feeling of common identity and shared destiny that transcends ethnic bounds, without 

undermining ethnic identity” 

 

In Malaysia, even though a racial strain only occurs whenever there are actions or speeches 

deemed provocative, such incidents are defused  by the government through the instilling of the spirit of 

tolerance within the society backed by specific laws such as the Internal Security Act (ISA). However, 

racial issues do appear when an ethnic community is concerned about protecting their own rights, tends to 

disregard the sensitivity of other ethnic groups as shown in the episodes involving the use of the term 

Allah by the non-Muslims communities (MStar, 11 Jan 2010), and the act of tearing down a Hindu temple 

in Section 17, Shah Alam by the Malay Muslim community as it was viewed as a disturbance for the call 

for prayers (azan) (Malaysia Kini, 9 September 2009). 

Using the textual analysis method, this paper has analysed and debated the racial issues that 

emerged during the eve of the independence of Malaya. A review of previous works indicate that most of 

the studies on this issue focused on the spirit of tolerance among the different communities in Malaya 

within the scope of certain dimensions and locations. These included a study by Fazilah (2008) that 

analysed the role of religious personalities and the cognition towards inter-ethnic tolerance among youths 

in the state of Selangor. Scholars like Ezhar (2006) also studied ethnic tolerance among youths in terms of 

the influence of mass media on the actions of youths. Meanwhile, a study by Nazri (2014) shows that, 

even if the level of tolerance was satisfactory among students of higher learning institutes with regard to 

the issues of language, culture and religion, sensitivities did exist among Malay youths if issues of 

religion were questioned. Meanwhile, the study revealed that Chinese and Indian students were not 

exactly happy with the policy of Malay special rights as accorded in the Malaysian Constitution, even if it 

was enacted as a privilege to the Malay community as the native community. 

On the international front, studies on inter-ethnic tolerance have also been debated by many 

foreign scholars. Sekulić (2006) who researched the ethnic conflicts in Yugoslavia believes that inter-

racial tolerance in that nation was almost impossible to be nurtured, as a result of a war that tore the 

nation apart from 1985 to 2003. As a result, each ethnic group was prejudiced towards each other, 
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especially regarding religious issues. The same scenario can be witnessed in Southern Sudan, where each 

community cannot tolerate one another, as each ethnic group’s main concern is to safeguard their claim 

and culture. Thus, it appears that, in such cases, it was not viable to promote ethnic unity. On the other 

hand, Antonina et.al. (2010), found that when the multi-ethnic society in Bulgaria practised tolerance, 

they managed to live side-by-side in harmony without any conflict. However, although the Bulgarian 

people were found to be respectful towards the divergence in their society, they were not interested in 

getting to know the differences of other ethnic groups’ cultural traits. Mridulla’s (2011) research in the 

Ukraine discovered that it was difficult to instil the spirit of tolerance in the society due to the severe 

socio-economic crisis that caused unemployment. The principle of tolerance was put aside when 

discrimination towards minority ethnic groups in the economic sector existed. In another study by 

McAlister (2000), the importance of promoting the spirit of tolerance focused on the use of a prepared 

model. In relation to this study, the findings show that if the spirit of tolerance was nurtured among 

school students, it could diffuse conflicts in the school.  

Based on the research conducted, it is indeed important for the spirit of tolerance to be instilled to 

achieve better understanding among different ethnic groups living in the same country. Hence, this study 

will analyse whether the principle of tolerance played a significant role in the process of achieving 

independence in the Federation of Malaya. 

 

2. Research Questions 

The main question of this study is; can inter-ethnic tolerance be achieved and hence, communalism 

reduced if every ethnic community practices tolerance towards other communities as transpired during the 

eve of independence in Malaya? 

 

3. Purpose of the Study 

Malaysia is well-respected by other nations and has a very good reputation worldwide in 

preserving harmony within its multi-ethnic society. However, it has not been an easy task and with the 

divergence in religion, culture, traditions, language and education, a massive dose of tolerance, 

understanding and cooperation were required to maintain peace and harmony. In fact, the potential to 

incite serious conflicts is apparently quite high of late, with the existence of certain factions that try to 

politicize issues related to religion, culture, language and education. Even though serious inter-ethnic 

conflicts like the worst ethnic conflict in the history of Malaysia which erupted on 13th May 1969 

between the ethnic groups after the Malay-based party lost the majority in the election has been avoided, 

a few disturbing incidents have taken place. The most significant events in recent times was the Kampung 

Medan ethnic clash in 2001, involving the Malay and Indian community (Shamsul Amri, 2008). 

Religious tension also flared up in debating the usage of the term Allah, which led to arson attacks on a 

church in Seremban (MStar, 11 Jan 2010) and a mosque in Muar, Johor (Malaysiakini, 23 Jan 2010). A 

similar incident took place in Shah Alam when the Malay community rejected the decision of the state 

government to move a 150-year-old temple from Section 19 to Section 23, based on the argument that the 
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area has a majority of Muslim residents (Malaysia Kini, 9 September 2009). In a nutshell, racial issues are 

still vibrating in the country. 

Based on the premise above, the purpose of this study is to determine the influence of the spirit of 

tolerance in ethnic ties in Malaysia by focusing on certain incidents that occurred during the period of 

independence in 1957. 

 

4. Literature review  

 
4.1. The demographic background of Federation of Malaya 

! Before British colonization, the Malay Peninsula was populated by the Malays, who embraced 

strong Malay-Islamic values that were assimilated in their way of life as families, society, state and 

nation. However, the Malays’ standing as the natives of the land was at stake with the arrival of 

the British. Through the separation of territories into three divisions comprising the Straits 

Settlements, Federated Malay States, and Non-Federated Malay States, a change in ethnic 

composition occurred with the British policy that allowed the influx of Chinese and Indian 

communities during the middle of the 19th century until 1934.  Even though some of them were 

repatriated during the depression years of 1929-1932 (Emerson, 1970), the number of immigrants 

continued to rise. Hence, the composition of the Malay Peninsula transformed from a Malay-

dominated community into a plural society that had contrasting cultures and traditions being 

practised side by side. 

! The divergence of the different ethnic groups began to cause unity problems, as each ethnic 

group was adamant in upholding their cultural and traditional values. Even though the political 

coalition of UMNO, MCA and MIC were willing to compromise in easing the sentiments to fight 

for their ethnic group’s rights, the public were not easily influenced. Their actions and conduct 

played a significant role in the process of nation building 

 

4.1.1 The influence of the principle of tolerance towards the Federation of Malaya nation-

building process among the Malays 

! The principle of tolerance was duly observed by the communities that comprised the Federation 

of Malaya with the aim of achieving independence, and in the process of nation-building.  Initially, 

the principle was adopted by the political leaders of UMNO, MCA and MIC (Ramlah, 1998). As a 

result, the Communities Liaison Committee (CLC) mooted by the British government in 1949 was 

formed to discuss issues related to the formation of a new nation and nation building, such as the 

matters of citizenship, language and education system, as well as elections that involved the Town 

Council and Federal Legislation Council (Ongkili, 1980). 

! To achieve the goal of nation building and independence, as natives, the Malay leaders were 

willing to compromise with the demands by giving up the values of Malay political supremacy, 

and letting other ethnic groups apply for citizenship through the jus soli principle.  However, the 

Malay community then felt that the Chinese and Indians were reluctant to assist the Malays to 
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improve their economic standing.  This negative reaction disappointed the Malay leaders and the 

Malay community as well.  It was reflected by Onn Jaafar’s harsh criticism of the CLC’s actions 

that did not emphasize the huge economic disparities between the Malays and the mainly 

economically well-off Chinese. It is important that in the process of nation building, apart from 

confirming the issue of citizenship, economic disparity between different ethnic groups should 

also be addressed to determine whether members of a plural society could live together in peace 

and harmony (Faaland, 1991). Even though the issue was earlier raised by Onn in the first CLC 

meeting, the MCA leaders did not respond well to the issue,  until the British government was 

given an ultimatum that the granting of citizenship to the immigrants would only be considered if 

the Malays were guaranteed the assistance needed to improve their economic standing (Ramlah, 

1988). To ensure that the Chinese obtain the right to citizenship status, MCA, and other non-Malay 

committee members finally relented and agreed with the British to form Rural Industrial 

Development Authority (RIDA) in November 1950 to reduce the poor economic standing and 

poverty of the Malays, especially for residents in rural areas (Ramlah, 1996). 

! As s result of discussion between the ethnic leaders in the 1950s, CLC decided to bargain for 

several issues, which included the protection of each ethnic group’s rights. This included the 

agreement for the Malays to share political powers, while the Chinese concurred to assist the 

Malays improve their economy (Ongkili, 1980). However, the agreement and tolerance that 

existed among the leaders were not replicated at the grassroots level. 

! For some segments of the Malay community, the jus soli, or automatic right to citizenship was a 

sore point, as they did not trust the Chinese immigrants’ sincerity and loyalty based on previous 

experience in dealing with the community (Ramlah, 1992). The objection was expressed by the 

Peninsula’s Malay Association and Universiti of Malaya’s Student Association in Singapore as 

they felt that the Malays’ status as natives of the land would be compromised. By being granted 

the citizenship status, the Chinese would have rights to vote, obtain political might, and even get 

the chance to hold posts in state administration. All these would be sanctioned while at the same 

time, these people would still be prejudiced towards the economic cooperation offered.  In 

reaction, they protested Onn’s proposal as they felt that it was an act of auctioning the dignity of 

the Malays, which was in contrast to UMNO’s principle of leaders who were supposed to protect 

the welfare of the people. In response, to solidify the criteria to obtain citizenship, it was stipulated 

that only non-Malay children born in the Malay states whose fathers had been born and held 

Malayan citizenship in 1948 could be granted citizenship status (Ramlah, 1992). However, with 

widespread threats from the Communist Party of Malaya (PKM/China), and demands from 

Chinese associations and changes in the political environment, the Malay leaders relented, and the 

jus soli principle was adopted in 1955. 

! For the ethnic Chinese, the fight to safeguard their rights was supported by Chinese associations 

and MCA. During the initial stage, the associations voiced their dissatisfaction on the citizenship 

rights that led to the change in legislation in 1952. However, with the implementation of the New 

ordinance that was in effect until 30 June 1953, the number of Chinese who took up citizenship 

was only 1,157,000 (Ratnam, 1965), which left the Chinese associations dissatisfied. The major 
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reason why not many immigrants accepted the proposal was due to the fact that they wanted to 

retain their Chinese citizenship status.  In fact, if they were accepted as citizens, many did not want 

to join the army and fight against the Communist Party of Malaya (Thock, 2005). 

! To encourage all the Chinese in Malaya to apply for citizenship, extra efforts were made by the 

Chinese Chambers of Commerce (CCC) and Chinese Chamber Associations (DPC). As a result, 

38 Chinese associations with more than 70 representatives assembled at the DPC Perak and CCC 

Perak meeting in 1955. The cooperation between the associations led to the organization of the 

‘Congress of Citizenship Rights Demands by Registered Chinese associations of Malaya’ in 1956, 

by securing assistance from Jiazhong, and the Chinese Chambers of Commerce of Selangor and 

Perak. The shared sentiments had attracted 454 associations to join the congress. The result of the 

congress saw the formation of a committee named the ‘Council Representatives of Chinese Guilds 

and Associations’ (CRCGA) (Thock, 2005). The resolutions from the congress reiterated the 

ethnic Chinese calls to protect their rights without having to compromise with the native Malays. 

They also demanded for the jus soli status to be granted for everyone born in the Malay 

Federation.  As for others who were not born in Malaya, but had long resided in Malaya, they 

should be granted citizenship without having to sit for the Malay language test. They also 

demanded for equality, and the abolishment of Malay special privileges, and the acknowledgement 

of the Chinese language as an official language (Heng, 1988). 

! The clashes of ideas led to conflicts between the Chinese associations and MCA.  They were 

disappointed with MCA as they felt that they compromised with UMNO too much, and that they 

failed to protect Chinese traditions, especially the failure to recognize the Chinese language as an 

official language (Heng, 1988).  However, the memorandum sent by CRCGA to the British Reid 

Commission was rejected, while the memorandum submitted by ALLIANCE (UMNO-MCA-

MIC) had been accepted.  A delegation led by Lau Pak Khuan, Tan Kee Gak and Yap Mau Tatt 

was sent to London to submit the Chinese associations’ demands (Thock, 2005). 

! However, the memorandum was again rejected (Thock, 2005), and MCA succeeded as they had 

formed close ties with UMNO, the party that wielded the political power. Even though there were 

differences in MCA and CRCGA’s means of achieving their demands, they still maintained close 

ties as their actual objectives remained similar, which was to protect the rights of the Chinese. 

! When the British laid down the terms that cooperation and unity among the ethnic groups must 

be attained before independence could be granted, the leaders of the ethnic groups had no other 

option but to control their racial sentiments. The objective of gaining independence also saw 

Tunku Abdul Rahman Putra al-Haj (more commonly known as just Tunku in Malaysia) relaxing 

some precepts of Malay domination as the foundation to nation-building, compared to Onn’s  

demands. Tunku directly lambasted a few UMNO members who were deemed as over-the-top 

when they tried to propagate the ‘Malaya for the Malays’ policy (Ramlah, 2004). This tirade 

against his own party members was due in part, to the change in the composition of the society 

that had become a plural society. To win over the Chinese and Indians, Tunku even offered to 

reduce the number of UMNO seats in the Federal Election of 1955, from 40 to 35 seats. MCA was 

allocated with 15 seats compared to 12, while MIC was allocated 2 seats to reinforce their standing 
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in the ALLIANCE or PERIKATAN (Means, 1976: 162). Other than that, the principle foundation 

of Bahasa Melayu as the official national language would only be implemented in 10 years’ time, 

while the language and culture of other ethnic groups would be preserved. In fact, Tunku 

introduced the condition that any candidate chosen to stand for election must be proficient in 

English (Ramlah, 2004). 

! When Tunku was judged to have cast aside the importance of the Malays for the sake of 

appeasing the multi-ethnic society, he was immensely criticized by the Malays, both by UMNO 

supporters and the opposition members.  His decision to make English one of the conditions for 

the election candidates to master upset many UMNO members and led to many of them leaving 

the party (Ramlah, 2004). Meanwhile, for the opposition like the National Party formed by Onn, 

they criticized the move as a threat to the sovereignty of Bahasa Melayu, and claimed that the act 

would only compromise the status of Bahasa Melayu as the official language. Meanwhile, Dr 

Burhanuddin al-Helmi, a former member of Angkatan Pemuda Insaf (API) and PKMM also 

rejected UMNO’s policies in jeopardizing the status of Bahasa Melayu, and granting citizenship 

through the jus soli principle. He went on to claim that UMNO had failed to protect the rights of 

the Malays. 

! As a result of all the protests, Barisan Kebangsaan Melayu (Malay National Party) was formed 

with the objective to protect the rights of the Malays.  Even though Parti Negara (Party of the 

Land) and Barisan Kebangsaan Melayu failed to win the support of the Malays in general, the 

moves showed that there were many Malays who were unhappy with the so-called protectors of 

the Malays - UMNO (Means, 1976). The conflicts among the Malay leaders continued until the 

post-independence period. 

! The explanation shows that the principle of tolerance was adopted by the Malay leaders in the 

process of achieving independence.  Even though there were conflicts among the Malay leaders, it 

never escalated into open fights against the leaders.  By being tolerant, any dissatisfaction towards 

the UMNO stalwarts was diffused as each leader practiced patience to ensure that peace and 

harmony in the nation would prevail (Ramlah, 2004). 

 

‘…in the efforts to maintain unity, Tunku always reminded the UMNO members to compromise 

with MCA and MIC… The UMNO press were also supportive of Tunku and pleaded with its 

members to be patient… Tunku urged the Malays and UMNO to eradicate their strong racial 

sentiments…” 

 

! To achieve independence, MCA leaders also took the stance of reducing their strong Chinese 

sentiments. Even though Tan Cheng Lock initially proposed for the implementation of the Chinese 

language as part of ‘multilingualism’, for the sake of independence, he was ready to forgo the 

proposal (Ramlah, 2004). However, the MCA members’ tolerant stand had led to dissatisfaction 

among the Chinese associations, as they were accused of failing to protect the rights of the Chinese 

education system and the status of the Chinese language as an official language.  The conflict 

escalated when the associations called for a new party, Chinese General Association (CGA) to be 

formed to replace the MCA (Heng, 1988). However, the move backfired. 
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! Apart from that, Tunku’s decision to allocate more seats to MCA was not well received by the 

Chinese associations, as they felt that it was too insignificant compared to their economic and 

political importance. Hence, there were also MCA members who made the move to leave the 

party. However, Tunku’s move to reduce the rights of the Malays had led to ALIANCE’s success 

in winning votes from the non-Malays. It was reflected in ALLIANCE’s huge mandate at the 

election by winning 52 of the 53 seats contested (Harper, 1999). The win was acknowledged by 

the British as the success of a multi-ethnic party that could guarantee harmony in a plural society 

(Milne & Mauzy, 1986). The massive win showed that the struggle to protect ethnic rights does 

not rely on political figures alone, but depends on support from each community (Von Vorys, 

1975). 

! ALLIANCE’s success in negotiating for independence with the British (chaired by Lord Lennox 

Boyd in 1956), was due largely to Tunku’s tolerant and affable manner. Tunku managed to coax 

MCA and MIC to form an alliance, and tolerated the demands of the non-Malay communities.  

Meanwhile, his background as a prince had led to massive support from the Malays, as they saw it 

as a means of continuing the tradition of Malay feudal politics. His standing in society also worked 

in his favour, as he was well respected by the British, MCA and MIC to accept UMNO as the 

leaders for the ALLIANCE. 

! As a result of the negotiation, the British consented to grant independence to the Malay 

Federation on 31 August 1957, and the draft for ‘Constituency of Independence’ was led by Lord 

Reid in 1956. The Social Contract 1957 was a consensus reached by the British, Malays, and non-

Malays to achieve collaboration in the sharing of power (Faaland, 1991). 

! By nurturing the spirit of tolerance and coupled with the Malays’ generosity, the non-Malay 

ethnic groups were granted citizenship through birthright (jus soli) to live in the land of the 

Malays, and it provided ample opportunity for the Chinese to run their businesses. In return for 

their generosity, the Reid Commission agreed to grant the Malays some special privileges. Thus, 

all provisions enacted in the Federal Constitution could not be disputed. The first statute states that 

the entire Chapter III on citizenship was in Act 150 (6A). According to Tun Abdul Razak, even 

though the Emergency was in place after the independence, the Act would not be affected.  

Secondly, Act 71 assures that the Federal government must protect the Constitution of each state, 

and the privileges and supremacy of the monarchs. Thirdly, Act 152 establishes Bahasa Melayu as 

the official language. Fourth, Act 153 institutes the duties of His Majesty the King in safeguarding 

the special rights of the Malays, and the basic necessities of the other races. Fifth, Act 159 

establishes that any change on the Malay Kings, or Act 38 that dictates on the Council of the kings 

and the functions.  Acts 70, 71 and 153 can never be changed without the consent of the Kings’ 

Council, as enacted in Act 159 (5) (Majlis Gerakan Negara Report, 1969). 

 

5. Findings and Conclusion 

Based on the discussion, the findings distinctly show that the principle of tolerance played a major 

role in nurturing the spirit of understanding and unity among the multi-ethnic communities of Malaya.  In 

their quest to achieve independence, each community was willing to relinquish their rights for the 
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opportunity to build a new nation. However, it begs the question, did the spirit of tolerance continue to be 

observed after independence was granted on 31 August 1957? This is due to other research that shows 

that after independence, each ethnic community competed with each other to safeguard their culture and 

traditions. In fact, up to this day,	 the native Malays are still facing issues in establishing the Malay 

language as the official language, and are still struggling to overcome abject poverty among its people 

(Alis, 2006; Andaya, 2004). One of the reasons was that proposal to uphold Malay values as the basis of 

national unity was strongly resisted by the non-Malay communities. The findings of this study also shows 

that, the weak adherence to the principle of tolerance during the early days of independence was the 

major reason that caused the May 13th 1969 tragedy to erupt. 

 

Acknowledgments  

We wish to offer our gratitude for the opportunity extended by Short Term Grant National 

Defence University of Malaysia (NDUM), Yayasan Pembangunan Ekonomi Islam Malaysia (YaPEIM) 

and Fundamental Research Grant Scheme (FRGS) 2015 to present the paper at this conference.  

 
References 

 

Abdel-Haleem Muhammad. (2009). The Politics of Peace in Islam. Religions and the Politics of Peace 
and Conflict. Eugene Oregon: Pickwick Publications. 

Abraham, Collin. (2004). The Naked Social Order and The Roots of Racial Polarisation in Malaysia, 
Pelanduk Publication: Malaysia. 

Agius, E. & Ambrosewicz, J. (2003). Towards a Culture of Tolerance and Peace. Canada: International 
Bureau for Children’s Rights. 

Alis Puteh. (2006). Language and Nation Building: A Study of the Language Policy in Malaysia, Petaling 
Jaya: SIRD. 

Andaya, L.Y. (2004). The Search for the ‘Origins’ of Melayu. Contesting Malayness:  Malay Identity 
across Boundaries, Singapore: Singapore University Press. 

Antonina Z. (2010). Tolerance and Cultural Diversity Discourses in Bulgaria: The Bulgarian Ethnic 
Model – Parallel. Accept Pluralism. International Centre for Minority Studies and Intercultural 
Relations (IMIR) Sofia, Bulgaria.  

Avery, P.G. (1988). Political Tolerance among Adolescents. Theory and Research in Social Education. 
16: 183-201. 

Benjamin, B. (2010). Institutional Racism and Religious Freedom in Malaysia. Human Rights 
Foundation. Malaysia. 

Azizi Yahya & Jaafar Sidek Latif. (2005). Membentuk Identiti Remaja. Pahang: PTS Publications and 
Distributors Sdn. Bhd.  

Chandra Muzaffar. (1979). Protector?: An Analysis of The Concept and Practice of Loyalty in Leader-
Led Relationships within Malay Society. Aliran. 

Chin Peng. (2003). My Side of History. Singapore: Media Masters Pte. Ltd. 

Duško S. (2006). Ethnic intolerance and ethnic conflict in the dissolution of Yugoslavia. Ethnic and 
Racial Studies. 20 (5). pp 797-827. 

Ezhar Tamam, et.al. (2006). News Media Socialization and Ethnic Tolerance among Youth in Malaysia. 
Selangor: Universiti Putra Malaysia. 



http://dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2017.02.11 
Corresponding Author: Wan Norhasniah Wan Husin 
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference 
eISSN: 2357-1330 
	

	 131 

Emerson, R. (1970), Malaysia: A Study in Direct and Indirect Rules, Kuala Lumpur: University of 
Malaya Press. 

Faaland, J., Parkinson, J., & Rais Saniman. (2005) (1991). Dasar Ekonomi Baru: Pertumbuhan Negara 
dan Pencapaian Ekonomi Orang Melayu, Kuala Lumpur: Utusan Publications & Distributors. 

Fazilah Idris. (2008). The Influence of Individual Attributes on Inter-Ethnic Tolerance Among Early 
Youth in Selangor. Thesis PhD. Universiti Putra Malaysia. 

Gale, B. (1982). Musa Hitam: A Political Biography, Petaling Jaya: Eastern Universities Press. 

Harper, T.N. (1999). The End of Empire and The Making of Malaya, Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press. 

Heng Pek Koon. (1988). Chinese Politics in Malaysia: A Study of the Malaysian Chinese Association, 
Singapore: Oxford University Press 

Jaffary Awang. (2003). Toleransi Agama dan Perpaduan Kaum, Pandangan Intelek: Satu Observasi 
Ringkas. Agama dan Perpaduan Kaum di Malaysia. Selangor: Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia. 

Karl Von Vorys. (1975). Democracy without Consensus Communalism and Political Stability in 
Malaysia, Princeton University Press: New Jersey. 

Kua Kia Soong. (1985). National Culture and Democracy, Petaling Jaya: Kersani.  

Laporan Majlis Gerakan Negara. (1969). Tragedy 13 Mei 1969. Malaysia: Kuala Lumpur. 

Lijpahrt, A. (1977). Democracy in Plural Societies: A Comparative Exploration. Yale University Press. 

Malaysia Kini. (9 September 2009). Kes kepala lembu: 12 di hadap ke mahkamah, Retrieved on 20 
January 2015, from http://www.malaysiakini.com/news/112444.  

Malaysia Kini. (23 Januari 2010). 4 ditahan berkaitan kes bakar surau di Muar, Johor. Retrieved on 20 
January 2015, from http://www.malaysiakini.com/news/122662. 

Mahathir Mohamad. (1982). The Malay Dilemma. Kuala Lumpur: Federal Publications. 

McAlister, et.al. (Nov 2000). Promoting Tolerance and Moral Engagement through Peer Modeling. 
Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology. 6 (4), pp. 363-373. 

Means, G.P. (1976), Malaysian Politics, London: Stroughton and Hodder. 

Milne, R.S. & Mauzy, D.K. (1986). Malaysia, Tradition, Modernity and Islam, Boulder and London: 
Westview Press. 

Mridula, G. (2011). Diversity and Tolerance in Ukraine in the Context of EURO 2012. Friedrich Ebert 
Stiftung. pp. 1-22. Retrieved on 23 January 2015, from 
http://academos.ro/sites/default/files/biblio-docs/314/08144_1.pdf.  

Mstar. (11 Januari 2010). Cubaan Membakar Gereja. Retrieved on 20 January 2015, from 
http://www.mstar.com.my/berita/berita-semasa/2010/01/11/cubaan-membakar-gereja-kelapan/. 

Nazri Muslim & Mansor Mohd Noor. (2014). Ethnic Tolerance among Students of Public Higher 
Learning Institutions in Malaysia. World Applied Sciences Journal. 29 (3): 388-401. 

Nur Farhana Abdul Rahman & Khadijah Mohd Khambali@Hambali. (2013). Religious Tolerance in 
Malaysia: Problems and Challenges. International Journal of Islamic Thought. 3. pp. 81-91. 

Ongkili, J. (1980). Malaysia 1946-1973: Nation-Building and The Problem of Communalism, Kuala 
Lumpur: Universiti Malaya. 

Thock Ker Pong. (2005). Ketuanan Politik Melayu: Pandangan Kaum Cina, Kuala Lumpur: Universiti 
Malaya. 

Tunku Abdul Rahman. (1977). Looking Back: Monday Musings and Memories, Kuala Lumpur: Pustaka 
Antara. 

Ratnam, K.J. (1965). Communalism and the Political Process in Malaysia. Kuala Lumpur: University of 
Malaya Press.  

Ramlah Adam. (2004). Biografi Politik Tunku Abdul Rahman Putra, Kuala Lumpur: Dewan Bahasa dan 
Pustaka. 



http://dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2017.02.11 
Corresponding Author: Wan Norhasniah Wan Husin 
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference 
eISSN: 2357-1330 
	

	132 

Ramlah Adam.  (1998). Kemelut Politik Semenanjung Tanah Melayu, Kuala Lumpur: Universiti Malaya. 

Ramlah Adam. (Januari/Disember 1996). Ekonomi Masyarakat Melayu pada 1951-1955: Aktiviti RIDA, 
UMNO dan DATO’ ONN JAAFAR. Kajian Malaysia, XIV (1 & 2). 

Ramlah Adam. (1992). Dato’ Onn Pengasas Kemerdekaan, Kuala Lumpur: Dewan Bahasa dan Pustaka. 

Research Report. (2006). Malaysia Truly Asia, Religious Pluralism in Malaysia. The Pluralism Project, 
Harvard University.                                                                                                                            
Retrieved on 22 September 2014, from http://www.pluralism.org/reports/view/42).  

Shahnon Mohamed Salleh, et.al. (2013). Re-Evaluating Race and . Racial Conflicts: An Instrumentalist 
View of Race Relations in Malaysia. Proceeding of the International Conference on Social 
Science Research. Penang.  

Shamsul, A. (2008). Many Ethnicities, Many Cultures, One Nation: The Malaysian Experience. National 
University of Malaysia. Ethnic Studies Paper Series No. 2.  

Shamsul H.M. (November 2003). The Role of the State in Managing Ethnic Tensions in Malaysia, A 
Critical Discourse. American Behavioral Scientist. 47 (3), pp. 240-266. 

Singh, H. (2010). Ethnic Conflict in Malaysia Revisited. Commonwealth & Comparative Politics. 39 (1). 
pp. 42-65. 

Suhana Saad & Ray Ikechukwu Jacob. (June 2012). Managing Ethnic Conflict for Nation Building: A 
Comparative Study between Malaysia and Nigeria. Asian Social Science. 8 (7). pp. 69-76. 

Tamring, B. A. M. (2008). Toleransi etnik Bajau dan Kadazan dusun di Sabah. Pluraliti dalam Kearifan 
Lokal di Sabah. Kota Kinabalu. Kota Kinabalu: Universiti Malaysia Sabah. 

Tan Chee Beng. (1982). Ethnic Relations in Malaysia in David Y.H Yu (ed.), Ethnicity and Interpersonal 
Interaction – A Cross Cultural Study, Singapore: Maruzen Asia. 

Vasil, R.K. (1980) Ethnic Politics in Malaysia, New Delhi: Radiant Publishers 

Wan Norhasniah Wan Husin. (2010). Peradaban dan Perkauman di Malaysia: Hubungan Etnik Melayu-
Cina. Universiti Malaya: Kuala Lumpur. 

Wan Norhasniah Wan Husin. (2011). Nation-Building and 1 Malaysia Concept: Ethnic Relations 
Challenges in the Educational Field. International Journal of Humanities and Social Science. Vol. 
1, No. 9. Special Issue – July 2011. 

Weldon, S. A. (2006). Multilevel Analysis of Western Europe. American Journal of Political Science. 
50(2): 331–349. 

Zainal Kling, (18-21 Disember 1982), Konsep Kebudayaan di Malaysia, dalam Perhimpunan 
Kebangsaan dan Serantau Sempena 25 Tahun Malaysia Merdeka dan Kongres Kebudayaan 
Melayu Pertama. Kuala Lumpur: Dewan Bahasa dan Pustaka. 

Zainul Arif Hussain. (2003). Fostering cultural and Religious Tolerance: The Malaysian experience. 
Membina Bangsa Malaysia. Vol. 3. Kuala Lumpur: Jabatan Perpaduan Negara dan Universiti 
Kebangsaan Malaysia. 

 

 




