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The low voter turnout of 54.92% in the recent Johor 
election has set tongue wagging among the 
politicians that the Election Commission (EC) is 
experiencing a trust deficit. 

But no one really bothers to define what is meant by 
a low voter turnout. 

Similarly, what constitutes a high voter turnout? 
Does it mean a 100% full turnout at the poll?

And politicians who talked about a trust deficit of the 
EC coincidentally came from the opposition parties 
which gives the impression that they are more of 
sore losers rather than wanting to see the issue 
from an objective perspective.
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Your Editor, Jamari Mohtar, is thinking the issue of low voter turnout
can be easily solved by making voting compulsory, but some would argue
this is not consistent with the freedom associated with democracy; what about 
replacing election with referendum then, again there will be voices against 
this, hence low voter turnout is nothing more than showing up the internal 
contradiction of democracy.
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82.32% 68.30%

800%

84.84%
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75.10%

2008 198675.99% 74.39% 1964 78.90%

73.60%72.30%

2004

1999

1982

1978

73.90% 75.40%

69.30%

1959

1955

73.34%

82.80%75.30%

Source: Let’s Talk! (compile from various sources)

A voter turnout of 54.29% 
means more than half of 
those who were eligible to vote turned out to vote, and 
hence you cannot describe it as a measly turnout as 
compared for instance with a measly voter turnout of 
10% or less.

So the first order of business is to first find out what 
is the cut-off percentage of voter turnout that can be 
considered as low.

The table below shows the voter turnout for all 
general elections (GE) at the Federal level including 
the first one in 1955 held before independence.
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Assuming that low turnout is a reflection of 
indifference, some analysts conclude a poll with a 
low turnout may not be an accurate reflection of the 
will of the people. 

On the other hand, if low turnout is a reflection of 
contentment of voters about likely winners or 
parties, then low turnout is as legitimate as high 
turnout, as long as the right to vote exists.

But it is questionable to associate a low voter turnout 
to mean that the winner of the election did not in fact 
really win, as it does not in reality reflect the will of 
the people.

This is hogwash that reflects sore losers i.e. 
contestants who are in a denial mode that they have 
already lost the election, and still wanting to give 
excuses that they didn't really lose.

In a democracy, the will of the people includes their 
right of not to register for voting; and their right of not 
to vote even after registering to vote.

This is an internal contradiction of democracy with 
regards to the concept of freedom. It gives equal right 
to vote and not to vote in the name of freedom.

The highest turnout was at 84.84% recorded during 
GE13 in 2013 when Datuk Seri Najib Razak was the 
prime minister, while the lowest turnout was at 
68.3% during GE9 (1995) when Tun Dr Mahathir 
Mohammad was the PM.

Note that the average turnout (which is derived by 
adding the voter turnout percentages for all the 15 
GEs and then dividing it by 15) is 75.72%.

If we ignore the first GE in 1955 because it took 
place before the country achieved independence in 
1957, then the average voter turnout is 75.21%

If we take the average of the highest (84.84%) and 
the lowest (68.3%) voter turnouts, the average 
turnout will be 76.57%.

From all these figures, we can conveniently say that 
anything that is below 60% is a low voter turnout; 
anything in the range of 60% to 80% is a reasonable 
voter turnout while above 80% is a convincing voter 
turnout.

Now, what does a low voter turnout mean? In 
general, low turnout is attributed to disillusionment, 
indifference, or a sense of futility – the perception 
that one's vote won't make any difference.
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Is low voter turnout a disadvantage to the opposition? 
Not necessarily. The opposition would always say low 
voter turnout is a disadvantage to them because it 
means many of their supporters did not turn up to vote.

This perception is based on the observation that when 
voter turnout is low, the opposition will not only lose, 
but also sometime lose badly in the election.

But there have never been any studies to show that the 
majority of voters who didn’t turn up for voting are 
opposition supporters.

If we look at the figures on voter turnout above, the 
highest voter turnout in 2013 did not give an 
advantage to the opposition at all because that 
election returned the government back to office. 

What happens here is a correlation between low voter 
turnout and the opposition losing is taken as a causal 
factor.

In statistics and philosophy, correlation and causality 
are two different things.

This means that a low voter turnout can be consistent 
with both the opposition winning or losing, just like it can 
also be consistent with the government winning or losing. 

Ditto with a high voter turnout.

This is simply because high or low voter turnout is not 
the cause of winning or losing. 

As long as the right to vote exists and there is no 
voter suppression such as when voters are not 
allowed or unable to vote, or when 
disenfranchisement occurs, the consensus on who is 
the winner as stipulated in the Constitution reflects 
the will of the people, period!

In Malaysia, this consensus is called "first-past-the- 
post" (FPTP) principle meaning the candidate with 
the plurality of votes is the winner of the 
parliamentary/ assembly seat.

Even though the loser will have some voters voting 
for him or her, under the FPTP principle, it is a 
“winner takes all” system, as the winner is the one 
with the most number of votes. 

That’s why in the 1987 Umno election when 
Mahathir beat Tengku Razaleigh Hamzah 761 to 718 
votes for the post of the president of Umno – a mere 
43-vote margin – the former was reported to have 
said a win is a win. 

That’s the essence of FPTP principle – winner takes 
all, even if it’s a win by one vote.

Of course, there will be cases when you add up the 
votes of all the winners and compare them against 
the votes of all the losers, the losers could end up 
with more votes than all the winners.

This is the concept of popular votes but the FPTP 
principle is primarily based on the number of seats 
won and not on the number of poplar votes garnered. 
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We all know that the pandemic has taken a toll on 
the livelihoods of many Malaysians. With the 
lockdown (a.k.a. MCO or Movement Control Order 
in Malaysia) lifted for inter-district and inter-state 
travels, and with domestic tourism in full swing 
since the success of the pilot project on the 
Langkawi travel bubble, rays of hope are in the 
offing for the economy to be healed, and we can 
therefore expect a good fourth quarter GDP growth 
that will propel the economy to perform better and 
better, albeit gradually.

But as in the nature of things, there will be a 
delayed effect in that some rakyats will continue to 
suffer from the economic impact of the pandemic 
in the sense that for them, especially for the 
vulnerable group, things will get worse before they 
get better.  The Government, to its credit, is 
reaching out to this vulnerable group by pumping 
in more financial assistance, aiming to make 
Malaysia an attractive destination for foreign 
investors and to increase high value-added 
employment. 

Some from the vulnerable group are enterprising 
enough to embrace the challenge by taking 
advantage of the burgeoning digital platforms 
where people are more and more beginning to do 
all sorts of things online (your Editor is no 
exception), including setting up businesses and 
working from their mobile phones, in order to make 
ends meet. 

With this in mind, LET’S Talk! is dishing out free 
advertisements to assist these people based on the 
recommendations of their clients/ customers that 
their products/ services are indeed excellent!

For more advertisements:

Catalogue of advertisements.
You can choose to order any 
products by simply clicking the 
respective ads in the catalogue, 
which will link you to the 
WhatsApp of the respective 
vendors.

https://www.letstalk.com.my/catalogue/
https://www.letstalk.com.my/catalogue/
https://www.letstalk.com.my/catalogue/
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Despite PH winning the popular votes, it is BN which 
won the election because of its winning of two seats 
over one by PH – the FPTP principle.

However, for both the winning and losing parties, the 
popular votes obtained could be important lessons 
on how they had performed during the election, and 
provide the key to a better performance in the next 
election.

A winning party that ignores the popular votes does 
so at its own peril due to the arrogance that it is 
enough just to focus on the number of seats won 
under the FPTP principle.

This is because the popular votes give an important 
clue on the voting pattern in each constituency, and 
even a rough idea of some demographic profiles of the 
voters in term of voting for example young versus old, 
and rural versus urban, which will be a crucial factor in 
determining a winning strategy for the next election.

In 2008 for instance, the ruling BN for the first time 
failed to achieve a two-thirds supermajority, and 
perhaps dismissed it simply because it had won the 
election.

Five years later in 2013, BN not only failed for a 
second time to get a two-thirds supermajority but 
also lost the popular votes to PH for the first time. 

Popular votes are meaningless in determining the 
winner if the consensus on who is the winner is based 
on first-past-the-post (FPTP) principle.

To see why this is so, let us assume a hypothetical 
example of there is only three constituencies to be 
contested and it is a straight fight between BN and PH. 
Also assume BN won two of the seats based on the 
FPTP principle.

So the score is 2-1 in favour of BN. In term of 
percentage win based on seats, BN won (2/3 multiply 
by 100) 66.67% of the total seats.

But let’s say in the first seat that BN won, it garnered 
5,000 votes versus 4,000 for PH. In the second seat 
that BN won, it garnered 10,000 votes versus 8,000 
for PH. But in the last seat won by PH, it managed to 
garner 15,000 votes while PH was able to secure 
30,000 votes.

The popular votes won by BN were then (5,000 + 
10,000 + 15,000) 30,000. For PH, the popular votes 
were (4,000 + 8,000 + 30,000) 42,000. 

So, PH won the popular votes i.e. 42,000 for PH versus 
30,000 for BN. In percentage term, BN secured 
(30,000 / 72,000 multiply by 100) 41.67% of the 
popular votes while PH secured (42,000 / 72,000 
multiply by 100) 58.33% of the popular votes.  

N E W S L E T T E R Vol 2 # No 16TALK
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However because of the FPTP principle, BN still won 
the election based on the number of seats won.   

Again BN dismissed this second failure of obtaining a 
two-third supermajority, and perhaps was arrogant 
when it was pointed out that it lost the popular votes 
because to BN, a win is a win.

In 2018, BN had to pay dearly for this arrogance when 
it not only failed to get a two-thirds supermajority for 
the third time, and lost the popular votes a second 
time, but also lost the election to PH for the first time, 
which won more seats than BN.

Read more on voter turnout, first-past-the-post 
principle and popular votes: 

Blame low voter turnout for PH loss, says Aminolhuda 

PH should not blame Johor loss on multi-cornered 
fights, says analyst

Should Malaysia implement e-voting to overcome 
low voter turnout? 

Low voter turnout may be due to Covid-19 fears, says 
Hasni

What a low voter turnout ultimately means for 
Malaysia

Johor polls: BN garners 43.11% of popular votes

Three things we learned from: 2022 Johor state 
election

Silly to make hay over popular votes

N E W S L E T T E R Vol 2 # No 16TALK

Should Malaysia Switch from a First-Past-The-Post 
(FPTP) to a Proportional Representation (PR) 
Electoral System?

Forging a Bangsa Malaysia identity through electoral 
system redesign

You lost, just accept it: Ahmad Maslan to detractors 
of BN’s Johor win

Malaysian Leader Barely Survives Intraparty Fight

https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2022/03/13/blame-low-voter-turnout-for-ph-loss-says-aminolhuda/
https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2022/03/24/ph-should-not-blame-johor-loss-on-multi-cornered-fights-says-analyst/
https://www.astroawani.com/berita-malaysia/columnist-should-malaysia-implement-evoting-overcome-low-voter-turnout-353024
https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2022/03/12/low-voter-turnout-may-be-due-to-covid-19-fears-says-hasni/
https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/opinion/2022/03/17/what-a-low-voter-turnout-ultimately-means-for-malaysia/
https://www.theedgemarkets.com/article/johor-polls-bn-garners-4311-popular-votes
https://www.malaymail.com/news/malaysia/2022/03/13/three-things-we-learned-from-2022-johor-state-election/2047119
https://www.thestar.com.my/opinion/letters/2022/03/14/silly-to-make-hay-over-popular-votes
https://www.grin.com/document/909568
https://www.malaysiakini.com/news/497516
https://www.thevibes.com/articles/news/56271/you-lost-just-accept-it-ahmad-maslan-to-detractors-of-bns-johor-win
https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-1987-04-25-mn-1003-story.html
https://www.letstalk.com.my/catalogue/
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A show cause letter is then sent to you on why you 
should remain in the electoral register. If you ignore 
this letter by the deadline given, nothing will happen to 
you except that your name will be taken out from the 
electoral register, which means you cannot vote in the 
coming election.

It’s like you are voluntarily disenfranchising yourself 
by remaining quiet. But if you respond to the letter by 
stating the reason for your absence in the last 
election, and the Singapore EC accepts your reason, 
your name remains in the electoral register as a voter 
for the upcoming election.

Some of the acceptable reasons are working overseas 
(including being on a business trip) at the time of the 
poll; studying overseas at the time of the poll; living 
with their spouse who is working or studying 
overseas; overseas vacation; and illness, or delivering 
a baby.

If the reason for your absence at the poll is rejected by 
the EC, then you will be taken out of the register and 
you need to pay a nominal sum to reinstate your name 
in the electoral register.

For as long as you don’t pay this nominal “fine”, you 
cannot vote. It is as if you’re voluntarily disenfranchising 
yourself for life.

Compulsory voting

So, what really causes the problem of low voter 
turnout? It’s simply because of the contradiction of 
democracy in allowing the freedom of both to vote and 
not to vote.

If people has the right not to vote and he or she 
exercises this right, there is nothing you can do to 
force him to vote.

If voting is made compulsory, then this contradiction 
disappears. The laws need to be amended to make 
way for compulsory voting.

Making voting compulsory doesn't mean those who 
are “guilty” of not voting will face a hefty fine or long 
imprisonment term.

The way it is practised in Singapore which is one of 
the few countries in the world that implements 
compulsory voting, as explained by some of my 
Singaporean friends, is if you do not vote in an 
election, nothing really happen to you immediately.

But come the next election time, as the country’s 
Election Commission (EC) is updating its electoral 
register your name will appear as someone who did 
not vote in the previous election.
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In universal voting, voters would be free to cast a 
blank ballot. And to stress the freedom not to make a 
choice, these scholars propose including a “None of 
the Above” option, which in our part of the world is 
deemed as spoilt votes.

Universal voting in the US is seen by some as a game 
changer to move on from vacillating between 
inclusion and exclusion, and between embracing 
democracy and retreating.

As of January 2020, of the 36 member states of the 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development, only three had forms of compulsory 
voting which is enforced in practice: Australia, 
Belgium Luxembourg. 

Additionally, Greece, Mexico and Turkey have 
compulsory voting theoretically, but it is not enforced.

As for e-voting, it will face the same problem of the 
internal contradiction of a democracy because there is 
only so much that you can do to encourage people to 
vote when their right not to vote is always there.

The only advantage of e-voting is the hefty lower cost 
of organising an election and the relatively hassle-free 
voting for the voters.

State polls in Malaysia since GE14 have cost the 
government RM420 million, with the recent Johor 
elections accounting for nearly RM100 million of the 
bill.

But at anytime after voluntarily disenfranchising 
yourself, if you miss voting, all you need to do is to 
pay the nominal “fine” for your name to be 
reinstated in the electoral register for you to take 
part in voting at the poll.

With this compulsory voting, Singapore has never 
faced a low voter turnout. At the same time, the 
democratic freedom of not to vote is allowed 
because no one is subjected to hefty fines or 
imprisonment for not voting.

Of course, the Singapore EC will do its part via an 
education programme to encourage citizens to vote 
because a fundamental right of citizenship is the 
civic responsibility to be exercised by citizens to 
choose and elect their leaders in a democracy.

The two greatest democracies of the world – the US 
and the UK – until today don’t make it compulsory 
for their citizens to vote.

Considering that the US is willing to go to war to 
spread democracy, it is indeed hypocrisy of the 
highest order for it not to make voting compulsory 
among its citizens.

Some scholars in the US prefer to call compulsory 
voting as universal voting because “compulsory 
voting” is seen as a proposition that is forcing 
citizens to choose a candidate or party, which might 
legitimately be construed by the courts as 
compulsory speech. 
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The EC total expenditures for the state polls since 
GE14 were RM130 million in Sabah, RM45 million in 
Melaka and RM149 million in Sarawak.

Election expenses include the rental of equipment, 
vehicles, technology development, logistics solutions, 
allowances for EC staff, and items needed to adhere to 
Covid-19 SOPs.

The recent Melaka and Johor elections cost RM13 
million and RM35 million more respectively, than the 
last time the states elected a new state assembly in 
2018.

As some experts have said e-voting can cut the cost of 
organising an election by more than half, so e-voting 
should then be implemented for this purpose, together 
with making voting compulsory for the purpose of 
preventing a low voter turnout.  

Read more on compulsory voting and e-voting:

What if everyone voted? The case for 100 percent 
democracy

Implement compulsory voting, the sooner the 
better, says ex-EC chairman

Compulsory voting - for and against

Could compulsory voting save democracies in 
crisis? 

The Compulsory Voting Debate

Electoral reform and the pros and cons of 
compulsory voting

Should Malaysia implement e-voting to address low 
voter turnout?

NSW ditches e-voting system for 2023 election

Russia Adopts Controversial E-Voting Nationwide, 
Bans Navalny From Presidency

https://www.letstalk.com.my/catalogue/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2022/03/23/universal-voting-would-end-legal-battles-over-ballot-access/
https://www.freemalaysiatoday.com/category/nation/2022/03/21/implement-compulsory-voting-the-sooner-the-better-says-ex-ec-chairman/
https://legalanswers.sl.nsw.gov.au/hot-topics-voting-and-elections/compulsory-voting-and-against
https://qz.com/1920978/does-compulsory-voting-hurt-or-benefit-democracy/
https://www.findlaw.com/voting/how-u-s--elections-work/the-compulsory-voting-debate.html
https://policyoptions.irpp.org/fr/magazines/juillet-2016/electoral-reform-and-the-pros-and-cons-of-compulsory-voting/
https://themalaysianreserve.com/2022/03/24/should-malaysia-implement-e-voting-to-address-low-voter-turnout/
https://www.itpro.co.uk/business/policy-legislation/366990/nsw-ditches-ivote-2023-election
https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2022/03/11/russia-adopts-controversial-e-voting-nationwide-bans-navalny-from-presidency-a76874
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Autonomous cars

In 2018 the first self-driving cars are already here. In 
the next 2 years, the entire industry will start to be 
disrupted. You won't want to own a car anymore as 
you will call a car with your phone, it will show up at 
your location and drive you to your destination.

You will not need to park it and will only pay for the 
driven distance and you can be productive while 
driving. The very young children of today will never get 
a driver's license and will never own a car.

This will change our cities because we will need 
90-95% fewer cars. We can transform former parking 
spaces into green parks.

N E W S L E T T E R Vol 2 # No 16TALK

New Technologies
and Trends 

on

Welcome to tomorrow’s world: Some very interesting but also 
scary predictions you will see turning true in this new decade.

Auto repair shops will disappear.

A petrol / diesel engine has 20,000 individual parts. An 
electrical motor has 20. Electric cars are sold with 
lifetime guarantees and are only repaired by dealers. It 
takes only 10 minutes to remove and replace an 
electric motor.

Faulty electric motors are not repaired in the 
dealership but are sent to a regional repair shop that 
repairs them with robots.

Your electric motor malfunction light goes on, so you 
drive up to what looks like a car wash, and your car is 
towed through while you have a cup of coffee and out, 
comes your car with a new electric motor!
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Traditional car manufacturing 
industry will be disrupted

Most traditional car companies will doubtless become 
bankrupt. They will try the evolutionary approach and 
just build a better car, while tech companies (Tesla, 
Apple, Google) will do the evolutionary approach and 
build a computer on wheels.

Look at what Volvo is doing right now; no more 
internal combustion engines in their vehicles starting 
with 2019 models, using all electric or hybrid only, 
with the intent of phasing out hybrid models.

Many engineers from Volkswagen and Audi are 
completely terrified of Tesla and they should be. Look 
at all the companies offering all electric vehicles. That 
was unheard of, only a few years ago.

Motor insurance industry will be 
disrupted

About 1.2 million people die each year in car accidents 
worldwide including deaths due to distracted or 
drunken driving. We now have one accident every 
60,000 miles; with autonomous driving that will drop 
to one accident in six million miles. That will save a 
million plus lives worldwide each year.

Insurance companies will have massive trouble 
because, with a lot more less accidents, the premium 
cost will become cheaper. Their car insurance 
business model will disappear.

Now if you think the above are wishful thinking and will never happen, think again.
In 1998, no one ever thought that three years later, you would never take pictures on film again. With today’s 
smart phones, who even has a camera these days?

N E W S L E T T E R Vol 2 # No 16TALK
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When tragedy struck, the sole solace is to see how it brings the 
best in us together to help the victims.

There is a Chinese saying that goes: “If you want happiness for an 
hour, take a nap. If you want happiness for a day, go fishing. If you 
want happiness for a year, inherit a fortune. If you want happiness 
for a lifetime, help somebody.” 

For centuries, the greatest thinkers have suggested the same 
thing: Happiness is found in helping others.

The response of Malaysians in helping the flood victims is just 
incredible and praiseworthy - from donation drives, to providing 
shelter, and rescuing people including a cat from the rising water.

There’s even one NGO catering assistance specially for flood 
victims who have disabled children. 

Blessed are those who help others in extraordinary time for they 
are the embodiment of humanity at its best! 

For more on these helping angels:
Humanitarian Assistance for Flood Victims

here, talk there … 

talk, talk

talk

everywhere…
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The low voter turnout of 54.92% in the recent Johor 
election has set tongue wagging among the politicians 
that the Election Commission (EC) is experiencing a 
trust deficit. 

A voter turnout of 54.29% means more than half of 
those who were eligible to vote turned out to vote, and 
hence you cannot describe it as a measly turnout as 
compared for instance with a measly voter turnout of 
10% or less.

The table below shows the voter turnout for all general 
elections (GE) at the Federal level including the first 
one in 1955 held before independence.

By Jamari Mohtar

Let’s Talk! PRESENTS:
The observation that when voter turnout is low, the opposition will not only lose, but also sometime lose 
badly in the election is postulated to be the cause for the loss. But the fact is when voter turnout was 
at its highest in Malaysian general elections – 84.84% – the opposition still lost the election. Moreover, 
there have never been any studies to show that the majority of voters who didn’t turn up for voting are 
opposition supporters. What happens here is a correlation between low voter turnout and the 
opposition losing is taken as a causal factor. As JAMARI MOHTAR discovers correlation and causality 
are two different things.

Voter turnout (%) Voter turnout (%)

Voter turnout (%) Voter turnout (%)

2018

2013

1995

1990

82.32%

68.30%

84.84%

1974

1969

75.10%

2008

1986

75.99%

74.39% 1964 78.90%

73.60%72.30%

2004

1982

1978

73.90%

75.40%

1999 69.30%

1959

1955

73.34%

82.80%75.30%

Source: Let’s Talk! (compile from various sources)
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The highest turnout was at 84.84% recorded during 
GE13 in 2013 when Datuk Seri Najib Razak was the 
prime minister, while the lowest turnout was at 68.3% 
during GE9 (1995) when Tun Dr Mahathir Mohammad 
was the PM.

If we take the average based on the highest (84.84%) 
and the lowest (68.3%) voter turnouts, the average 
turnout will be 76.57%.

From all these figures, we can deduce anything that is 
below 60% is a low voter turnout; anything in the 
range of 60% to 80% is a reasonable voter turnout 
while above 80% is a convincing voter turnout.

In general, low turnout is attributed to disillusionment, 
indifference, or a sense of futility – the perception that 
one's vote won't make any difference.

But it is questionable to associate a low voter turnout 
to mean that the winner of the election did not in fact 
really win, as it does not in reality reflect the will of the 
people.

This is hogwash that reflects sore losers i.e. 
contestants who are in a denial mode that they have 
already lost the election, and still wanting to give 
excuses that they didn't really lose.

In a democracy, the will of the people includes their 
right of not to register for voting; and their right of not 
to vote even after registering to vote.

This is an internal contradiction of democracy with 
regards to the concept of freedom. It gives equal right 
to vote and not to vote in the name of freedom.

As long as the right to vote exists and there is no voter 
suppression such as when voters are not allowed or 
unable to vote, or when disenfranchisement occurs, 
the consensus on who is the winner as stipulated in 
the Constitution reflects the will of the people, period!

In Malaysia, this consensus is called "first-past- 
the-post" (FPTP) principle meaning the candidate with 
the plurality of votes is the winner of the 
parliamentary/assembly seat.

Even though the loser will have some voters voting for 
him or her, under the FPTP principle, it is a “winner 
takes all” system, as the winner is the one with the 
most number of votes. 

That’s the essence of FPTP principle – winner takes 
all, even if it’s a win by one vote.
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Of course, there will be cases when you add up the 
votes of all the winners and compare them against the 
votes of all the losers, the losers could end up with 
more votes than all the winners.

This is the concept of popular votes but the FPTP 
principle is primarily based on the number of seats 
won and not on the number of poplar votes garnered. 

Popular votes are meaningless in determining the 
winner if the consensus on who is the winner is 
based on first-past-the-post (FPTP) principle.

However, for both the winning and losing parties, the 
popular votes obtained could be important lessons 
on how they had performed during the election, and 
provide the key to a better performance in the next 
election.

A winning party that ignores the popular votes does 
so at its own peril due to the arrogance that it is 
enough just to focus on the number of seats won 
under the FPTP principle.

This is because the popular votes give an important 
clue on the voting pattern in each constituency, and 
even a rough idea of some demographic profiles of 
the voters in term of voting for example young 
versus old, and rural versus urban, which will be a 
crucial factor in determining strategy for the next 
election.

In 2008 for instance, the ruling BN for the first time 
failed to achieve a two-thirds supermajority, and 
perhaps dismissed it simply because it had won the 
election.

Five years later in 2013, BN not only failed for a 
second time to get a two-thirds supermajority but also 
lost the popular votes to PH for the first time. 

However because of the FPTP principle, BN still won 
the election based on the number of seats won.   

Again BN dismissed this second failure of obtaining a 
two-third supermajority, and perhaps was arrogant 
when it was pointed out that it lost the popular votes 
because to BN a win is a win.

In 2018, BN had to pay dearly for this arrogance when 
it not only failed to get a two-thirds supermajority for 
the third time, and lost the popular votes a second 
time, but also lost the election to PH for the first time, 
which won more seats than BN.

If people has the right not to vote and he or she 
exercises this right, there is nothing you can do to 
force him to vote.

If voting is made compulsory, then this contradiction 
disappears. The laws need to be amended to make 
way for compulsory voting.

Making voting compulsory doesn't mean those who 
are guilty of not voting will face a hefty fine or long 
imprisonment term.

The way it is practised in Singapore which is one of 
the few countries in the world that implements 
compulsory voting, as explained by some of my 
Singaporean friends, if you do not vote in an election, 
nothing really happen to you immediately.
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But come the next election time, as the country’s 
Election Commission (EC) is updating its electoral 
register your name will appear as someone who did 
not vote in the previous election.

A show cause letter is then sent to you on why you 
should remain in the electoral register. If you ignore 
this letter by the deadline given, nothing will happen to 
you except that your name will be taken out from the 
electoral register, which means you cannot vote in the 
coming election.

It’s like you are voluntarily disenfranchising yourself 
by remaining quiet. But if you respond to the letter by 
stating the reason for your absence in the last 
election, and the Singapore EC accepts your reason, 
your name remains in the electoral register as a voter 
for the upcoming election.

Some of the acceptable reasons are working overseas 
(including being on a business trip) at the time of the 
poll; studying overseas at the time of the poll; living 
with their spouse who is working or studying 
overseas; overseas vacation; and illness, or delivering 
a baby.

If the reason for your absence at the poll is rejected by 
the EC, then you will be taken out of the register and 
you need to pay a nominal sum to reinstate your name 
in the electoral register.

For as long as you don’t pay this nominal “fine”, you 
cannot vote. It is as if you’re voluntarily 
disenfranchising yourself for life.

But at anytime after voluntarily disenfranchising 
yourself, if you miss voting, all you need to do is to pay 
the nominal “fine” for your name to be reinstated in 
the electoral register for you to take part in voting at 
the poll.

With this compulsory voting, Singapore has never 
faced a low voter turnout. At the same time, the 
democratic freedom of not to vote is allowed because 
no one is subjected to hefty fines or imprisonment for 
not voting.

The two greatest democracies of the world – the US 
and the UK – until today don’t make it compulsory for 
their citizens to vote.

Considering that the US is willing to go to war to 
spread democracy, it is indeed hypocrisy of the 
highest order for it not to make voting compulsory 
among its citizens.

Some scholars in the US prefer to call compulsory 
voting as universal voting because “compulsory 
voting” is seen as a proposition that is forcing citizens 
to choose a candidate or party, which might 
legitimately be construed by the courts as compulsory 
speech. 

In universal voting, voters would be free to cast a 
blank ballot. And to stress the freedom not to make a 
choice, these scholars propose including a “None of 
the Above” option, which in our part of the world is 
deemed as spoilt votes.
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Universal voting in the US is seen by some as a game 
changer to move on from vacillating between 
inclusion and exclusion, and between embracing 
democracy and retreating.

As of January 2020, of the 36 member states of the 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development, only three had forms of compulsory 
voting which is enforced in practice: Australia, 
Belgium, Luxembourg.  Additionally, Greece, Mexico 
and Turkey have compulsory voting theoretically, but it 
is not enforced.

As for e-voting, it will face the same problem of the 
internal contradiction of a democracy because there is 
only so much that you can do to encourage people to 
vote when their right not to vote is always there.

The only advantage of e-voting is the hefty lower cost 
of organising an election and the relatively hassle-free 
voting for the voters.

Election expenses include the rental of equipment, 
vehicles, technology development, logistics solutions, 
allowances for EC staff, and items needed to adhere to 
Covid-19 SOPs.

The recent Melaka and Johor elections cost RM13 
million and RM35 million more respectively, than the 
last time the states elected a new state assembly in 
2018.

As some experts have said e-voting can cut the cost of 
organising an election by more than half, so e-voting 
should then be implemented for this purpose, together 
with making voting compulsory for the purpose of 
preventing a low voter turnout.  

Regards,
Jamari Mohtar
Editor, Let’s Talk!
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