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SINOPSIS

Tajik latihan ilmiah ini ialah "Urban Ethnic Inter-relations:
A Case Study in Kuzla Lumpur and Petaling Jaya". Ia merupskan satu
kajian 'exploratory' ke atas perhubungaz{ ethnik di kawasan bandar
melalpi penyelidikan terhadap 'social network' para responden yang

terdiri dari berbilang kaum.

Penulisan kajian ini telah dibahagikan kepada lima bab,
mengikut aspek-aspek tertentg@, Dalam bab I, penulis telah menghuraikan
bidang dan tujuan kajian. Selain daripada itu penulis juga
membincangkan had-had pengkajian ini dan eiri-ciri tertentu responden-

responden kajian ini.

Bab II merupakan satu peninjauan sejarah ringkes terhadap
perkembangan masyarakat majmuk di Malaysia dan perubahan-perubahan yang
terdapat dalam perhubungan ethnik. Bab 1III dan IV adalah berkesitan
dengan perbincangan terhadap perhubungan ethnik di bandar dalam
konteks persatuan-persatuan sosial, organisasi-organisasi politik dan
agama, tempat bekerja dan juga dalam konteks persahabatan. Angkubah-
angkubah yang dianggap mempunyai pengaruh terhadap perhubungan ethnik

juga dianalisa.

Ka jian ini telah menunjukkan bahawa kumpulan-kumpulan ethnik
di bandar kurang berinteraksi pada peringkat '"primary', malahan tidak
begitu memuaskan pada peringkat 'secondary'. Penyusunan anggota
masyarakat lebih berdasarkan faktor ethnik walaupun terdapat tanda-tanda
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to 2 vertical one., People would then associate on & class basis

and ethnic differences are graduwally minimized. Members of the
privileged classes regardless of ethnic origin may become se similar
that they identify with ome amother. Thus in the leng rum, this
would work towards dissolution of ethmicity as a factor of secial

cohesiveness.

On the other hand, 2 complex urban system of social and
economic stratification may prevent different ethnic groups from
interacting except for a limited number of purposes, for instance, at
work, There would be ethnic groups living in the same area, but to
a large extent, from separate communities, resulting in cultural
pluralism. There is 2 high degree of such possibility especially in
a2 society where class cleavages cdnoides with ethnic groupings.

Then, the cultural differences between different ethnic groupe will
become entrenched, consolidsted and strengthened in arder to
articulate the struggle between the sosial groups across the new class
lines. 014 customs will tend %o persist and social stratification

based on ethnic origin will persist.

The idea of social metwork is employed here as a means to
understand the inter-ethnic behaviour in the complex urban society.
The basic premise is that siructure in social relationships can be
fruitfully operationalized in terms of metworks. The aim is to
examine features of the acqouaintance network that exist within the .

urban multi-ethnic population.






terms of the characteristics of the interactional process itself.
Here, the 'content' and 'freguency' of the interaction is examined.
This content may be, among other possibilities, kinship obligation,
economic agsistance, friendship or religious cooperation. ‘'Frequency’
nere refers to the regularity of contact among people in 2 network.

It is a2 significant factor in interpreting social behaviour.

Bagically this network analysis focuses on the process of
interaction among the members from different ethnic groups in the
social context, or, the dynamic lines of linkages between these
individuals. This network study is assumed to be able to shed some
lights on the impact of urbanization on the formation of ethnic

interaction pattern.

METHODOLOGY

Data collection for this research project involved only
one method, namely survey. The unit of analysis is the individual
urban residents. Only a smell sample of the total population
residing in.thn areas interviewed is taken as it is not feasible to

study the entire population.

The qusstiogaira' consists of questions on biosocial status
of the respondents as well as their social relationships. Respondents
are chosen on the non-random basis. That is to say, the sample
selection is dome on a spur-on-the-moment basis, from door to door,

taking advantage of available respondents without the statistical












Kerinchi and Kampung Pantai Dalam where a2ll the respondents were of
Malay origin with an exception of one respondent, Of the total

nunber of respondents, 80 per cent of them are Malays, 13 per cent
are Chinese, 4.8 per cent are Indians and only 2.2 per cent are of

'Others" ethnic origin.

Table 2 : ZEthnicity of Respondents (in percentage)
Place of Interview ¥alay Chinese Indian Others Total
Middle to upper- 1
ai ddlesolans 8.1 38.9 40.0 66,6 24 .4
Middle to lower-
middle-class 20.6 44'4 35.0 2242 23.5
Lower-class T1.3 16.7 25.0 Ik 52.2
Potal (%) 80.0 13.0 4.8 242 100

The sample population has a small proportion of old people
(6.1 per cemt), and of those whp are below twenty years old (5.6 per
cent). 67 per cent of the respondents are in the age groups of
twenty-one to forty years old, and 12.9 per cent are of forty-one to

fifty years old age group as shown in Table 3.



T s A ents (in percentage)

Age Groups Count FPercentage
10-20 23 < 5.6
21-30 144 35.0
31-40 132 . 32.0
41-50 53 12.9
51-60 35 8.5
60 + 25 6.1
Potal 414 100

Of the total 414 respéndants, 261 or 63 per cent received
education not higher than pringrylaohool and/or lower secondary
school level. Only 23.1 ﬁqr cent of them received higher school
education or attended university. As shown in Table 4, the less
educated respondents are found mostly in the lower-class areas,
whereas those who received colleges or university level of education

are predominantly from the lower-middle to upper-middle-class areas.

10









Footnote

Cohen, Abmer, (ed), Urban Sthnicity, London : Tavistock Publications,

:
1974, (ix - x).

2. Granovetter, Mark, "The Strength of Weak Ties" in Social Network:
A igm, Leinherdt, Samuel (ed), New York : Academic
Press, 1977.
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HISTORICAL DEVELOPHENT OF ETHWIC RELATIONS IN MALAYSIA

Before discussing the present pattern of ethnic relatioms in
urban Kuala Lumpur and Peteling Jaya, it is necessary to examine the
background of the Kalaysian society itself. To understand the pattern
of interactions in multi-ethnic urban settings, it is essential to view
it within the social structure of the whole Malaysian society, For
every social situation has its historical roots and a2 knowledge of the
past is necessary to achieve a2z understanding of the complexities eof

the present society.

Ethnic relations or rece relations is a problem that arise
from the contects of people who differ from each other either
racially or culturally. Social interaction, an inescapable asgpect of
human life, provides organigation, and organization, in turn, structures
the interaction. Bach individual, regardless of his ethnic origin, ..
lives within & network of economic, social and political influences.
These influences provide constraints and encouragements for his racial
beliefs and relationships with members of other ethnic groups. MNore
often than not, it is politically and socially profitable to emphasize
and distinguish the biological or cultural differences, and to iminmize
or even to deny the more important 'un’iv‘eréal':i:fi. " Thus, ii‘:’.’e&lé'gi’o-h
and patterns of ethnic relations are the result of & society's economioc

and cocial history and they operate within a given socio-economic

14



























level of inter-personal ethnic relationships in urban Kuala Lumpur

and Petaling Jaya.

Footnote
3 Tan Chee-Beng, *Bthnic Relations in Malaysia" in i
Inte : A Crogs Cult S y David Y. H.
Wa, 37 - 61), Bong Kong : Maruzen Asia, 1982,

4 Department of Statistics, 1980, "1980 Population and Housing
Census of Malaysia : Community Groups.” Kuala Lumpur : Jabatan
Perangkaan Malaysia.

5 Tbid. L S

6 XN. A. Simoniya, erseas R
Study, Translated By'U. S Joint Publicationu Resaarch urViaa.
Data Paper : Number 45, Southeast Asia Program, New York : Cornell
University, 1961. {335

7 Third Malayssa Plan 1976 - 1980. Kuala Lumpur : The Government
‘Press, 1976. . =t hé

8 1Ibvid,

23



III

ETHNIC AFFLCIATIONS IN ORGANIZATIONS

The founding and preservation of a mational community calls
for the integration of its compoment parts. The division between
ethnic groups is considered an obstacle to mational integration., It
is the common belief that the urban population stands out comspicuously
as showing the greatest sign of integration and change. The urban
Halays, Chinese, Indiane and 'Others' are supposed to be the most
acculturated to urban and secular values than their counterparts in
rural areas. This is based on the assumption that the urban way of
living inevitably may entail more intergroup social contacts through
inter-personal relationships or common affiliation to the various
existing voluntary and mon-voluntary organizations. It is feasible
that if these interactions between the various ethnic groups are
intimate, prolonged and covers a wid; range of activities, more
positive attitudes can be fostered and subsequently narrow down the

ethnic cleavages.

The condition of 'equal-status contact' across group
boundaries has been shown to lead to decreased ethnic prejudice and
hostility.9 Such contacts bring knowledge and acquaintance of and
sounder beliefs concerning outgroups, that is, they are stereotype-

breaking contacts, This would lead to the zssumption that the likeli-
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From this study of the urbanites in Kuala Lumpur and Petaling )

Jaya areas, the respondents can be placed at different points along a
continous scale., At one end ofltha scale are those who belong to a
large number of clubs and_ﬁssqciationsl have wide cultural interests
and are generally exposed to a broad range of influences., At the
other end of the scale are thpsg with few interests, who rar:ly 8o out
except to travel to and from their place of work, who havé little
contact with their fellow men, even indirectly. Betwsén these extremes
will come those who are the in-betweens. According to the findings of
this study, the sample population genmerally do mot take part in any
orgenigations, be it clubs or religious oféhniﬁations or political
organizationsy T0.1 per cent of them do not belonz to any club or
society, T3.3 per cent of them do not belong to eny political organ-
zation, and 59.3 per cent of thgm’dq not belong to any religious

organizations.

A sigable section of the urbanites seem to keep very much to
themselves, not taking part in any social orgenizations. However,
this low rate of participation in organigzations may be explained by the
fact that 43 per cent of the sample population are housewives.
Generally, in Malaysian societiy, women, especially housewives, keep
very much to their homely life style and have limited social life.

SOCIAL CLUBS .

Of the total number of 414 respondents, 70.1 per cent of them

do not join any social club at all, 5.3 per cent are members of high-

27






The frequency of 50§ng to meetings in various social clubs is
relatively low as shown in the Table 7 below. Those who go on the
weekly basis made up of 13.3 per cenit of the total sample population,
10,1 per cent of them go on the monthly basis, 3.6 per cent of them on

the yearly basis, 1.2 per cent of them are mot sure of their rate of

attendance.

¥omne Week Month | Year ¥ot Sure
Malays 71.3 13.0 10.9 33 1.2
Chinese 68.5 18.5 Te4 3.7 1.9
Indians 9045 040 4.8 4.8 0.0
'Others' 5546 22,2 11.1 11.1 0.0

The ethnic components of associates inm olubé are shown in
Table 8. 13,3 per 6ant of fhs Malays have Malays only as their
associates in clubs, and 15.7 per cent of the Malays have associates of
different ethmic origins in clubs. 7.4 per cent of the Chinese have
Chinese associates only in clubs and 26 per cent of them have
associates of various ethnic origins, 4.8 per cent of the Indians
associates with Indians only and 4.8 per cent of them associate with
various ethnic members of their clubs. None of the 'Others' have
club associates of their own ethnic origins and 44.4 per cent of them

have associates of various ethnic groups.

29









pariy, and 100 per oeat of the Indians joined the Malayan Ipdian
Congress (MIC), a communal party. 17.0 per cent of the politically
active Chinese joined multi-racial pelitical party such as Gerakan,
which nevertheless is more Chinese than multi-ethnic. Below is Table

9 that shows the distribuxioﬁ of the various ethnic groups as according

to the various political organizations which are of communal or claim

to be of multi-racial nature,

lalg.y Chinese Indjan Multi- None.

Communal | Commumal| Communal | ethnic -
Malays 30.5 0.0 0.3 0.0 69.2
Chinese 0.0 9.3 0.0 1.9 88.9
Indians 0.0 0.0 14.3 0.0 85.7
'Others' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100

Of the various ethnic groups who do belomg to some political
organizations, the data collected in this study shows that of the
sample population, the most active politically, as measured by
frequency of involvement in those organizatiomns, are the Malays,
followed by the Indiams and the Chinese, The 'Others' do not take

part in any political organization at all.

11,9 per cent of the Malays who are members of some political

organigations claimed to attend political meetings always, and 32,7 per

32



cent on a 'sometimes' basis, and 55.4 per cent of them said they

seldom go to meetings in political organizations that they belomg to.

¥one of the Chinese claimed to go to political meetings always,
39,8 per cent on a 'sometimes' basis, 66.4 per cent seldom attend the

meetings held. The fregquency of involvement in political organizations

is shown in Table 10 below.

¥one Always | Sometimes Seldom
Malays 12.2 3.3 9.1 BEN
Chinese 90.7 0.0 3.7 5.6
Indians 85.7 | 0.0 4.8 9.5
'Others’ 100 0.0 0.0 0.0

There is very little inter-ethnic mixing in the political
organigations among the different ethnic groups in Kuala Lumpur and
Petaling Jaya as shown in Table 11. Of the Malays who are taking
part in political organizations, 88.0 per cent of them associates with
Malays only, 2.2 per cent have associates of Malays and Indians origin,
and 8,8 per cent have Chinese, Indian and Malay associates in pelitical
organizations. Among the Chinese 88.9 per cent of them do mo have any
associate in political organization and 66,7 per cent of those who do

have, their associates are of Chinese origimn only, and 33.3 per cent

33



of them claimed tohave political associates of Malay, Chinese and
Indian origins. 85.7 per cenmt of the Indians have no political
associates, and of the rest Uho do have, they have associates of their
own ethnic group only. Thus 1*'. can be-seen that the India:n_a entirely
themselves to their own ethnic group in political organization, followed
by the Malays. The Chinese tend to mix more with other othnic _groups,

that is, 33.3 per cent compared 'I:o 11, 0 per cent of tha lla:l.ays and

0.0 per cent of the Indians.

s oL Tha Malay,
Kone Malays Chinese Indians | Malay & Indians &
only only, [ only Indians | Chinese
lalayﬂ 72.8 24a2 o 0.0 0.0 0.6 2.4
Chinese 88.9 0.0 L 4R 704 0.0 0.0 3¢7
| Indians 85.7 | 0.0 0.0 14.3 0.0 0.0
'Others' 100 . kD40 ; 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

This study show that among the urbanites in Kuala Lumpur and
Petaling Jaya ares, they do not mix inter-ethnically in political
organizations, only a very limited percentage of them have political

associates other than theiy own ethmic group.










As in the pattern in social organizations and political
organigations, the rate of inter-ethmic mixing in relgious organigzations,
the rate of inter—ethnic mixing in religious organizations is limited
especially among the Malays, who keep very much to themselves. This
reflects the fact that very few Indians, Chinese and 'Others' have
embraced Islam ae their religion. On the other hand, the Chinese and

Indians have more associates of other ethmnic groups than the Malays.

This is shown in Table 14,

57.5 per cent of the Malays do not have any associates in
religious organizations, and of those who claimed to have, 95,7 per
cent of them have Malays as associates only. Only 4.3 per cent of them

have associates other than Malays.

70.4 per cent of the Chinese do mot have any associates at all
in religious orgsnisafiona. 0f those who do, 50.0 per cent of them
have only their own ethnic group as associates, and the other 50,0 per

cent have religious associates of other ethnic groups alseo.

Likewise, among the Indians, 52.4 per cent of them do not have
any religious associates. Among those who have such associates, 50.0
per cent of them claimed having Indian associates only, and the other
50.0 per cent claimed having associates of other ethnic groups as well.

411 the 'Others' do not have any religious associates at all.
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loﬁn Nalays Chinese Indians Hulti-

only only only ethnic

Malays 5T.T - 4045 - 063 0.0 1.5
Chinese 70.4 0.0 14,8 0.0 14.9
Indians 52 o4 4.8 0.0 23.8 18,1
10thers" 100 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

To concludes, it can be said that there is comparatively
limited inter-ethmic mixing in orgenizatioms, be it social, political
or religious in nature among the urbanites in Kuala Lumpur and Petaling
Jaya. Bach ethnic group still keeps very much to themselves and the
element of 2 plural society whereby different ethnic groups live side
by side but with little mixing with each other. BEthnicity is still a
very important factor that influences members of the various ethmic
groups in their interaction in the various organizations examined in

this study.

Footnote

9 Allport, Gordon, W., Ehajlﬂ&n:n_nt_tzﬂjnniszg New York s Doubleday
Anchor, 1958. (250 - 268).
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I¥TER_ETHNIC MIKING IN INFORMAL SOCIAL INTERACTION

In this chapter, relationships among ethmnic groups in urban
Kuala Lumpur and Petaling Jaya areas are examined from the perspective
of intergroup friendship choice. The operation of the dynamics of
ethnicity in everyday life is examined through the rates of friendship
choice between ethnic groups. The low rates of choice would indicates
strong boundaries between ethnic groups, with few who succeeded in
transcending the constraints of ethnicity. Informal social interaction
such as visitation among friemds and relatives, rate of mixing with

colleagues outside working hours are taken into account,

FRIENDSHIP LOCALISATION

Of the sample population of 414, as shown in Table 15, most
of them, regardless of what ethmic group they belong to, have relative
high rate of contact with friends through visitation. Only 5.5 per
cent of them interviewed claimed that they do not visit any friemnd and

are not visited by any friend at all.

57.8 per cent of them meet their friends once or more in a .
week, and 22,7 per cent of them meet at least once a month. 3.1 per
cent of them claimed that their frequency of visit to and by friends is

on yearly baiss, and 0.5 per cent visit each other omce in every two
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friends mostly of Malay origin, 1.2 per cent of them claimed to have
friends of mostly Chinese origin. Another 12.3 per cent of them

claimed to have relative even distribution of friends from all the

ethnic groups.

Among the Chinese, 33.3 per cent of them have friends of
their own ethnic group only. 1.9 per cemt of them claimed having

friends of multi-ethnic origin.

4.8 per cent of the Indians claimed to have friends of
their own ethnic origin only, and 28,6 per cent of them have friends
mostly of their own ethnic origin, 4.8 per cent of them have friends
of Malay origin only and 14.4 per cent of them have friemds of mostly
Chinese origin. The Indians havé tha‘highest rate of having multi-
ethnic friends, that is, 43.0 per cemt of them, as compared to 27.9 per
cent of Chinese, 22.2 per cemt of the 'Others', and 12,3 per ceant of

Malays,

Among the 'Others', 22.2 per cent of them claimed to have
friends from their own ethnic group only, and another 33,3 per cent of
them with friends who are mostly of their own origin too. 22.2 per
cent of them have friemds of multi-ethnic origin, and 11,1 per cent

have Chinese friends only.
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20.5 per cemt, 20.4 per cemt, 19.0 per cent and 22.2 per cent respec-
tively., Those who have luch with their colleagues on the weekly basis
included 9,1 per cent Malays, 9.3 per cent Chinese, 9,5 per cent Indians
and none from the 'Others'. On the whole, there is not much variation

on the frecuency of having lunch with colleagues among the different

ethnic groups.

None | Everyday | Week 1 month 2/3 months
Malays 64.0 20,8 . Lo 9,1 NN 42 2,1
Chinese 64.8 20.4 | 9?3’ 3.7 1.9
Indians 66.7 19.0 9.5 0.0 4,0
'Others' 77.8 22,2 | 0.0 0.0 0.0

Compared to the relatively low freguency of havingllunch with
colleagues (35.4 per cent of the total working respondents), the
frequency of meeting colleagues for games and sport is even lower, that
is, only 13.5 per cent of the total number of working respondents,-
86.5 per cent of them never involved themselves in any sport activities

with their working colleagues.

2,9 per cent of the total 191 working respondents interviewed
claimed to meet colleagues for games everyday, 6.5 per cent on weekly
basis, 2.9 per cent on monthly basis, and 1,2 per cent once in every

two or three month.



None of the 'Others' ever meet their colleagues for games, as
well as 90.5 per cent of the Indians, 81.5 per cent of the Chinese, and
86.7 per cent of the Malays, Only 2.7 per cent of the Malays, 3.7 per
cent of the Chinese, 4.8 per cent of the Indians have games with their
colleagues everyday. 6.3 per cent Malays and 11.1 per cent Chinese
have games with their colleagues a few times a week. 3.0 per cent

Malays, 1,9 per cent Chinese and 4.8 per cent Indians have games with

their colleagues on the monthly basis as shown in Table 18 below.

None Everyday | Weekly| 1 monthly 2/3 monthly
Malays 86.7 247 6.3 3.0 1.2
Chinese 81.5 3.7 1141 1.9 1.9
Indians 90.5 4.5 1 gly Mg g 0.0
'Others" T00 iS00, T U 0.0 " 0.0

The freguency of working u:yanitas meeting their colleagues
for other activities other than for lunch or sports and gemes. 92.3
per cent of the total working urbanites do not meet their .q_ol_lea!gu_es
on this basis, and they are 93.1 per cent of the Malays, 87.0_p.g:qant
of the Chinese, 90,5 per cent of the Indians but none from the 'Others’.
As can be seen from Table 19, the freguency of those who meet their
colleagues for acti_vities other than for meals and sports is also very

10“.



¥one Everyday | Weekly | 1 monthly| 2/3 monthly
-L_Kalaya 93.1 1.2 ~2a7 1.8 12
H-_éhinese 87.0 3.7 0.0 546 -
-h_Indiang 90.5 9.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
| Yoeharn 100 0.0 040 0.0 0.0
x . : *

Table 20 shows the ethnie breakdown of working respondents'
choice of friendsbip or their friendship anchorage with their colleagues,
particularly those with whom they go out together for lunch or sports

and games and other activities.

62.2 per cent of the tot;1 191 working roapondeniu olained
not to have any friend of the above mentioned category at their
working places. Of these are 61.9.per cent of Malays, 59.0 per cent
of Chinese, 66.6 per cent of Indians and 77.8 per cent of 'Others'. Of
those who have friends purely of their own ethnic group are 5.4 per
cent of Malays, 5.6 per cent of Chinese and none of the Indians and
the 'Others'. 14.0 per cent of Malays, 13.0 per cent Chinese, 14,3
per cent Indians claimed to have friends mostly of their own ethnic
origin. Of those who claimed to have friends of multi-ethnic nature
are 15.4 per cent of Malays, 15.0 per cent of Chinese, 14.3 per cent

of Indians, and 11.1 per cent of of the '"Others',

0.3 per cent of the Malays claimed to have Chinese friends
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colleagues mostly of their own ethmic origin, as well as 45.4 per cent
of the Chinese, 42.9 per ceni of the Indians and none from the 'Others'.
Table 21 below shows the variation between the level of inter-mixing

with other ethnic groups in places of work and otherwise.

Table 21 ¢ Inter-ethnic Mixing (in percentages)

oy

Limited Inter-ethnic Free Inter-ethnic
mixing mixing
Friends ' quloasuaa. Friends | Colleagues
Malays 83,7 5049 14.3 49.1
Chinese 67.9 45.44 32.1 54.6
Indians 35.0 42,9 65.0 5741
'Others’ 55.5 0.0 44.5 100
VISITATION TO/BY RELATIVES

The low rate of inter-ethnic interaction and mixing on
personal level and the relative high rate of socizlizing among relatives
may indicate that different ethmnic groups in this study maintain their
isolation in spite of physical proximity in urban living style bacuase
their social meeds are fulfilled with interaction with their relatives.
Table 22 shows that gemerally all tpa ethnic groups have contacts with
their relatives pretty frequemtly. 4.2 por'cenx of the Malays only

do not visit their relatives. 29.6 per cent of them have visitation
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ethnic groups in friendship localization.

It is the group who have

moved to their present residence for at least two years to ten years

that are the least ethnic concious in choosing friends as shown in

Table 24 below.

Years Mono-ethnic Multi-ethnic None

1 57.6 34.0 8.5

 d = 5 37.2 56.8 5.9

6 - 10 5643 39.9 $ %

11 - 20 67.0 31.0 2.0

2125 73.3 20,0 6.7

26 - 30 83.4 16,6 0.0

31 - 40 7540 25.0 0.0
PATTERNS OF FRIENDSHIP LOCALIZATION IN RELATION TO 71 GANIZATIONS

lMost of the politica organizations are very communal in

nature, whereby their membership is exclusively or overwhelmingly of

one ethnic group omly. 73.3 per cent of the total 414 respondents do

not involve themselves in amy political organigations. These included

75.3 per cent Malays, 15.8 per cent Chinese, 5.9 per cent Indians and

3.0 per cent 'Others'. 5.6 per cent of these respondents who are

politically inactive claimed having no friemds at all, 45.7 per cent
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have Malay friends only, 5.9 per cent of Chinese friends only, 0.3 per
cent have Indian friends only, 1.0 per cent have 'Others' friends only,
and 41,4 per cent claimed to have friends of multi-ethnic nature.

Among the respondents who are members of Malsy communal
political orgenizations, 64./4 per cent of them have Malay friends only.
16.8 per cent have friends of mostly Malay origin. 15.9 per cent have

malti-ethnic friemdship affiliation.

Among those who belonz o Chinese communal political
organizations, 20.0 per cent claimed to have friends of Chinese origin
only. 60.0 per cent of them have friemds of mostly Chinese origin.

20.0 per cent have friends of multi-ethnic nature.

Among those of Indian communal political organizations, 25.0
per cent of them have friends of Malay origin only and the other 75,0

per cent claimed to have frimnds of multi-ethnic nature,

Only 0.2 per cent of the total 414 respondents belong to
political organization which claimed to be non-communal, but in practice
is more Chinese than multi-ethnic, All of them have mostly Chinese

friends.

Between the four me jor ethnic groups in this study, the
Malays mix the least with other ethnic zZroups, followed by the Chinese
and the Indians. None of the '"Others' take part in any political
organization. Those who are members of multi-ethnic organization are

least ethnic-concious in choosing friends. However, this could be
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59.3 per cent of the total number of respondents are not
members of any religious organization, and 6.1 per cent of these
claimed having mo friends at all, 46.3 per cemt of them have friends
of Malay origin only. 6.1 per cent have Chinese friends only. 0.8 per
cent have 'Others' friends only. 40.4 per cent of them have multi-

ethnic friendship localization.

Among the respondents who belong to Islamic prgﬁnizatidn,
63.6 per cent of them have Malay friends only, and another 18.2 per cent
have friends of mostly Malay origin. 33.6 per cent of them have friends

of multi-ethnic nature.

Among those who belong to Christian organization, 8.3 per cent
have friends of 'Others' origin only and 8.3 per cent of Chinese friends
only. 41.6 per cent of them have mostly Chinese friends, 41.6 per.oent

of them have friendes of multi-ethnic origin.

11,1 per cent of those who belong to Buddhist organization
claimed not to have nay friends at all, 33.3 per cemt have Chinese
friends only, 44.4 per cent with friends of mostly Chinese origin, and

11.1 per cent have multi-ethnic friemdship affiliation.

20.0 per cent of those who are involved in Hindu organigzation
have Indian friends only, and another 20.0 per cent have friends of
mostly Indian origin. 60.0 per cent of them have friends of multi-

ethnic nature.

Among the various religious groups, the Muslims keep the most
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to0 have multi-ethnic friends.

5«3 per cent of the total 414 respondents belong to the high-
class social clubs. They are 5040 per cent Malays, 45.5 per cent Chinese
and 4.5 per cent 'Others', 40,8 per cent of them claimed to have
friends of mostly Malay origin. 36.4 per cent have friemds of mostly

Chinese origin. Only 18.0 per cemt of them have mulit-ethmic friends,

2.9 per cent of the total number of respondents are involved
in professional clubs. They are 83.3 per cent Malays, 16,7 per cent
Chinese, 8.3 per cent of them claimed to have no friends, 66.6 per cent
have friends of mostly Malay origin. Those who claimed to have Chinese
friends only, 'Others' friends only, and friends of multi-ethnic nature

have the same percentages of 8.3 per cent each.

Of the total sample population, 4.1 per cent belongs to
recreational clubs, They are 82.4 per cent Malays, 17.6 per cent
Chinese, 76.4 per cent of them haye friends of mostly Malay origin.
5.9 per cent have Chinese only as friends, 17.7 per cent have multi-

ethnic friends.

14,5 per cent of the sample population are members of
community clubs. They are 90.0 per cent Malays. T73.4 per cent of
them have friends of mostly Malay origin and 21.8 per cent have multi-

ethnic friends.

Only 1.0 per cent of the sample population belong to the

sales club, They are made up of equal number of Malays and Chinese,
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compared to 4.5 per cent of Area B and 3.3 per cent of Area C. 24.3

per cent of the respondents of Area A have friends of mono-ethnic
origin onlj, as compared to 38,1 per cent of Area B and 67.4 per cent

of Area C. Thus it can be seen that the lower the socio-ecomomic status
of the respondents, the less inclined they are in mixing inter-

ethnically.

42.3 per cent of Area A respondents have friends of mostly
of one particular ethmic origin and some from otygr ethnic group. They
have the highest percentages among the three ao;io-eoonomio areas,
followed by Area B with 39.9 per cent, and!#rea ¢ with 13.3 per cent,
Area A also has the highest percent ag; of its sample residents haviﬁg
friends of multi-ethnic in nature, ;hat is, 25.0.per cent, as compared

to 17.5 per cent of Area B, amd'15.9 per cent of Area C as shown in

Table 29 below.

lono~- . Mostly Wultd- (g oo

ethnic | mono—ethnic | ethnic
Area middle to - 133 t
A upper-middle-class 2443 4243 2540 8.4
irea | middle o lower- - | 38,1 3949 175 | 4.5
B middle-class

y L

Area lower—class 67.4 13.3 15,9 303







example, among the sample population, T7.8 per cent of the traders are
Malays, 18,5 per cent are Chinese and 3,7 per cent are Indians. Among
the profeséion&la, 64.3 per cent are Malays, 23.8 per cent are Chinese,

9.5 per cent are Imdians and 2.4 per cent are 'Others'.

Residential segregation may not be a causal variable here
because the urban mode of living always results in neighbors who
actually do not know each other or have little association with each
other. Thus an area of different ethnic groups mey have fairly
self-contained unit of individual households with little interaction
between them. This is feasible hecaupe every house has its own
driveway running straight to the main road, a fence around the property,
a telephone which enables its oecupénts to reach friends miles away
almost as quickly as his next-door neighbor, newspapers and televisions
to bring news, modern means of transport to reach friends far away
with relative ease and speed. 411 these factors cut down the needs %o
interact with neighbours, even though the neighbor may be of the same

ethnic group.

Therefore, it is feasible to conclude that the findings of
this study does show that the respondent's socio-economic background is
one of the many det?rminanxa of his social network anchorage. Those of
lower aooio-aoonomic classes keep more to their own ethnic community

than those of the middle and upper classes,
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CONCLUSION

This study on the patterns of ethnic relations through an
examination of inter-ethnic social network in urban XKuala Lumpur and
Petaling Jaya areas has revealed that the new era of industralization
and intense urbanization has brought about new trends in the patterns

of ethnic relations.

When the multi-ethnic sooigfy_came into being during the
colonial era, there was little direcﬁhoéntnct among the groups due to
occupational and residential aagregafion. The colonial masters had
always endeavoured to avoid any situation whereby inter-ethnic conflict
might arise or the intcgratibn of the groups might be achieved. More-
over, the status of the migrant groups of Chinese and Indians as
foreign labourers and entrepreneurs was not felt as a threat to the

indigenous Malays.

However, the péttern of ethnic relations changed drastically
during the period shortly before Malaya achieved independence and -
during the post-independence period. The vnrious ethnic groups came
into direct contact with each other., The Chinese and Indians had
decided to settle ﬁown in Malaya and demanded equal status and treat-
ment as citizens of the sﬁ;e nation. Halayﬁ felt that they were at a
great disadvantage in the laissez-fajre capitalism system as compared
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to the migrant groups. Their fear of being overwhelmed by the migrant
groups induced them to seek for eomstitutional and legal protection.
They succeeded in procuring exclusive rights and privileges as the
Ysons of the s0il'., The era of inter-ethnic competition and conflict

came into being.

The most prominent venue for intor-;thnio competition and
conflict is the urban area, Puring the pgat‘deoade or no,-govern-anial
policies such as the New Economic Policy and the prooos? of modernization
and urbanization has brought a large influx 9? Haiays into the urban
and suburb areas, The fact that ﬁus}a Lunpuf and Petaling Jaye are
predominantly Chinese and Indian are# ﬁbaa not hold true anymore.

The Malays have moved into these areas. However, it is in the lower
class areas such as some of the sguatters' villages that the occupants
are still very mono-ethnic in nature, consisting of mainly the Malays

in-migrants. ” -

Malaysia has been independent for more than two dgoadqpﬁ
However, integration, a state of affairs wﬁpfebg every individual in
the aociety.oan participate fully and equally in the life of society
without distinctions made along ethnic lines has yet to be achieved.
This is largely reflected in the findings of this study which indibatea
that urban Malaysian society 1s‘sti11 basically a plural soo;oty with
its many ethnic groups living together bﬁt rarely interact with each

other on the level of primary relationships.
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