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6th September 2006

Pingat Jasa Malaysia - Update and Addenda to the Rebuttal Statement

Only ten weeks have passed since 21st June when we submitted to you for consideration the Rebuttal of the 31st January Ministerial Statement.  In that time much new information has come to light, and the key points are included in this Update which we wish to have considered in conjunction with the Rebuttal.
Having reviewed the original Rebuttal we confirm that there is nothing material to correct or retract when it is read in the context of this Update which adds to our previous evidence, letters, and other submissions:

· Missing Files at the National Archives:  We are unable to complete any more research on our case at the National Archives at Kew because in December 2005 the FCO or Cabinet Office removed all the relevant files.  They have not been returned.

This is our First Update. If the files are returned to Kew, in the shape they were in when withdrawn, we shall research them and report findings in a subsequent Update. 
· Incorrect Set of Rules:  The Ministerial Statement focuses on the importance to the Honours System of the Rules and principles that are at the heart of the system but:

· The PJM was assessed against Rules presented in Parliament on the 21st November 2005 but should have been assessed against the rules prevailing when the medal was offered to the UK – at that time the current rules were the 1969 Regulations.

· The 1969 Regulations do not contain any double-medalling provisions – the November 2005 Rules do.

· Double-medalling was one of the two objections raised against the PJM.

The PJM was assessed against the wrong set of rules.  Furthermore, the double-medalling provision was imposed retrospectively.

· The Twin Myths:  The PJM was rejected for wear on the basis of two alleged “long-standing” rules but:

· Double-Medal:  We said this “long-standing” rule was a myth.  It was.

The double-medal rules first saw the light of day in November 2005 – just two weeks before the HD Committee meeting to discuss the PJM.

Furthermore, the brand new double-medal provision was imposed retrospectively.

· 5-Year Rule:  We said this “long-standing” rule was a myth.  It was.

The 5-year rule first saw the light of day in Foreign Decorations Rules in 1969 – previously, the primary purpose of this rule had been to limit British campaign medals but civil servants misappropriated the rule and inserted it into Foreign Decorations Rules.

Furthermore, the 5-year rule has been consistently disregarded with  medals being accepted for wear throughout the 1990’s and 2000’s.

· The Double Muddle:  Two rules were employed to reject the PJM:


· Those ‘rules’ were first set aside to enable British veterans to receive the PJM and then immediately invoked to deprive them of the right to wear it – that is illogical and mean.

· The Commonwealth:  Only the British are denied formal permission to wear the PJM:


· It is illogical that HM the Queen should grant Australian and New Zealand veterans the right to wear the PJM for the same service but deny that right to British veterans.

· British Veterans:  Why discriminate against our veterans?

· In June, this country honoured British veterans and acknowledged their service and achievements.  But there is no such honour for veterans of Malaysia – they are forbidden to display the tangible acknowledgment of that service, the PJM.


· Support:  We record in this Update support for this campaign is growing:

· Privy Counsellors, Barristers at Law, MPs from all parties and from all corners of the UK have considered the facts and support us – and more are joining the fight.


· Support from ordinary men and women around the world is staggering with over 55,000 visits to our web site in just six months – our Association Lapel Badge has been sent to 29 countries on 5 continents.  Are all these people wrong?

In this Update we provide substantial evidence that the PJM recommendation was based on myth, on erroneous information supplied to the HD Committee by the Departments involved, and on the inappropriate application of the incorrect rules.  We also state that the Ministerial Statement contains retrospective provisions.
The totality of the evidence is overwhelming and we humbly submit that it is now clear that the PJM recommendation is not safe and should be reviewed and then amended.

Technicalities and argument aside, is this not the right time to acknowledge our veterans and honour their service by asking Her Majesty the Queen to authorise them to wear the medal with honour? 

[End of Update]
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