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Surviving on the Edge in Singapore
Mr. Brown’ Satirical Podcasting Finds a Way Out

Background

Singapore has been under one-party domination gsaelependence in 1965.
Though widely acclaimed for its amazing commersiaicess, this city-state has long
been criticized by liberal western democraciestiorestrictions over freedom of
expression and the press. Practicing governmenssggurnalism (Lent, 1978) or
media as partners in nation building and economagness characterizes the country’s
media philosophy and environment. All Singaporetsal print and broadcast media
are dominated by the Singapore Press Holdingsteniiedia Corp. Although both are
private-owned entities, their managements are idisded to the government and
generally hold a pro-government stance (Gomez, 2a0te curtailment ofime,
Asiaweek, Far Eastern Economic RevavdAsian Wall Street Journaluring the
1970s and the 1980s by the then Lee Kuan Yew gawemhnow still reminds western
journalists and media of the determination ancetttent the Singaporean government
wields its power in taming the media which it caless having over-stepped the
tolerated bounds. While strong government scorgls &conomically for Singapore, it
has meanwhile contributed to the lack of the badnam oppositional parties or
media surveillance (Gu, 2006).

Controls aside, the abundance of business andcfmlanformation has been
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credited for Singapore’s economic success. Thanksetwell-developed

telecommunications infrastructure, a steady flowwdth information is delivered to

the business-minded both local and foreign comaiiee popular adoption of

Internet by more than 70 percent of the househwdtisorks the small state with all

corners of the world and among the domestic pojamnatiself. At the same time, this

well-developed telecommunication network make®gsible for the people to access

something different from the traditional media.ifchl forums and online

communities are being formed through the Intergtseen in other countries, this

decentralized technology promotes political dissewand participation (Porter, 1997),

enabling different public interest groups and oivijanizations in recruiting members,

propagating their views, and attracting publicratiten (Ho et al.,2002), though often

not without consequences.

As with other traditional media, complicated an@us rules and regulations are

promulgated to regulate online discourses. ThaneteCode of Practice and the Class

License Scheme draw lines for site content, as agetequire individuals or groups

engaged in political or religious discussion toistay with the government’'s Media

Development Authority (MDA). For instance, when @dko register as political

organizations, the Singapore Internet Communitgté®com), the first website for

political posting and online discussion, and Th@d¥ntre, a website launched by the



long-time activist James Gomez to counteract magast media with activist style

journalism, chose to close their open forums tveaccensorship. In George’s (2006)

words, these sites are practicing “contentioustnalism.

Unlike the seemingly obvious appeals of Sintercorflonk Centre, Mr. Brown aka

Mr. Lin Kin Mun makes his comments about “Linfdetterrible of Singapore”

through on-line publishing-- blogging and podcagtiwhat makes Mr. Brown’s

production different from sites mentioned abovthesway he chooses to publicize his

views on current affairs. His satirical writing ahid sense of humor seem to have so

far protected him well. Unlike his previous coluimrthe English-languaggéoday,the

Mr. Brown Showsince 2005 has survived the authorities’ survedéaand continues to

be widely disseminated and discussed.

As a matter of fact, Mr. Brown is not the only dhat has the “funny” appeals. For

instance Talking Cock.conealls itself Singapore's Premier Satirical Humabaite. It

consists of several sections such as news, coldeutsires, forums and the famous

Coxford Singlish Dictionary (in contrast with thexford English Dictionary). Along

with others likeThe Void Declor Sammyboy's Alfresco Coffee Shtigese are the sites

which gather works from mostly different anonymauwshors. They provide forums

for registered users or hyperlinks for referendeer€&fore, the content is usually

scattered depending on the incoming flow. In teofnsite content or ways of



representation, thir. Brown Showhas built up his own style and distinguishedftse

from all others.

During the 2006 General Election, he produced ies@f podcasts titled

“Persistently Non-political Podcast” (PNPP), whitdis made him especially famous.

Singapore Prime Minister Lee Hsien Loong mentiokedBrown in his National Day

Rally speech on Aug.10, 2006, saying, among otiiegs, his podcasts are “hilarious”!

By referring to one famous “minced pork noodlBak Chor Megpodcast made by

Mr. Brown, PM Lee made known his attitude towardwnmedia”, as his National

Day speech script is considered as a responsetfrmuthorities. Th#ir. Brown

Showhasemerged as an interesting case which can be usea toow citizens or

alternative media, with the help of Information adodmmunication Technologies

(ICTs) could survive under Singapore’s media idggland regulations that claim to

have grounded on Confucian hierarchical order amthbny.

Citizen Journalism

Public journalism, or civic journalism, has sinbe 11990s been known as a movement

led by news practitioners to experiment with wayemhance civic commitment and

participation. Its emergence is in response tontidening gap between governments

and citizens, as well as that between news orgammzsaand their audiences (Hass,



2006).

Ccitizen journalism, a specific form of citizen needs well as user-generated

content, on the other hand, is initiated and ledhigypeople (Willis & Bauman, 2003).

Citizens take the initiative to collect, reportafyze and disseminate news, comments,

or any other information. The idea behind citizearpalism is that people without

professional journalistic training can make usenofiern technology and Internet to

create or verify factual errors (Glaser, 2006). Taertent of the media is both driven

and produced by citizens.

Lasica (2003) includes civic participation in orfeher six notions, or categories, of

“participatory journalism”, which are:

(1) Audience patrticipation at mainstream news ositle

(2) Independent news and information websites.

(3) Full-fledged participatory news sites.

(4) Collaborative and contributory media sites.

(5) Thin media (ex: mailing list and email newste}t

(6) Personal broadcasting sites.

This categorization is broad enough to take botilipjournalism and citizen

journalism in, at least part of each. With moshisf podcasts focusing on satirical

political commentaries, thidr. Brown Showits in the sixth category.



Although public journalism can be distinguishedhroitizen journalism in terms of

the initiating agent, the two actually overlap tiemst their propagation of civic

participation. Moreover, the “citizeness” of citigpurnalism articulates notions of

alternative media (Atton, 2002) and grassroots m€@illmor, 2004). They both are

interrelated, and have something to do with theetigament of ICTs.

Alternative media refer to practices that are raltifadifferent from those of the

mainstream media. O’Sullivan (1994) elaborates dltatnative media have its

emphasis on a critical reassessment of traditieelales, and it is committed to

innovation or experimentation in form or conteny. l&ferencing Rodriques's (2001)

conceptualization of alternative media as “citiZengdia, Atton (2003:269) argues

that alternative journalism is practiced in a npligity of hybridized, context-specific

and contingent ways. Radical content and promatf@ocial change are elements of a

constructive definition for alternative media (Att@002:14).

Enabling citizens, i.e., the passive“former aud&nto play an active role in news

production is the central concept to grassrootmjaism of present Internet age

(Gillmor, 2004). Participatory citizenship highlighagain the core value of grassroots

media “by the people and for the people”. Grassrowtdia offers the most thorough

version of alternative news values. In these gosdsmedia, news is produced by the

same people whose concerns they represent, framsitiom of engagement and direct



participation (Traber, 1985 as referred to in AfR292:16), getting to the very core of
citizen journalism.

Online publishing is the most common way for grasts media or alternative
media to express the “former audiences”. Interneltierent democratic, chaotic,
decentralized nature and its comparatively muchtgrdreedom from official control
make it appealing to civil society (Dahlgren,1998¢garding civil society, Singapore
has her own definition, that is the government easptes more on “civil
responsibilities” rather than rights of citizenshbipa more conventional understanding
about civil society (Chua, 2000 as referred toée 1 2005:2).

Singapore, in the list of top 36 countfiesith the highest internet penetration rate,
ranked 17, with 71% of households having Intereegas, according to Internet World
Stats. Two in five residents aged 10 years oldabuVe are broad-band users
(Infocomm Development Authority, 2007). There’sdaubt that Singapore has
become a “tech-savvy” country. While policymakera & transform the nation into a
global infocomm capital (Soon & Kulver, 2007), Dof&§904:88) thinks all the
infrastructure built in the nation makes Singapoteghly-surveilled society. She drew
Michael Foucault’'s notion "super-electronic panojstin” to describe how the

government achieves control through Internet amdesilance cameras. It seems that

! Stats drawn from Internet World Stats. ( http:/twimternetworldstats.com/top25.htm
date:2007/12/22)



the government is making the best use of the tdogies to keep a closer eye on

citizens, much more than citizens to be empoweyeitl Singapore can be a

paradoxical example for those believers in technumzacy.

Nonetheless, characteristics of Internet and wthatdapable of have made it

difficult to regulate. Unlike the print and broadtanedia that are indirectly

state-owned (Lee & Willnat, 2006), the telecommatian infrastructure set up in the

nation are owned by the authorities, which canlbthe access to over 100 porn sites

even though they can not shut them down as ifigroif water taps. Doing that would

simply cause great too many consequences on sheh\atal activities as

e-commerce (George, 2006). Therefore, the questiamether or not the authorities

will turn off the faucet, but how tight or loosecthuthorities will adjust it.

In Singapore, all Internet Content Providers andrhret Service Providers are

automatically granted a license and are bound éyrternet Code of Practice.

Through the Class License system, self-censorshklfsregulation, self-discipline or

self-constraint are the underlying purposes. ThdidB®evelopment Authority

(MDA), the regulator of site content, describeg@gulation approach as taking a

“light touch.” With the extent of self-censorshipibg practiced, laws and regulations

constraining critical political engagement may b&ctnian, but are rarely called upon

into action (Rodan, 2004:101).



To what extent the Singaporean authorities toledesgenting opinions is an
intriguing question. The case of Think Centre amdescom are some indicators of
how much is too much by the definition of “lighutth”. As noted earlier, both closed
shop when they were asked to register with MDA@lgipal entities. Mr. Brown used
to have a column in the English-langudgelay After a letter sent by the authorities to
the newspaper, ttmlumn was suspended. We shall return to this ertithter.

As a techno geek, Mr. Brown started producingMineBrown Showwith a iTalk, a
recording device connected to his iPod. Podcastgab distribution of audio files
through the Internet, and it allows users to subsarith RSS, the service to receive
new files automatically (Kuo, 2005). Thanks to stethnological convergence that
combines recording device and Internet accessltmdpmobile broadcasting is made
a reality. The main difference between podcastvesiol radio broadcast (in all their
qualities) is that podcast is much more portablgh\We time-shifting feature, iPod
enables listeners to decide what, when and whdistém to podcast.

Podcast first appeared on the market in 2004, yeaes after the birth of Apple
Computer’s iPod. Since 2005 people have been abimk up the word "podcast” in
the Oxford English Dictionary (Miles, 2005). The mias considered as the
combination of "iPod" and "broadcasting"”, and tiesvly coined word has spread fast

because of iPod’s stunningly successful sales. Mewéhere are different
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explanations. For one thing, one does not necéssaed an iPod to listen to podcast.

Any MP3 player will do. Another interpretation st podcast is Personal On Demand

since users have the freedom to choose whose pdddesten to (Descy, 2005).

Producing podcast is thus not such a techniquetignesVhoever knows the basics

can produce podcast. One can play music as a IDjkies, comment on politics, or

do anything. Precisely because of its low techriokdghreshold, it makes a good

platform for grassroots media. The only hurdlesis s that whether there are people

who will eventually listen to a certain podcast.

Mr. Brown and the Mr. Brown Show

Mr. Brown, a.k.a. Mr. Lee Kim Mun, is a Singaporeamo owns a 10-year-old blog

and two-year-old podcast site. He calls himselfah#hor of an accidental popular blog.

The Mr. Brown Showstarted to broadcast in March 2005, with anotiverpgodcast

shows launched in February 2007. Wi&F! showis on electronic devices, and the

See What Shoig on films. Both are updated weekly.

The Mr. Brown Showdid not set out to focus on “matters of nationaportance,”

which is the title for one of its content categeri€he first ones are conversation

podcast, the recording of dialogues or discusdi@taeen Mr. Brown and his friends.

He had a regular co-host Mr. Miyagi. Updates wearedone on a daily basis.
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Therefore, in this experimental stage, the forrthefpodcast was rather random and
arbitrary.

Then, some guests were invited to talk in th@asimaking therefore the podcasts
more thematic. Moreover, between October 2005 alyd2D06, Mr. Brown and Mr.
Miyagi made a series of podcasts nardbdg My Caya show about car makeover
inspired by a show in MTV statidgi®imp my ride”. Zhng My Carhas 10 episodes.
The series scored quite some listeners. Apparah#éyir. Brown Shownow is far
more organized than its first stage.

It was until the'Persistently Non-Political Podcast{PNPP) of théMr. Brown
Showthat he focuses more on matters of national inapoe. The jaw-breaking name
was made in response to the ban of “persistentltiqad content” by the Election
Advertising Regulations during the 2006 Generatfide campaigh Among all the
11 episodes of the series, No. 6 is a skit allggaliftgorizes the then James Gomez
incident into a quarrel between a minced pork ne@dak Chor Meé vendor and a
customer. This episode made Mr. Brown a celebiycaster (or blogger), especially
when it was mentioned by Prime Minister Lee Hsieohg in his National Day speech.
Other than that, the PNPP series is updated digigyworth noting that the popularity

of the PNPP series has made MweBrown Showa daily podcast that is now regularly

%2 Here is a news covering the ban “Podcasting ihotved during elections”:
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singapoedteaws/view/201330/1/.html
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updated.

TheMr. Brown Showabels its podcast under several categorizes, &sich

“Entertainment”, “Matters of National ImportancéMusic”, “Merchandise” and so

on. Matters of National Importance section takesrttost part of thér. Brown Show

and is closely related to current issues in Singa@y putting up short radio skits,

comments are being made on nearly all aspectfedhliSingapore. No matter these

are macro issues about governmental policies sutheaCentral Provident Fund’s

(CPF) pension plan changes, impacts of price lalkeh as more expensive coffees),

Singapore’s relationship with her neighbor coustiie. ASEAN issues), or micro

issues like cyclists’road right, embargo on lunchawat from China, comments on

certain product advertisements, etc. Overall, ih ihe Matters of National Importance

column that Mr. Brown wields the power of new metdigractice citizen journalism

in a most creative way. He pokes fun at the praaifonainstream state-owned media

with sarcasm or makes alternative, mostly humoroosiments about what is in the

news.

As a blogger, Mr. Lee Kim Mun chose not to be aorg/mous as most other

bloggers. Unlike sites such @alking Cock The Void DeckSammy Boy's Alfresco

coffee shophat gather works extensively from various authbhs Brown and his
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regular co-hosfsare the sole authors of th. Brown ShowMoreover, his
consistency makes his show just like radio shovepleelisten through FM/AM radio.
Except that in podcast, listeners have first te tidie initiative to subscribe.

Mr. Brown started out as a blogger. His blagbown.conwas a prize winner of
Asian Blog Awards in 2004 and 2005. Besides bloggie was a columnist for about
3 years in Singapore’s EngliSlodaynewspaper. The column was terminated after his
“Singaporeans are fed, up with progre$sthe Ministry of Information,
Communication and Arts (MICA) made a responséaday strongly condemning Mr.
Brown’s view as “distorting the truth”. Consequenthe column was suspended
indefinitely. Apparently, his satirical writing itme traditional print media was not
tolerated. The incident happened in July 2006. Rbe&ess, Mr. Brown has continued
his previous identity as a blogger except thaténiel of popularity has now grown
considerably. But, one thing that has not changelat Mr. Brown remains a
Singaporean citizen through and through. Theseuenilistinctions explain why the

Mr. Brown Shows being chosen for a closer examination in thisqp.

The Mr. Brown ShowAnalyzed

There are more than 500 podcastsrohrownshow.corrincluding the above

% There’s a list of thir Brown Showteam on his site : http://www.mrbrownshow.com/abou
* For the full text of the article, please log otpttwww.mrbrown.com/blog/popular/index.html
SinceTodayhas taken it off its website.
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mentioned categories. Since this study intendsaonée how Mr. Brown practices
citizen journalism with the help of technology, flelowing presentation of his
podcast will demonstrate how it is connected witlrent issues and how he integrates
his satirical style into podcast, to explain whyifieonsidered an alternative to the
mainstream.

His series ofPersistently Non-political Podcastalso makes the Mr Brown
Showa significant choice for analysis. Being his magpylar podcast, especially the
Bak Chor Megodcast, has been downloaded more than 100,0@8,tmot including
the ones sent via email or mobile phones. Alsthetime it was widely disseminated,
it ranked number 5 on Liberated Syndicatianhosting company that specializes in
podcast worldwide. During the 2006 election, sonudients drew much public
attention and discussion. For instance, the dispue James Gomez and the
defamation case of Singapore Democratic Party dioh& Kidney Foundation (NKF)
controversy. Responses to the above incidentscasstructed in PNPP No.4, No.5
and No.6, are thus chosen for analysis.

On the other hand, how tivr. Brown Showsurvives and expands the media scope
in Singapore is worthy of investigation. The intgran between the authorities and the

Mr. Brown Showmeans a lot in this account. As mentioned, Prinngidter Lee Hsien

® Here is the rank
http://www.mrbrown.com/.shared/image.html?/photosategorized/libsyn_hott100_no5.jpg
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Loong made reference to tBak Chor Megodcast and shared his point of view about

new media in Singapore in his national day rallgesh. Afterwards, Mr. Brown made

a podcast named “A harmless podcast”, which wasntals a response to the speech.
These three incidents will first be briefly desedbwith their corresponding

podcasts analyzed to demonstrate the podcast vaughusrity interactions.

The Incidents and Their Podcast Reconstructions

1. The James Gomez Incident an®ersistently Non-Political Podca#o. 5

James Gomez was the candidate representing theitppal Worker’s Party during
the 2006 General Election. The incident was triggen the administrative process of
Gomez submitting a form of minority certificate. Elaimed he had submitted his
form and accused the Election Department (ELDpsirg it. Later on, ELD revealed
a closed circuit television footage showing thahhd put the form in his own
briefcase and left without submitting.i\lthough Gomez apologized publicly, his
gualification as a candidate was cancelled. Hispas$ was also confiscated, but
eventually released after intense investigatior ihing People’s Action Party (PAP)
condemned him fiercely. Questioning his integiitynister Mentor Lee Kuan Yew

called him a “liar” and dared the Worker's Partyste him as well as the governnient

® Here is the coverage by CNA
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singapoedtaws/view/205255/1/.html
" Here is the news covering LKY when he called JaGesez a liar.
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PAP leaders considered Gomez’s apology insufficaet the form incident an

intended trick or a strategy attempting to dishdgbb. The incident was

conspicuously reported in all Singaporean media.

PNPP No. 5 was Mr. Brown’s response to the fornrmsabion case. Scene A

contained a dialogue between the PM and ELD whikn8 B was about a press

conference. In the podcast, it was not Gomez whidfdiged to submit the form.

Instead, it was the fictitious PM Jeff Lopez whalltdaimed his submission until ELD

showed a CCTV footage of him bringing the form hoffieen, Lopez declared at a

press conference that he had passed a bill toshibpdinalties regarding late

submission of forms. The podcast went on to satythig statement was not true

because his wife had called to let him know thalbh&e left his bag at home with a bill

in it.

In this case, Mr. Brown created a skit to reflatia mocking way, the reality. This

was so much a dejavu, because, in actual realitgstGomez who had suspected ELD

of misplacing his form, while in the podcast it vihe PM Lopez who had forgotten to

submit the form. It was the same story with thelleg actors reversing their roles. In

reality, Gomez accused ELD of malpractice whil¢hi@ podcast the ELD person

defended itself by saying that "we are very on pnefaning we are very efficient. In

http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singapoedtaws/view/206212/1/.html
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actual reality, Minister Mentor Lee Kuan Yeow cdll@omez a liar. In the podcast, PM

Lopez challenged the ELD person by saying “Are galling me a liar?” On the other

hand, in the podcast, the ELD CCTV footage not shigwed Lopez bringing the form

home, but also recorded Lopez having dinner wighwife, suggesting the likely

invasion of privacy by the use of CCTV in Singapdkethe end of the podcast, when

PM Lopez couldn't find his car keys, an unknowrceoivas heard saying "in the lower

left drawer". Again, this was to show how invas@€TV could be, obviously

referring to the ubiquitous invisible eye and siltaace in Singapore.

PM Lee Hsien Loong National Day Speech and PNPP No.

This was the famouBak Chor Megodcast. Fictitious PM Jeff Lopez went for lunch.

He ordered a bowl of minced pork noodBak Chor Megat a noodle stall, and got

himself into a quarrel with the vendor. They argoedr whether PM Lopez said he

didn't want pieces ofur Kwa (pork's liver) in his noodle. So Lopez claimedhael

indeed said no pork's liver, while the vendor itegsishe didn't say so. Surprisingly, and

fortunately, the vendor had a CCTV installed install so that he could prove to PM

Lopez that he didn't exactly say no pork's livdtu3, Lopez apologized, wanted to pay

and get it over with. But the vendor was reluctardccept his apology, insisting on an

explanation of why Lopez didn't say no pork's liyet claimed he had said so.
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Again, Mr. Brown created a dejavu. In this podcts, form submission incident
was allegorized into a quarrel over pork's livest Bubmitting the forms contrasted
with not saying | don't warftur Kwa The roles in the podcast turned the ones in
reality upside down. PM Lopez apologized severaét, but he was still not accepted
by the vendor. In reality, Gomez apologized buanmbly received strong accusations.
The vendor kept asking him to explain why he seetoéi@ aboufTur Kwa Just like
the Lee family's attitude toward Gomez when the €GHowed him putting the form
in his own bag. The podcast seemed to suggestetendor and the Lee family
were making a fuss out of the incident. The ridiaigl plot in the podcast also seemed
to insinuate that the whole form submission inctdeas not so reasonable at all. Or,
there could have been an alternative solution.

In his 2006 National Day speech, Prime Minster Hsen Loong addressed five
key issues: digital age, economy, region, domestiulation, and “heartware”
(national identity). The PM first made some effddsaddress how the digital age has
already arrived and spoke of its impact on Singap®hen, he mentioned the
infrastructure built in the nation, that Singapaii# be covered by wired and wireless.
Moreover, the government has to adapt to the digga. Laws and regulations have to
change. The provision governing podcast duringtieleés one example for updating

laws on political video in response to the digige. The PM supports the government
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to update its managerial skills to keep up withftst-changing environment.

Messages are coming across through art, humoritoHe referred to two of his

campaign footages as instances to be the harnoeasof the new media.

Emphasizing it is not just fun and games, he sklide' Siam Mai Hiarhto compete

with the funnyBak Chor Megodcast. Later on, there were discussions aboeth&h

it was “Mee Siarhor laskg or it was ‘Mai Hunt(no oyster) or Mai Hiant'(no chili),

sincelaskais the dish with chili and oyster. Then, he memgid Mr. Brown, including

his ex-column and current podcast production. THesRid “Mr. Brown is a very

talented man. His podcasts are hilarious, ... ... when he takes on government and

makes serious accusations [meaning Mr. Brown’sroalin Today, government has

to respond. ... It is not the way to carry on pubkbate on national issues and

especially not in the mainstream media”. The PMestkto be drawing a distinct line

between mainstream media and alternative media.

The Singapore Democratic Party Defamation Incidenand PNPP No. 4

The Democratic Party (SDP), an oppositional partgingapore, published in one

issue of its party orgafihe New Democrah early 2006 criticizing the government for

mishandling and covering up the infamous Nationdhky Foundation Scandal that

had rocked Singapore. Since SDP was not able t@ ahg evidence of wrong doing
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beyond financial mismanagement. Minister Mentor Keian Yew and PM Lee Hsien
Loong fought back, demanding SDP to apologize bemtise face a laws@itSDP
Secretary General Chee Soon Juan and the edifdreoNew Democratfused to
apologize.

PNPP No.4 is in response to the defamation caSénghpore Demaocratic Party.
The podcast transformed SDP into Sometimes Hagpiblogize Democratic Party, or
Shad Appronounced closely as "shut up”. The scene iptiteast was at a party
campaign at whickhad Apshared the party's manifesto while reporters keping if
they were going to apologize. Mr. Brown took thedg of an English song "Sorry
seems to be the hardest word" by Elton John thdedntent of the manifesto.

Here are some excerpts of the podcast dialoguecketthe party and the reporter:

Shad Ap1What have | got to do to make you love me
What have | got to do to make you care
What do | do when lightning strikes me
And | wake to find that you're not there
ReporteriDo you believe that your manifesto can help you more votes this time?
Shad Ap'What do | do to make you want me
What have | got to do to be heard
What do | say when it's all over
And sorry seems to be the hardest word
Reporteriso what you are saying is that your party is priegaio apologize? To the
minister for the alleged slander in your recentljgation?
Shad Aplt's sad, so sad
It's a sad, sad situation

And it's getting more and more absurd

® Read related news here:
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/stories/singapoedtaws/view/204256/1/.html
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It's sad, so sad

Why can't we talk it over
ReporteriSo you are not going to apologize?
Shad Ap1Oh it seems to me ah...

That sorry seems to be the hardest word

In the podcast, SDP became the “shut-up” partygallizing oppositional parties being

shut up in Singapore. Instead of scripting afreshething to speak for the dissent, the

Elton John lyric of “Sorry seems to be the hardestd” fits the condition neatly.

Thinking the apology demand from the Lee familyigistening, responding with

“why can't we talk it over”, to highlight the govement’s strategy in limiting the

options for them to choose from.

Oppositional parties are never able to get mantsse&ingapore’s parliament,

prompting the fictitious Shad Ap manifesto to qumstwhat have | got to do to make

you love me ?” or “what have | got to do to be lie2it By ingenuously recasting a

widely known lyric, Mr. Brown once again succeediedlluding to the reality of

oppositional parties in Singapore.

Then, PM Lee Hsien Loong’s national day rally spee@ntioned hi8ak Chor

Meepodcast. In response, Mr. Brown, in another pagdcagiewed some of the points

in the speech. He mentioned the controversial remade by PM ‘Mee Siam Mai

Hiam"( no chili in the noodle), since PM took it to cpete with Mr. Brown’s funny

podcast. Then he played a pop song named " My HulmpBalck Eyed Pee and
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Fergie. Remixing some of the sentences the PMisdite speech,Mai Hiam” was

contrasted with “my humps”, creating a unimaginadtyertaining ambience that

written words could not deliver the vibes thoroyghl

There were three explanations after the PM dsliée’ Siam Mai Hiafh No chili, no

oyster, or he mistookMee Siafiwith laska, which is another noodle dish usuatith

chili and oyster. “My humps” means breasts. Onertudking to do with the other. But

once they were put together, the combination ptesamincredible attraction.

In his National Day speech, the PM said Singapasetb keep up with time, keep

updating, and so have laws on new media. He engathsalthough we can laugh over

Talking Cock or Mr. Brown, but it is not all fun drgames, implying the problem of

taking a light attitude on serious issues, peopliebe getting, in the PM’s words, the

“distortions, half-truths or untruths, and thisase to the bottom”, and that is not the

way to deal with serious issues.

In the podcast, besides thmai hiam/my humps part, sentences such as "It's not all

fun and games, so you don’t want everybody to hgiisg the same note. &lhiam

Mai hiam Mai hiamthat's the way we should be in the digital ag&liggesting on one

hand, the government wants the citizens to beieeathile on the other, the

patriarchal sermon is everywhere telling peoplat'ththe way we should be”.
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Conclusion: A harmless podcast ?

Podcast analysis shows there are some regulas ralecognizable patterns in the

Brown ShowHe takes events in the real world as cues tde&ind of tacit

understanding between the show and its listeneroftén plays the word game and

uses puns by making up pseudo but traceable namesises them repeatedly in

different podcasts to build rapport with his listen His podcasts seem to have a

central production formula that resembles the meesommonly found in FM/AM

radio shows. The communication channel may beraltae, but among the

alternatives, thdir. Brown Shows probably leaning more toward the mainstream in

terms of the format of production, if not in subgta. In the podcast, through the acting

in the skits, Mr. Brown could express viewpointattmay not be accepted or tolerated

in the mainstream media. His podcasts serve asibore valve for listeners under the

climate of fear about politics. By exaggeratory andealistic acting, he brings to his

listeners something they can not experience inlifealThis makes Mr. Brown popular

among his listeners while tolerated by the govemtme

Several conditions also account for the emergehbér.dBrown. Within the context

of a controlled media environment, when print anabldcasting media are indirectly

connected with or controlled by the governmentteahg invariably a desire for

something different. Furthermore, the Internetasfructure built up in the nation
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paves the way for its citizens to make use ofitl the government can not, or has

found it difficult to, prevent people from usingais a way of self-expression. Therefore,

the Singapore government make rules to regulagenthiv technology on the one hand,

while at the same time inculcating in the citizansdeology of necessary

self-censorship for the sake of social respongybili

As a survivor, thevr. Brown Showis off limits in the mainstream media. He can

only own his piece of territory in the cyberspades former column infodaywas

suspended while his podcast has survived. Hetiagethe authority’s tolerance of his

satirical dissents. Atton (2002) thinks alternatiwedia has its specific context of

emergence. Burke (1939) observes the most inn@vatitire work emerges under

censorship rather than liberalism. Both remarksagpdicable to théir. Brown Show.

So far his survival seems to be suggesting a waglfernative media operation and

survival in a controlled media environment like @gipore’s.

As an active participant in the civil society, Nrown has made good use of a

technological convergence, that is the podcastisiglay and spread his creativity

through the Internet. He practices citizen jousralthrough political satire, expanding

the media scope in the nation and providing somgthlternative to mainstream

coverage of current affairs. It is not only histapation as a citizen that is worthy to

note, but also his practice may provoke othergtemd more to public affairs and
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participate more as a citizen. Mr. Brown did ndtmét to become a celebrity blogger.

His accidental catapult to fame may very well beeaandmark in the development

of democracy in the predominantly apolitical Sing@ag
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Appendix: Scripts of the 4 podcasts
1.Persistently Non-political Podcast NO.5
Length 14:44 1Date 12006/4/29

Access: http://www.mrbrownshow.com/?p=66

PM is abbrev. of fictitious Prime Minister Jeff Lep |ELD represents The Elections

Department.
Narrator I This is the persistently non-political podcast teaporting from the

parliament. Addressing the parliament is the PMdo@he PM who recently
got elected despite discrepancies with his subaonissi his forms on nomination

day. If you recall, he disputed the submissionisfiirms and acclaimed he

really did submit his forms. But CCTV revealed thatbrought his forms home.

(Conversations begins)
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PML[IOh ah, | got submit, you saw me fill out the fomght(] | was there, submitted

the form.

ELD[INo, no Sir, | checked already, the form is notum possession.

PM[What do you mean

ELD(It's not. You never submit.

PMLII submitted.

ELDwe are very on onéwe are very efficient ], the form, if we get it, we will have
it in our hand, we will do it for you sui sui ( reiy)

PM(IHello, Are you saying | am a liar

ELDWait ah, | show you the video tape of the CCTV wken come that day.
A-Huatla naméliShow the video tape to him, pleaséu see you see, you put

the form in your bag.

PMCAh...

ELD[1VYa, then after that you went home and then youysaw wife and you all have
dinner and then your...eh...Ok, never mind about phait

PMCWhy you know all about that

ELDUIEh.. never mind about that part. Just your formtraubmit uh, next time submit
properly la ah, or else can not be prime ministeank you uh.

At the press conference...

Narrator/And we are here outside parliament house, wherepmigme minister PM
Jeff Lopez, who was elected despite not fillingauferm correctly have just
arrived.

Reporter/Hi, Mr. Lopez, what are you going to announce toiayour press

conferencel

PMLIFirst of all, just call me the Prime Minister Jeipez, the man and his ideas.
ReporterlEh...Yes. Prime Minister Jeff Lopez, the man anddess. What will
you be announcing today

PMCWell, my friend, you will just have to wait and seed hear. Ya...thank you.

NarratorJAnd now here we are Live at the press room of #rigment house.

PM(Ladies and gentlemen, | have passed a bill ingragnt to abolish penalties for

late submissions of government forms. As well asltolish all penalty kicks in
foot ball. Questions please

ReporteriSorry Sir, did the parliament really pass thelbile didn't hear of it eh.

PMCAh, | passed it to someone in parliament, | kngagssed it to somebody. got lah,

got passed lah.

(Picking up cell phone)

PM(IHello... Hi, Darling...Ah1...1 left my bag at home Oh...I see. There was a bill

in there] Ah... | see. Uh, Darling, can you drop it off dretway to work....Before
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noon | Can not eh... Ah...like that eh...ah...then nened, Bye |
CJphone hung up
PM(Ladies and gentlemen, | have bad news...
Unknown voicelBetter go home and get the bag now.
PMCErm...Anyone seen my car keys
Unknown voicelLower left drawer,
PMOWho said that
Unknown voicelln the.[Jthe sound is extremely small, difficult to recogniz
PMIIWho's talking [11]

2.Persistently Non-political Podcast No.6

Length12:58 Date12006/5/01

Access: http://www.mrbrownshow.comp=67

PM as in Prime Minister Jeff Lopez, BCM as in Bako€ Mee man is the noodle stall
vender.

Jeff Lopezthe man and his ideas goes for lunch.

BCM[I HellolUncle, Chia simil[Jwhat would you like to eat?

PM[] You have noodles

BCML[I Of course got noodle lah, | am the Bak Chor Mad. st

PM[I Ok very well, one Bak Chor Mee, please, Mee Pakntai hiam (no chili)
BCM[ Mee Pok Ta, Dry huh Don't want chili, huhi

PML Yes.

BCM[I Anything elsé]

PMC No, thank you.

BCM[ Ok.

(After a bit)

BCM[1 Nah, Mee Pok Ta, Mai hiam.

PM[ Thank you...wait wait, hang on, this has Tur Kywark’s liver) in it.
BCML(I Ya lah, it is got Tur Kwa liver one mah

PM[] But | said | didn't want Tur Kwa.

BCM[I No, you didn't.

PM[ Yes | did.

BCM[I No you didn't.

PM[ Yes | did

BCMLI No you didn't and | can prove it to youluh

PMLI Very well, prove it!

BCML[I Ok, you come over here, | show you the CCTV caméray stall.
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PM[] The what!

BCMLI Nah, you see you point to the mee pok then yowdsgythen you point to the
chilli and you shake your head, you never say yanltdvant to have the Tur
Kwar’

PM[] Ah...ok, how much is this then

BCML[I Can see it or not huh Can see you never say you don't want the TurlKwa
huh'l huhThuh']

PMCIt's Ok. | really don't want to pursue the matkéoyw much is my Bak Chor Mée

BCM[You agree or not that you never say don't want the Tur Kwa then tgdlune

why you say you tell me that you don't want theRwa while you didn't]

PM(ILook, can we move along now and let me eat

BCM(InoInoInol] You explain to me first.

PMLIExplain what!

BCMI(IExplain why you say you told me you don't want Tiue Kwa while you didn't

say you don't want the Tur Kwa

PM[What the ... Ok, Ok, | am sorry Ok

BCM[Sorry not enough, you must explain why

PMCExplain why what

BCMU[Explain why you said you tell me you don't want Tue Kwa while you didn't

say you don't want the Tur Kwa

PMLIOK, fine, | am sorry ok Please accept my sincere apologies if my actianse

distress or confusion to you, the Bak Chor Mee rhanok, it is only a few pieces
of liver, Let's move on.

BCM[IMove oril move on your si lang tao(dead man’s head)move ory. shop

always here okBut sorry must explain very well.

PMCII am so sorry | am sorry that | confused you alrigh

BCM[Sorry also must explain...

3. Persistently Non-political Podcast No.4
Lengthi2mins Date/2006/4/28
Access! http://www.mrbrownshow.com/?p=65
Reporter is the reporter in the podcast, and Sheid e party name Mr. Brown
made up for Singapore Democratic Party.

Narrator: We now go over to the press conferencelected by th&ometimes Hastily
Apologize Democratic Action Part$HADUPJsic], or shad ap, according to the press
release, the party will be sharing the manifesth wie press. this is the secretary
general ofShadapreading from the manifesto
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Shad ApIWhat have | got to do to make you love me

What have | got to do to make you care

What do | do when lightning strikes me

And | wake to find that you're not there
ReporterIDo you believe that your manifesto can help you mire votes this time?
Shad Ap'What do | do to make you want me

What have | got to do to be heard

What do | say when it's all over

And sorry seems to be the hardest word
Reporteriso what you are saying is that your party is prieyeatio apologize? To the
minister for the alleged slander in your recentligation?

Shad ApJlt's sad, so sad

It's a sad, sad situation

And it's getting more and more absurd

It's sad, so sad

Why can't we talk it over
ReporteriSo you are not going to apologize?

Shad Ap1Oh it seems to me ah..

That sorry seems to be the hardest word
Reporter!So what is your position? What is your manifesto?
Shad ApIWhat do | do to make you love me

What have | got to do to be heard

ReporteriSo you are going to apologize?
Shad Ap /What do | do when lightning strikes me
ReporteriSo you are not going to apologize?
Shad Ap'/What have | got to do

What have | got to do

When sorry seems to be the hardest word

4. A Harmless podcast
Length12:10 Date12006/8/22
Access http://www.mrbrownshow.com/?p=197

Mr. BrownIThe other day we heard the national day rally dpesed there were

something that were being said which turned olietwery controversial later. People
arguing over the meaning and arguing over what bieeyd and what they did not hear.
What we feel is something in the speech that's kegrgating, so for the sake of clarity,
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and public discussion, we are going to use oumiglclgy, our IT skills and trying clear
up what was said and possibly what was meant. Ydwatk it out.

(Music starts)

| give you an example. You put out a funny podcgsts, talk abouBak Chor Meegl
would sayMee siam mai hiam.

(as the music goes) | would sanee siam mai hianMai Hiam Mai hiam... Mai Hiam
Mai Hiam.

And it is just not all fun and games. So ydpause) don'twant everybody to be
singing the same note. Mai Hiam Mai hiam... MairHi®ai Hiam.

And that's the way we shouldbeén the digital age. Mai Hiam Mai hiam... Mai Hiam
Mai Hiam.

33



