
- 
’ 0092 . ,’ 

‘U ‘E400 AAE . 
. ‘, 

Cr)URT-FEER 
I 

- \ 

e 

: 

8s 
_I 

KtJALA LUMPURv MARCH 28 (BERNAMA) -- A. LAWYER CLAIMFD IN THE HIGH 
I’C9URT tiERE TODAY THAT THE RELEVANT AUTHORITY HAD FAIL;0 T9 HOLD AN k 

INQUIRY INT9 THE FAR EASTERN ECON9MIC REVIEW’S ‘CFEER) REP9RT ON THE 
PURPORTED PROPOSED SALE 9F LIMSANG IN SARAWAK i0 BRUNEI DARUSSALAM 
DESPITE ITS +CATCHY+ TITLE. . 

ENCIK MUHAMMAD SHAFEE ABDULLAH SAID THF TIlLE +SARAWAK SALE+ AND 
+LIMRANG TO SE SOLD T9 BRUNEI+ BY ITSELF SHOULD +HAVE R9CKETED A 
REASONAdLE MAN IN THE POSITION 9F A SENIOR AUTHORISED OFFICER T9 THE 
CEILING+ TO HAVE AN INQUIRY BUT THIS WAS NOT D9NE. 

THIS FAILURE REAS9NASLY INFERRED NEGLIGENCE “ON THE AUTHORITY’S 
PART 9 SAID ENCIK MUHAMMAD SHAFEEI WHO IS APPEARING F9R THE MAGAZINE 
AND ITS EDIT9Ry DEREK DAVIES. 

THE MAGAZINE AND EDITOR ARE REING SIJFD RY PRIME MINISTER OAT- 
SERI OR MAHATHIR M9HAMADAVER AN ARTICLE 9N LIMBANG WHICH APZRED 
IN ITS MAY 21 ISSUE LAST YEAR. .’ 

.ENCIK MUHAMMAD SHAFEE WAS SURMITTING 9N AN APPLICATION BY THE 
TWO DEFENDANTS TO INCLUDE THE H9ME MINISTER AND..THE GOVERNMENT AS 

,THIRD PARTIES IN THE LIBEL SUIT FILED LAST AUGUST. -- M9RE 
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AFTER C9MPLETING HEARING 9F THE RAESENT APPLICATION? THE COURT 
-WILL HEAR THE PRIME MINISTER’S APPLICATION FOR THE OEFENOANTS T9 
SPECIFY THE NAME 9F THE SOURCE 9R SOURCES CFOR :THE REPORT) WHICH 
THEY, CLAIMEO HAD IN THE PAST PROVE0 TO BE WELL-$NFORMED AND 
-RELIABLE. 

!b 

THE FEER AND ENCIK OAVIESI IN THEIR DEFENCE FILED LAST OCTOBER* 
HAD CLAIMED THAT THE ARTICLE WAS PURLISHED AS 4 RESULT 9R 
INFORMATION RECEIVED FROM SOURCES WHICH HAD IN,THE PAST PROVE0 TO BE 
WELL- INFORMED AN0 RELIABLE. 

‘LAST WEEK? ENCIK MUHAMMAD SHAFEE T9LD JtJSTICE DATUK AJAIB SINGH 
THAT’AN OFFICER HAD SEIZE0 THE MAGAZINE AT THE AIRPORT AND REFERRED 
THE ARTICLE T9 THE H9ME MINISTRY WHICH WITHHELO: THE MAGAZINE FOR 
ABOUT SIX.DAYS RUT LATER RELEASED IT WITH9UT ANY ERASURE MADE. 

COUNSEL SAID IT WAS NOT FRIVOLOUS FOR THE DEFENDANTS TO ARGUE 
THAT THE 9FFICER CONCERNED WAS NEGLIGENT 9R HAdRREACHEO A DUTY 
UNDER THE PRINTING PRESSES AND PtJBCICATI9NS ACT: 

HE SAIO A SECTION 9F THE ACT IMPOSED A DUTY/ON THE 9FFICER T9 
DELETE 9 ERASE OR REMOVE THE OFFENDING PART (IN THE ARTICLE) BY 
.TEARING 9UT THE PAGE IF IT WAS CONTRARY T9 ANY LAW. -- MORE 
lBI,lMST 26 03 AR ., 
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COUNSEL ARGUED THAT IF ,gHE REP9RT WAS DEFAMATORY IT ‘WAS 
CERTAINLY ..Sr)METHJNG THAT WAS 9sVLOUS WWLCH THE;AUTHORISED OFFICER 

* WOULD KNOW IMMEDIATELYI ADDJhG THAT THE 9FFLCER’S CARELESSNESS AND 
NEGLLGENCE HAD DIRECTLY’AFFECTED THE PRLMF MINXSTER’S REPUTATION AND 
CAUSED L9Ss. 

I. 

IF J.N THE FJ.RST ARTLCL: THE i)FFJ.CER ,CONCFRNED DID N9T SET HIS 
MLND 9N AN INBUIRYI THEN HE. W9UCD HAVE SEEN-iqr)RE. ALERT WHEN THE 
SEC9ND .EDLTION OF THE )IAGAZINE WHJCH PtJRLISttED “‘AN APOLOGY RELATING 
T9 THE ARTJ.CLEv WHICH THE PRIME MXNISTER CUNTE~~DED WAS ALMOST AS 
DEFAMATORY9 WAS RELEASED. 

?) 

-1 .ENCLK MUHAMMAD SHAFEE SAID THE +APL&Y+ :.l.N THAT SECOND EDLTLON 
WAS RELEASED WXTH N9 ERASURE AND &I9 DELETJQN RY THE HOME MINJSTRYv 
ADDING l-H&T THE PRIME MJNISTER WAk ALs9 THE HOME MiN.JSTER. 

IN THE SUXTv DATUK SERI DA MAHATHJRT AMONG OTtiER THINGS, JS 
SAYING THAT THE W9RDS IN THE ARTLCLE, Cc)NCEFNJNG HXM IN THE WAY 6F 
HIS OFFICE AS PRIME MXNISTERl LN THEIR, OROJNARY~ MEANING; ARE 

v UNDERST990 TO MEAN THAT HE WAS ENGAGED*:kk AN UNCONSTITUTI9NAL AND’ 
SURREPiITI9US ATTEMPT T9 SELL TO sRUNEr”A RARThF THE’TERRITORY OF 
SARAWAK,WHICH J.9 A COMPONENT 9F MALAYSIA. 

ri 

DATUK SERI OR MAHATHIR SAYS THAT f3ECAtJSE 9F ;HE PURLICATION 9F 
9’ THE SAID W9R.DSr HE HAD BEEN DAMAGED IN HXS CHARACTER As PRIME i 

MINISTER AND HAD BEEN BROUGHT INTO PURLIC SCANDALI 9OIUM AND 
CONTEMPT. -- M9RE 
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THE FEER AND ITS EDITORI IN THEJR DEFENCEI DENY THAT THE ARTICLE 
WAS MEANT T9 DEFAME THE PRIME MXNXSTER. v 

THEY CLAIM THAT IF THE W9RDS WERE DEFAMATORY9 THEY WERE 
PUSLXSHED 9N +BC)ALlFJED PRIVILEGE+v C9NTEND XNC 9:. AM9NG OTHER THINGS v 
THAT DATUK SERS OR MAHATHIR WAS A F’URLIC FIGURE;HNr)WN IN MALAYSIA 
AND- THE WORLD. 

HEARING CONTXNUES TOMORROW. --- RERNAMA 
,1847MST 28 Cl3 BB 
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