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KUALA LUMPURI MARCH 30 IBERNAMA) -- A SENIOR FEOERAL’COUNSEC 

TODAY DESCRIBED AS THE +COMBINED RESULT-t OF +LEGAL INGENUITY AND A 
TWISTED IMAGINATION+ THE CONTENTION THAT THE HOME MINISTERAND THE 
GOVERNMENT HAD CUNTRIBUTED TO DEFAMING THE PRIME MINISTER BY CAUSING 
THE REPORT ON THE PURPORTED PROPOEiED SALE 0F LIMRANG TO BRUNEI 
DARUSSALAM TO SE PURLISHED. 

SENIOR FEDERAL COUNSEL T. SELVENTHIRANATHAN ~JRMITTED IN THE .mGH 
COURT THAT APPROVAL FOR CIRCULATION (3F A PVsLIcATIoN 010 NOT 
CONSTITUTE AN ACT CONTRIEUTING TO DEFAMATLQN OR CAIJSING A DEFAMATORY“ 
MATERIAL TO BE PUBLISHED. 

Tr) SAY THE HoME MINISTER AND THF GOVERNMENT HAD CONSENTED TO 

RELEASING THE REPORT WHICH APPEARED IN THE FAR EASTERN ECONc)MIC 
’ REvIEw fvw THAT RY 00ING sov HAD CONTRISUTEDT~ 0FFAMING.~~ 

DR MAHATHTR MI)I#MADJ WDULD RE TANTAMDIJNT Trj SAYING ALL DEFAMATORY .’ 
ARTICLES IN THE COUNTRY WERE cAUSED SY THE MINISTER AND THE 
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GOVERNMENTI HE ADDED. 
. THIS, ENCIK SELVENTHIRANTHAN SAIDI WAS UNTENARLE. 

THE MAGAZINE AND ITS EDITOR DEREK DAVIES ARE REINC SUED BY OATUK ! ’ ’ 

SERI DA MAHATHIR FOR LIBEL OVER AN ARTICLE C)N LIMBANG THAT APPEAREO \ \:” 

IN ITS MAY 21 ISSUE LAST-YEAR. -- MORE 
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DATUK SERI OR M4HATHJ.R IS ALSO SEEKING UNSPECIFIED DAMAGES FOR ‘\ 
LIBEL CONTAINED IN AN PrP0L0GY AND RETRACTION RELATING Tc) THE ARTI& 

PUBLISHED BY THE MAGAZLNE LAST JIJNE 4. 
ENCIK SELVENTHIRANATHAN WAS MAKING HIS SUSMISSION ON THE 

DEFENDANTS’ APPLICATION TO XNcLUDE THE HoME MINISTER AND THE 
GOVERNMENT *AS THIRD FARTIES TO THE SUIT FILED LAST AVGUST. 

REFERRING TO SECTION 9 0F THE PRINTJ.NG PRESSES AND PUBLICATIONS 
ACT 1 HE SAID THE PrJRPOSE OF THE SkCTIDN WAS TO PREVENT UNDESIRARLE 
PUSLICATIONS AND IT DID NOl- APPLY TO CIVIL LIARILITY ARISING FROM 
ANY LIBEL. 

HE SAID THE HOME MINISTER AND THE- GOVERNMENT DID NDT BYE THE 
OEFENDANTS A STATUT0RY DUTY WHICH COIJLD MAKE THEM THIRD PARTIES T0 
THE SUIT? ADDING THAT IT wns THE DEFENDANTS WHO WERE THE DEFAULTERS 
OF THE IMPVGNED AATJ.CCES. 

THE PRINTING PRESSES AND PlIRl.ICATIONS ACT CLEARLY PLACED THE 
RESPONSXRLLLTY FOR A PVRLICATLDN VPON A PIJl3LISHF.A AND J.T COULO NOT 
BY ANY +STRETCH 0F LMACiNATIONc BE SAID THAT SIJCH RESPt)NSISI.LITY WAS 
0N ‘THE PARTY THAT RELEASED THE PIJSLI CATION, }iE ADDED. -- MORE 
1938MST 30 Q3 AB 



1 

D DnD B 3 
293 -I 0 4 m in 2 D c 

z cl .n I a- 

. 
. . 

m 


	COURT -  FEER (Bernama 30/03/1988)

