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DATUK Seri Dr Mahathit
Mohamad said yesterday
the High—€o0TT decision on
the Kelantan anti-hop law
vindicated Umno's view
that the amendment to the
Kelantan Constitution was
undemocratic,

The Prime Minister and
Umno president said he.
nevertheless. expected Pas
to appeal againstit.

He said it was Umno's
view that if the amendment
had been made prior to last
vear's general clection and
the people had accepted it
consciously, then It was ap-
propriate that the two As-
semblymen be stripped of
their seats.

However, he said the two
were elected under the be-
lief that they would not lose
their seatsif they left to join
another party. )

The pecple. he said, were
not informed of the pre-con-
cditions. )

“We are not looking at
who were clected but at the
tights of the people” he said
in response to questions b
newsmen about the Hig
Cou t decision at the Putra
Wor'd Trade Centre where
the Umno general assembly
was In session.

Asked whether the same
decision affected Sabah
where a similar anti-hop
law existed. Dr Mahathir
said the dtuation was differ-
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ent because thé people were
warned before the State
elections that State Assem-
blymen would lose their
seats if they snitched par-

tips. )

Asked if he thought the
decision would encourage
more Semangal 46 Assem-
blymen to join Umno, he
sad. “It is up to them but
that is not theissue. The
issue here 1S the people's
rights.” .

Dr Mahathir said the anti-
hop law was akin to creat-
ing alaw this year to punish
offences t hat were commit-
ted last year.

If democracy and the peo-
ple’s rights were upheld,
such laws should not be
have been formulated.

“It is like cregting a law
now to punish anyone previ-
ously wearing blue clothes.
However, if the law was cre-
ated then. nobody would be
wearing blue,” he added.

Deputy Umno president
Encik Ghafar Baba said the
party's lawvers had heenin-
structed tn’'fite another suit
against the Kelantan State
Assembly for expelling the
two Umno members.

He said the action would
be based on the fact that
both men were not Seman-
gat 46 members (as found by
the High Court in another
action) and were thus not
subject to the anti-hop law.
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