
PM:,Ruling vindicates/rs;.cc m 2 s ulv 1991 . ~z
TIATUK  Seri Dr Mahathil
hlnhatnad  sa id  yrstcrday
th~Hiisiot~ on

that thP anlendtnetlt to the
Kelantan Constitution was
undetnorrali~.

Thr,  F’rirnc  Minister and
Umio  president said he.
nevertheless. mpected  Pas
to ;lppt‘al  against It.

Flc said rt was IImno’s
view that if the nnicndment
had been mattr prior to last

cotis~imi~ly.  tticln it Gas ap-
propriatt  that the two As-
sctt~bl~~iien  be stripped of
thtlir seats.

Howrmf~r.  hc said the: two
were clr>cted  under the be-
lirf that tht:v woulrl not lose
their scats ii they left to join
nnother nnrtv.

The p&pl~!. he said, were
not informed of the pre-con-
rlitions.

“We are not looking at
who were olerled but at the
tights of the people.” he said
in r~spnnse  to questions by
11cwstn~11  about the H i g h
Gnu *t drc%ion  at the Putra
Wor’d Trade Cent  re where
the Umno getma  assembly
was in session.

Asked whether the same
decision affected Sabah
where a sitmlar  anti-hop
law existed. I)r M a h a t h i r
said the situation was differ-

ent because thP pf%qGwere
w a r n e d  before the State
elcctions that State Asseni-
hlytncn  woultl  l o s e  t h e i r
seats if they snitched par-
tips.

Ask4 if he thought the
tlprision wnuid  encouratTe
more Scrnangnt  46 Assmi-
hlytnen  to join 1Jmno.  h e
said. “It is up to them but
that is not th(> issue,. T h e
issrtp  hem-  i s  flip penplc’s
rights.”

r)r Mahathir said the anti-
hop law was akin to crmt-
ing a law this year to punish
offences  t hi wet-c’  cntrmit-
ted last year.

If democracv and the nen-
pie’s rights &et-e uph’eld,
such laws should not be
have been formulated.

“It is like creating a law
now to punish anyone prrvi-
ouslv wcarine  blue clothes.
Flow&m.  if ti7C law was cre-
ntrd then. nnhndy would bc
wearing hluc.”  he ;tdtlcd.

Deputy  Umno prrsidrnt
Encik  Ghafar Baba said the
mrtv‘s  lawvers had bern iti-
&u&ted tn’fite another suit
against the Kelantan State
Assembly for expelling the
two IJmno members.

He said the action would
be based on the fact that
both mm were not Scti~ati-
gat ,I6 members (as found hy
1hP High Court in nnothcr
action) and wfrr thus not
subject to the anti-hop law.
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