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Lawyer

KUALA LUMPUR: The
defence team in the Da-
tuk Seri Anwar Ibrahim
corruption trial informed
the court yesterday that it
will make an application
today to impeach the tes-
timony of Azizan Abu Ba-
kar.

Counsel Gurbachan
Singh told Justice S. Au-
gustine Paul after a five-
minute break at 3.20pm
yesterday that the de-
fence would also be ap-
plying to interview two
prosccution witnesses be-
fore carrying out the im-
peachment proceedings.

However, Justice Paul
suggested to Gurbachan
Singh that he need not im-
peach the former driver
of Datin Seri Dr Wan Azi-
zah Ismail until after the
prosecution had conclud-
ed its case as “'there’s a
new rule in prima facie
evidence.”

Justice Paul: 1t will be a
waste of time, in the
¢vent defence is not
called. T did some check-
ing up, | feel that it is bet-
ter that you do so at the
end of it

Gurbachan: We will ad-
dress your Lordship on
that. Could we do it later?

At the end of the after-
noon session, Gurbachan
Singh informed the court
that he would definitely
finish cross-cxamining
Azizan by lunch break to-
day but was not sure
whether co-counsel Chris-
topher Fernando could do
the same.

Earlier, at 2.20pm when
the afternoon session be-
gan, Azizan, 38, had told
the court that he was not
sure whether he had gonc
five times to the office of
a lawyer called Sukdev
Singh, but denied that he
had gone there after Aug
10.

Azizan said that when
he lodged a police report
on Sept 16, he was not
shown a copy of a statu-
tory declaration allegedly
made by him at Sukdev
Singh’s office on Aug 10,

“Can you tell the court,
which part of the statu-
tory declaration is not
true?” asked Gurbachan
Singh.

Senior DPP Azahar Mo-
hamed objected to the
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question as the statutory
declaration had not been
produced in court.

Gurbachan Singh ar-
gued thal the defence was
entitled to cross-examine
on that point because the
witness had admitted to
making the declaration.

Judge: Can (you) re-
member?

Azizan: 1 cannot re-
member the contents of
the statutory declaration
now.

Gurbachan: You said
_that you had read the stat-
utory declaration on Aug
10 in Mr Sukdev Singh's
office. Can you tell the
court what was not true?
Can you remember what
was not true at that time?

Azizan: As far as | can
remember, the statutory
declaration was not true.
It contained a sentence
denying that 1 had made a
sworn statement (which
contained allegations that
Anwar had repeatedly so-
domised him), dated Aug
5 last year.

Gurbachan: Is that all?

Azizan: As far as I can
remember, that’s all.

Gurbachan Singh then
went on to other areas.
When asked about his
meeting with the Prime
Minister on Aug 24, Azi-
zan said: “'l was scared if
the accused found out
about my meeting with
the Prime Minister.”

Gurbachan: You never
lodged a police report re-
garding your fear of Da-
tuk Seri Anwar, right?

Azizan: Yes, right. Be-
cause at that time, the ac-
cusced was still in power.

Gurbachan: You knew
that Datuk Seri Anwar

the true story.
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3. Azizan testified that Anwar was not involved
in the death of his pregnant wife.
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was sacked on Sept 2?
Azizan: Yes, I knew.
Gurbachan: What

caused vou to make 4 re-

port only on Sept 16?

At this juncture, Senior
DPP Mohd Yusof Zainal
Abiden stood up to object
on the grounds that the
question was improper
and that Azizan had an-
swered the question.

Gurbachan: [ think 1
should be atlowed to ask
the question. My question
was ‘What prompted him
to make the report on
Sept 16 when he knew Da-
tuk Seri Anwar was
sacked on Sept 27’

Judge: Maybe you
should ask him ‘Why
didn't he report immedi-
ately after Datuk Seri An-
war was sacked?’

When Gurbachan Singh
repeated the question
suggested by Justice
Paul, Azizan answered:
“(I lodged the report) af-
ter [ thought Datuk Seri
Anwar was nol in power
any more. Whatever that 1
signed, the statutory dec-
laration dated Aug 10,
was not true. I was forced
to sign. It is not true and
without my consent.”

Gurbachan: Arec you
saying that the whole of
the statutory declaration
is not true?

Mohd Yusof objected to
the question in Bahasa
Malaysia but was inter-
rupted by Gurbachan
Singh who asked that the
objection be made in En-
glish so that the witness
would not understand the
aim of the objection.

Justice Paul said there

who is purporiedly one of Anwar's man.

was no general ruling on
the use of the language
and that it depended on
the nature of the question.

When Gurbachan Singh
explained that his ques-
tion was a follow-up to
Azizan’s answer to the
previous question, Mohd
Yusof said: “l think, I
have no objection to ob-
jecting in English.”

Judge: The reason I'm
allowing this is that he
had earlier said it's not
true but now it's more ef-
fective. He said “it was
not true and without his
consent.”

Mohd Yusof: It's very
difficult for this witness
1o be asked a question af-
ter he has said “I can't re-
member.”

The judge then ordered
that the question bc re-
peated and Azizan an-
swered: “As far as [ can
remember, my home ad-
dress, my name were
truc. [ don't know the
writer and publisher of

the book and I am not in-

volved in the publication
and distribution of the
book 50 Dalil Mengapa
Anwar Tak Boleh Menjadi
PM (50 Reasons Why An-
war Cannot be PM).”

As Gurbachan Singh
proceeded with questions
on the statutory declara-
tion, Senior DPP Datuk
Abdul Gani Patail stood
up to object al one point
to his way of questioning
which Abdul Gani said
amounted to ‘‘putting
words inmo his {Azizan's)
mouth.”

When asked why he did
not ask Sukdev Singh to
amend the paragraph
which he said was not
true, Azizan said the law-
yer had told him to leave
the senlence as it was.

Gurbachan: And vou
agreed?

Azizan: | felt scared.




My mind was disturbed.
Fear overcame my mind.

Gurbachan: What you
said about paragraph five
being false, was not true?

Abdul Gani objected
again, saying Gurbachan
Singh was confusing the
witness by putting a “dou-
ble negative’ in his ques-
tion: “The first rule is not
going by double-negative.
Here he is going by triple
negatives.”

Judge (smiling): The
rule says no double-nega-
tive, not triple-negative.

The judge's remark was
followed by laughter
from those in the public
galtlery.

Azizan: | agree that
paragraph five was un-
true. That was a lic by me
because I was asked by

the police who took my
statement whether “I had
been frightened or threat-
ened to be put under ISA
(Internal Security Act) by
the Special Branch to sign
the sworn statement dat-
ed Aug 5, 1997, and about
the accident in which my
wife died.

Azizan said the RM10
for the statutory declara-
tion was paid for by Suk-
dev Singh.

He said that he was
frightened into making
the statutory declaration.

“One of Anwar's men,
Ma'amin Latip, frequent-
ly contacted me,” he add-
ed.

When Gurbachan Singh
contended that the entire
statutory declaration was
drafted by Sukdev Singh

“impeach Azizan

based on Azizan's instruc-
tions and told Azizan to
answer either ‘yes' or ‘no’,
Mohd Yusof objected
stating that the witness
could not give such an-
swers to the guestion.

Abdul Gani interjected
that Gurbachan Singh’s
question was ‘further
compounded” by incom-
plete phrases like “Juga
katakan (Also put)” in-
stead of “Saya juga kata-
kan kepada kamu (I also
put it 1o you that).

“It is very difficult to
understand his Malay,"
said Abdul Gani.

Gurbachan: I don't
know why my learned
friend is so fussy over it.
Everybody including the
witness understands ex-
cept the DPP.
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