27 JAN 1999
Court - Anwar ( Conpl ai nt)
NO COVPLAI NT AGAI NST ANWAR

KUALA LUMPUR, Jan 27 (Bernama) -- The Hi gh Court here was told that
until today there is no conplaint or police report |odged by anyone agai nst
Datuk Seri Anwar |brahimfor bribery, corruption or abuse of office.

Def ence counsel Gurbachan Singh subm tted that even forner Special
Branch director Datuk Mohaned Sai d Awang, his deputy Datuk Amir Junus and
investigating officer SAC 1 Musa Hassan did not nake any conpl ai nt agai nst
Anwar .

"Surely there cannot be any investigation into any all eged crine
wi thout a conplaint. P56 (police report by Mohaned Aznin Ali, Anwar's
forner private secretary) and P16 (police report by ASP Zull Aznam Haron,
Anwar's forner ADC) are not conpl aints against Datuk Seri Anwar |brahim"
he sai d.

He said that in fact the police report by Zull Aznam was nmade on behal f
of Anwar on the advice of Mohamed Said and Amir, therefore, he was the
conpl ai nant .

Counsel said the report by Azm n was al so not a conpl ai nt agai nst Anwar
but a conplaint of crimnal defamation agai nst the author of the book, "50
Dal il Mengapa Anwar Ti dak Bol eh Jadi PM' (50 Reasons Wiy Anwar Cannot Be
PM .

"The police have clearly msused the police report P56 to investigate
Dat uk Seri Anwar |brahimand to | aunch this prosecution," he said.

He said it was worth noting that the investigation of P16 was closed in
August or Septenber 1997 and reopened on June 23 1998, just after the Umo
general assenbly and the statenment from Mohaned Said and Amir under Section
112 of the Crim nal Procedure Code (CPC) was taken in Septenber 1998.

"Datuk Seri Anwar |brahi mwas disnssed fromoffice on Sept 2, 1998
all the above smack of political and ulterior notives," he said.

Qur bachan Singh was submitting on no case to answer in the trial of
Anwar on four charges of corrupt practice in that he used his public
position to interfere in police investigations into allegations of sexua
m sconduct agai nst him

Anwar, 51, the former deputy prinme mnister and forner finance
mnister, is charged under Section 2 (1) of the Emergency (Essenti al
Power s) Ordi nance 1970 which carries a maxi mrum 14 years inprisonnment or
RM20, 000 fine, or both, upon conviction.

Today is the second day of the defence subm ssion on the 48th day of
the trial before Justice Datuk S. Augustine Paul

Gur bachan Singh read out his witten subnission after counsel
Chri st opher Fernando ended his. Another defence counsel, Haji Sul ai man
Abdul I ah, will submit when the court resunmes at 9amt onorrow.

The judge will decide whether to call Anwar to enter his defence after
hearing the subnissions fromboth sides after the prosecution closed its
case.

On anot her point, Gurbachan Singh subnmitted that Miusa's evi dence
clearly showed that he, as the investigating officer, did not conduct the
i nvestigation fromall angles and probabilities.

"Absol utely no investigation was carried out fromthe angle that the
al | egations could have been actuated by nalice and fabricated for politica
nmotive, especially in viewof the timng of the allegations and the
obviously political purpose of including the allegations in the Buku 50
Dalil, which was produced for distribution at the 1998 Unmo general



assenbl y, "he sai d.

Duri ng his two-hour subm ssion, Gurbachan Singh was interrupted by Pau
several tinmes when he touched on the sane issues or points already covered
by his two col | eagues, Fernando and Raj a Azi z Addruse.

To save the court's tine, Paul promised to read through Gurbachan's
63- page submi ssion which counsel earlier admtted overl apped Fernando's and
Raj a Azi z's.

On anot her point, Gurbachan Singh said the evidence of Mohaned Sai d,
Amir and two of his officers was "shocki ng" because they coul d remenber
such details even without their pocket diaries.

"I's it humanly possible to renenber such exact details as to the tine
and the conversations? It is submtted that the evidence of the said
wi tnesses with such exact and mnute details is inmpossible and incredible.
It is subnmitted that they nust all have been coached to give such detail ed
evi dence, " he said.

@ur bachan singh said the secret was reveal ed when ACP Mazl an Mohaned
Din said that he was given his 112 CPC statenent by Miusa who had deni ed
giving any statenment to witnesses as the statenents were privil aged.

He said the 112 CPC statenment was a privilaged docunent and no
wi t nesses should be given it to refresh their nenory and by giving it to
them it would anobunt to coaching.

He said there was anpl e evidence from Mohaned Said that Prinme M nister
Dat uk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhanmad, after the police investigation, disnissed
the all egati ons as absurd.

"He (Dr Mahathir) said only a stupid person would believe the
all egations. So inherently incredible are the allegations that no right
t hi nki ng person woul d believe them" he said.

He submitted that Anwar should be accorded the tinme honoured | ega
principle of benefit of the doubt and asked the court to hold that the
prosecution had failed to nake out a prinma facie case agai nts Anwar.

@ur bachan Singh al so submitted that at the time Mohaned Said and Anir
gave their evidence, they were on | eave prior to retirenent and had not
received their gratuity and pension yet.

He said Amir had admitted that if they did any wong, disciplinary
action could be taken against themand that the pension was an eligibility
and not an entitlenent.

"The said witnesses are actuated by the desire of self-preservation and
whenever possible to overstate things against the accused. They have every
motive to excul pate thensel ves at the expense of Datuk Seri Anwar |brahim?"
he sai d.

He added that they, thus, had their own purpose to serve and to save
their own skin. Clearly they could all be charged for aiding and abetting
at | east, he added.
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