08/ 03/ 2000

Di sm ssed: Star Papyrus' appeal against order to give case details

KUALA LUMPUR, Tues. - A defendant in a defamation suit relying on the
defence of justification has a clear duty to informthe plaintiff the
precise details he intends to justify, the Hi gh Court rul ed today.
Judge Datuk R K. Nathan said the defendant nust give full details of al
the facts he was relying on to support his defence.
"The particulars nust be sufficiently detailed not nerely to enable the
plaintiff to go to trial knowi ng the general lines of the case which is to
be made against him but to know the particular facts which the defendant
al | eges against himand which go to justify the inputation contained in
the libel."
Nat han said this when di sm ssing an appeal by Star Papyrus Printing Sdn
Bhd agai nst a Seni or Assistant Registrar's decision in ordering that they
furnish further details of their defence in respect of businessman Mrzan
Mahathir's RML50 million Iibel suit against it.
In a 36-page judgnent, he said Star Papyrus, via a letter, had inforned
Mrzan that sonme of the docunments requested for were in the hands of third
parties, namely Dow Jones Publishing Conpany (Asia) Inc, and could only be
made avail able at the trial
Nat han said Star Papyrus's attitide was "nmenial and subservient" in
conmplying with a request by Dow Jones to include the defences of consent,
justification, qualified privilege and fair comment after initially saying
it bore no nmalice agai nst Mrzan.
M rzan, the group executive chairman of Konsortium Perkapal an Berhad, is
sui ng Star Papyrus over an Asian Wall Street Journal article entitled
"Mahathir's Eldest Son Linmits Anbitions', witten by G Bruce Knecht which
was front-paged on Jan 4, |ast year. Star Papyrus is a subsidiary of Star
Publ i cat i ons Ber had.
In his statenment of claim Mrzan said that a paragraph in the article
inplied that he had built his business enpire as a willing beneficiary of
nepotism favouritismand privilege and not on his own ability.
He said his reputation was seriously damaged and brought into public
odi um scandal and contenpt.
Star Papyrus' defence was that it nmerely provided a roomfor Dow Jones
Publishing to keep its equi pment to receive the negative prints of the
contents of the AWE] transmitted by Dow Jones by el ectronic signals from
Hong Kong.
It denied it published or authorised the publication of the journal.
Gur neet Kaur Si dhu represented Star Papyrus while Datuk V. K. Lingam
appeared for Mrzan.
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