26/ 07/ 2001

Anwar appeal s agai nst conviction, sentence

KUALA LUMPUR, Wed. - Datuk Seri Anwar Ibrahimtoday filed a petition of
appeal against his conviction and sentence by the Hi gh Court for
sodom sing forner driver Azizan Abu Bakar.

The petition was filed in the Court of Appeal registry by the law firm
of S.N. Nair and Partners.

Present at the filing was one of Anwar's lawyers S.N. Nair and Anwar's
wife Datin Seri Dr Wan Azi zah Wan | smai |

In the petition which listed 24 grounds, Anwar is seeking to set aside
the conviction and nine-year jail sentence by Hi gh Court judge Datuk
Arifin Jaka.

Anwar was found guilty and sentenced to jail by Arifin on Aug 8 | ast
year for sodonising Azizan at the Tivoli Villas apartnment in Bangsar
bet ween January and March 1993.

Arifin had ordered the sentence to run consecutively with Anwar's si x-
year jail termfor corrupt practices. (Anwar's appeal against this
convi ction and sentence i s pending before the Federal Court.)

Anwar's adopted brot her Sukna Dar mawan Sasmitaat Madja, who was jointly
charged with him was sentenced to six years in jail and two strokes of
the rotan for sodomi sing Azizan at the sane tine and pl ace.

Sukma was al so sentenced to another six years in jail and another two
strokes of the rotan for abetting Anwar in sodom sing Azizan at the same
time and pl ace.

Arifin had ordered the jail sentences to run concurrently. Both Anwar
and Suknma had pl eaded not guilty.

In his petition, Anwar said Arifin erred inlawand in fact in calling
for his defence when the prosecution failed to adduce even the primary
evi dence required to support the charge.

Anwar contended that Arifin also erred when he held that Azizan was a
credible, reliable and trustworthy w tness despite the overwhel ni ng
evi dence to the contrary.

He said the judge erred in failing to i npeach Azi zan when he (Azi zan)
was not able to explain or reconcile the glaring and obvious
contradictions in his evidence despite being given the opportunity.

Anwar cont ended that the decision of the judge, his untenable rulings
and findings were clearly and patently agai nst the weight of the evidence.

He said Arifin erred in holding that he (Anwar) had not established his
al i bi despite the cogent evidence adduced to cover the entire rel evant
peri od.

Anwar said the judge also erred when he ruled that the Prine M nister
(Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhamad) was not a rel evant witness.

He al so contended that the judge failed to appreci ate the charge agai nst
hi mwas fal se and basel ess fromthe very fact that it had to be anended
several tinmes.

On the sentence i nposed on him Anwar contended that it was grossly
excessive and unconscionable in all the circunstances.

Meanwhi |l e, Anwar also filed a separate petition of appeal against a
decision by Arifin on June 16, 1999, rejecting a defence application to
stri ke out the charge against him

In this petition, Anwar said Arifin was wong in law and in fact to have
al l oned the prosecution to indiscrimnately nake several anendnents to the
date of the charge
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