05/ 05/ 2003

Poi nt - by-point rebuttal in letter to ~Econom st'

KOTA BARU, Sun. - The CGovernnent's official letter to The Economist to
counter issues raised in its article on Malaysia entitled A qualified
success, was acconpani ed by a point-by-point rebuttal to clainms nade by
the witer Christopher Lockwood.

Nati onal Economi ¢ Action Council executive director Datuk Mistapa
Mohanmed, who signed the letter, said today the letter incorporated the
mai n facts of the article which the Governnent felt should be corrected by
the nmagazine while the rebuttal dealt with the factual errors in detail

"The letter and rebuttal were sent to The Econonmist on Friday and the
magazi ne has acknow edged receiving them the sane day.

"In the letter, we urged the nmagazine to publish the letter and the
poi nt - by-point rebuttal as soon as possible, preferably in its next
i ssue,” he said.

He said acting Prime Mnister Datuk Seri Abdullah Ahnad Badawi had given
his approval to the contents of the letter and rebuttal before they were
faxed to the nmmgazi ne.

Mist apa was speaking after chairing the Ml aysian chapter of
Organisation for Industrial, Spiritual and Cultural Advancenent, of which
he is the president.

"The Governnment feels that the article does not paint a correct picture
of the success of Ml aysia and Prinme Mnister Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir
Mohamead.

"So, we feel it is appropriate for corrections to be made to change that
perception,” he said.

Must apa was asked to el aborate on Abdull ah's statenent yesterday that
another letter had been sent to The Economi st to correct factual mistakes
in the article which insulted Dr Mahathir.

Abdul | ah said the nmagazine's editor-in-chief in London had replied to a
letter fromthe Home Mnistry which had expressed reservations about the
article.

He said the nagazine was prepared to correct and apol ogise for factual
m srepresentation, but was standing by the views presented in the article.

Abdul I ah said the magazine was willing to give Ml aysia the opportunity
to rebut clains nade by the witer.
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