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IT WAS always thought that removing a
judge under our Constitution was
virtually impossible. It was thought that
the procedure laid out in Article 125 of
the Constitution was cumbersome though
such procedure was designed to protect
judicial independence. No one even
dreamt that within a space of 4 12
months three senior Supreme Court
judges could be dismissed under that
same procedure. It took Tun Dr Mahathir
Mohamad, the then prime minister, to
show Malaysians how simple such
operations were and how speedily they
could be carried out.

In tracing the sequence to this whole
saga we need to go back to the Supreme
Court's decision in John Berthelson vs.
Minister of Home Affairs delivered on Nov
3,1986. The relationship between the
Executive and the Judiciary began to
show signs of strains from the dale of that
decision. In that case the Supreme Court
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