PUTRAJAYA: Judges can be
criticised, the: Courtof Appeal :

said yesterday. .- -
~And contempt proceedmgs
agamst the - public’.-

Ramsaid.

- “0versens1t1v1ty to crmasm .
w1]1 lead to intellectual igno-- -
rance or, even worse, intel:

lectual arregance,” he -said,

~ adding that such proceedings - “
were_a-powerful weapon. m;

thejudicial armoury. -~ -

“As'such, he said, only in the i
- rarest -of -oceasions - should -~
contempt action be taken-as

cand. -
lawyers should be-sparingly
-used, judge Datuk’ Gopal Sri g

judges were not beyond criti=" -

cism.

‘He sald it WOuld be con-:r:
“tempt of court if a particular -

statement alleged thatajudge
took a bribe or a Judl(:la,l Oﬁiv e

«cer was stupid.
:8ri Ram made this rema,rk

‘in-allowing an appeal-by a -

British expairiate to set-aside

afine;of RM3,000 by a lower -
- court whlch -had found hlm i

: gu]]ty of contefnpt.

“The: conterpt proceedmgsf»

stemmed from a eivil suit be-

tween Tiew Keng Huat alias -
“Teo Keng Huat'and 12 mem-
-bers of the Pantai Panaroma’

<Owners and Residents’ Asso-
“ciationyin Kuala:-Lumpur:-

~In setting dside the: convic- -
“tion and fine, SriRam allewed

“anapplication by tax consul-- .~
Richard . ‘Thornton’s
~counsel, Wong Kian Kheong, - ;|gn0rance Ol'
. for highexcosts to'be paid as. -+

Tiew had interfered Wlth the e

tant

hherty of Thornton. o
“Sitting with Sri-Ram were

Datuk Suriyadi Halim Omar:

~and Datuk Abdul Hamid Em-~

bong. Their™ decision- was .

unammous

An elated Thernton, 73,

told - reporters -outside . the.
court, “I am ovexjoyed by the

, dec1510n of this court”.
Sri- Ram. said "

; gmtmds of: anerrorman affi-

ings as “astorm ina tea cup”
‘and that there was no prima

facie:: contempt agamst :
. Thornton. - i }
“His a.fﬁdawt did not brmg :

-the justice system intodisre-

‘pute nor'was it a scurrilous . .

atta,ck on the ]udge, he sa.ld
~

‘ “Thornton .-
“could not -have . committed -
‘contempt - merely”: on “the. -

,'to mtellectual

ieven worse
]mtellectual \
{arrogance. » :

?,

: of aﬁ'alrs

ersens'tmty to o ?{’“"%ﬁgm the 12,
" swhich “included  :Thornton,  ~

: crlthsm Wl“ Iead - _seeking a-declaration thathe
: was a-commiftee member of -

: theassomahon

-~ court to vary: the. order .
Sn Ram\

“Sri Ram ‘said -if the court
started to act on-erroneeus
" affidavits, then it would ‘be. -
flooded - with’ contempt /of
';‘courtcases e
-7 “Such affidavits a.re ﬁledby

- lawyers and some donoteven
- know how to ta.]kmcourt,” he:
said, U
-+ Spi Ram sald 1f the COlr- -
- tempt  jurisdiction- was - im-
_properly exercised, - the -ad--

ministration of justice: ‘would

i\m 28(a| 2006

On Sept:

In - November; the: 1udgef~

: made adecision in favour-of -
.= Tiew. who then obtained a
o writ - of sale: and -seizvre; -
- whichincluded an order to-
" enter Thorfon’s premlses by
“ force to recover costs.

- Thornton’ apphed »to the -

through an affidav

10, 2004 and filed an addi- -
- tional affidavita monthlater. -

“That was when Tlew initi-

~ated contempt proceedings.
“against - Thornton, ~alleging -

that e had made offending -
statements in one of h]s affi- i :

: davms

Among them were that the :
judge did not record any.com- -

“mittal proceedingsor take ac--
.. tionagainst Thornton.” ..~

‘OnDec 8;last year, the ngh

2+ Court: found Thornton ‘guilty
- of contempt of court and ﬁned,
~him RM3,000. ‘
‘come to a grinding halt and
this would be a terrible state.

“He paid the ﬁne but ﬁled an .

appea.L




