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'KUALA LUMPUR: Bloggers '

are liable for defamation —
just as in other forms of com-

munication, lawyers and other -

expertssaid. . .
Kuala Lumpur Bar chair-

man Lim Chee Wee said state-

'ments on the Internet were

simply writings in a different -

medium, "
“You can -call them' blogs,

online - forums, " - websites,
they're all subject to the’same

defamation laws if ‘offending
statements are published,” he
said. - Cesi
Lim agreed with Prime Min-

mad Badawi; who said in Lon-
don on Tuesday that although

bloggers would not be restriet-

ed, they could be subject to

- defamation, sedition. and oth--

erlaws. .~ - ,
“They cannot hide or take
advantage "of a situation and

- do something against thelaw,”

he said.
- “T also welcome the prime

minister’s * -statement- - that
blogs will not be censored,” .

Limsaid. -

- ~Law expert Prof Dr Shad”
Saleem Farugi said there was -

no doubt the rules of defama-

~tion applied to blogs and Inter-

net forums.

ers subject

" ister Datuk Seri Abdullah Ah- . *
- covers every form of commu-
nication in whatever form,

’ V,“The, deﬁrﬁtion of -speech

written or symbolic. There is

no doubt that bloggers: are -
- subject to the same rules.” . -
- Asked whether defamation:
laws in the West were. more .
advanced * than Malaysia’s, .
_Shad Saleem said, “In fact we

tend to give pedple much more
freedom to .defame. because
we-have no privacy laws un-
like most Western countries”

" Lawyer - Datuk - Dominic

“Puthucheary, who has repre-
sented a major local publica-- -
" tion against defamation, said;

“Our. laws on - defamation

- sheuld be governed by Article

- Puthucheary  also drew

10 of the Federal Cohsﬁfution ‘
which provides for freedom of

speech, unless limited by Par- -

liament.”

- There is no law restricting
people on the content of their

blogs, he said. But “if some-

. thing is either spoken or writ-
tenina permanent form, itis _
liable for defamation accord-

ing to basic common law”. -

That was his advice to a .

politician on a statement that -

had been taken from the Inter-. .

net and broadcast. T
i 3
line between private and pub-

“lic individuals: “A defamatory

statement againstea: private

“person is actionable,” he said.

-

a

o same rul
\\\b’(——gy\\\uﬂs7 .‘

- “When it comes topublicin-
terest issues and the conduct
“of . public - officers; it is ‘not.
" defamatory in some jurisdic-

tions unless. there is reckless
disregard for the truth, But it

-is stillan open question here.” -
- Theformer Member of Par-
liament " said . the: legislature.

shquld draft laws to deal with

_ defamation in the “new forms

of communication™.
Lawyer .

“to ‘ensure that protection is
given both to bloggers and
those who are the subject of
discussion on the Internet”.
National Union of Journal-

&

] " Nahendran’
Navaratnam agreed that-leg- -
" jislative changes were needed

ists " president Norila Mohd
Daud 'said it 'was logical that
defamation laws would apply

"0 blog postings.

- “Right now our laws do not
cover hlogs or online forums,

* but 1 think it’s simple logic that
“a_defamatory. statement can

reach the public via any medi-
um, by newspapers, maga-

- zines or the Internet.” . .

‘Norila also agreed thatblog--
gers had to exercise caution
on their websites,” = - .

“It is true that bloggers have

. to-be responsible. You can ex-

‘press _your opinions but we
have to see it from the point of

. view of the people who are

named,” she said.
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