' DATUK: Param Cumaraswamy ..works
- on the basis of suspicions and his-own

Tangible evidence-is not necessary. - - -
‘As:1 said (Speak Up, April 8),- formet

Anti-Corruption ' Agency director-gen- - '
" eral Datuk Shafee Yahya's statement was

merely his version.of what was said at a
meeting between’ him and me. He miay
swear but that still does not prove he was
telling the wholé truth.

I could:-have sued-him for libel but | too -

can only:submit my-sworn version of the
verbal exchange between him and.me. The

judges would have to determine whio was.
telling a lie and this the judges could notdo.

with any certainty.

Consequently; | did not thmk itwas
worthwhile .for me: to.-sue -or-even to -
_defend myself: F1 had done anything wrong,‘v .

the government agen
investigate and.decide:
that [ had done nothing

1 had every right to.call-up-an offrcer’

against whomi allegations had béén made

by another officer. | suppose Paramas a- -~
~he pomted out that

lawyer knows that a persomis: not guilty
\{ntrl proven otherW|se S

perception of everything and-everyone:.
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he be appomted governor of the central

~bank?. -

Today, there are”lots” of cases of
susplcrons of ‘corruption and-abuse of
~ power in the government. But Param has

not made any critical comment, much léss

take up the cases or even write and make
known his suspicions and demand for a:

commission of inquiry.” :
~Astothe vrdeotapmg of (Datuk) VK.

S same person who provrded the wdeos) '
had: sued me for: RM100 million because I,

in tWO parts Anwar was tampermg Wlth

: ing Unit (EPUy head
- had not been proven guilty: So why cannot

any wrongdoing, therefos
sion.that there wasno case ‘a

evidence. And he claims he has more

video clips to release. The video clips are
obviously-being withheld and their value
as evidence is questionable.

I'hadalready explained-to the (Royal)
Commission that there is nothing in the law
to bar- me from listening to anybody’s view

- of a candidate for the bench.
.But who | recommend is > my own deci--

sion. Lingam may have inflienced 2d judges,

“etc; butthat did not mean 'made a decision

based on-his views. The-real truth is that 1
had never been lobbied by Lingam.:

_Param seems ever ready to denigrate.
r arryone who did not. do what he expects. -
" them: fo'do:. Thus; because the:late at-
torney-general Tan. Sri Mohtar Abduilah )

cleared then-chie

mustaiso be in the.same category

_In- fact, he' condemned Mohtars
’ : L : | - sian laws is.concerried, the ratifica--

o Guantanamo Bay.. -

“to Param; found his.sta 0Es: -
libellous: -But ~then all- these

decision during my era, implying
" that had been responsible for all ..

of-Mohtar's decisions. Whatis his

. proof that all of Mohtar’s decisions
“wereinfluenced by me? Again his.-
~apparent reason is because of-his

suspicion. and his contempt for

anyone who did-not decrde the -
' way he expects. :

“o4 THjust: wonder-how he was -
sappointed by the United Nations to

be the rapporteur-on the commis-

-sionfooking into the independence
-.of-thejudiciary and lawyers: He
‘already had a biased opinioh of
them as evidenced by his state--
‘mentinhis letterabout “Malaysia’s -
- internationally discredited judrcrary :
i and fegal system”. :
"% Hisreport-on’ them cannot be :
regarded.-as impartial.- <

Asfaras his rmmumty to Malay-

tion-by Malaysia of the Convention..
onPrivileges cannot possibly cover
personal attacks"agamst private-
individuals.* Otherwise: -people’
--on-the UN commissions can. do-
<|nc|udmg as-
' mentioned, murder. When im-
L munity is grant
- -that the personc
behave with. propriety atid would:
| not abuse it. The réport should be
‘submitted to the UN authorities:

anythmg they lik

It must not be made-use of by

s the ‘author to:sgore against help---
less -individuals. That would be '+
- abusing the 4mmun|ty conferred e s
. The only problem is that Param

In-any case, the UN. imposes:
- its rule on -only weak countries
“that cannot defend themselves: :

- Powerful “‘countrigs. can ‘totally

Itis-contemptible. -

disregard . the ~UN. hehce

‘No Malaysian court;a

cotirts; according to ‘Param, areg
mternatronally discredited.”
Their not finding Param’s state-

- ments libellous should be rejected

especially by Param, because it

would be made- by discredited-:

tis expected:
cemed wolld. -

- courts. Why is Param citing these

courts’ decrsrons to back his
claim?

Had 1 volunteered to -appear
in-court to clear: my reputation, |
would be at the mercy of these
mternatlonaliy -discredited courts
also. If they did not find me guilty,
then Param would say the court is
a.discredited court.

. This of course: would be consrd—
ered by him asirrefutable evidence
that my. sworn' testimony -was
wrong. You are damned if you do
and you are-damned if youi don't.

In:anycase; he insists.that the
statements of these three high

~officials of our enforcement agen-
. ciés (The AG;the head of thie ACA

and the polrce) arevery. unsetding.
This is.a-nice’ way of saying- he
believes they are lying:

These officials.are not saying
this inimy or Eusoff Chin‘s-era. How
does he conclude they arelying?
Would he-appear in court to,say
these officials are lying.in the era
of Datuk SeriAbdullah? -

Param.- has “gonhe’ through
great lengths to-assert that1 had .
abused-and consolidated power

“when I'was prime minister He has

not.shown a shred: of admissible -
evidence to’ how: that 1 had done

" this. Only surmises and personal’

opinion. Do you. convict people

"based onthese? *

Stlll I wou{d be happy to face

‘has already concluded that they

would:not-have integrity. Onlyif
he himself makes up a one-man
commission would the result be

-acceptable to him: That s the kind
. of judicial approach he apparently

believes in.

hate to thmk that the world
might take: this bttter man-and
his. personal hatred ‘as -typical
of Malaysians. ‘We ‘have better
people:who are representatlve of

‘,the Malaysran character.. » k
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