
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Annex I 

 

Guidance Note for the provision of information by States parties for 

the eighth intersessional meeting of the Working Group on 

Prevention from 21 to 23 August 2017 

 
1. The Secretariat has produced this Guidance Note to assist States parties and signatories in providing 
information as to initiatives and practices they have implemented regarding the two topics under 
consideration at the eighth intersessional meeting of the Working Group on Prevention taking place from  
21 to 23 of August 2017. 

 
2. The Secretariat wishes to recall paragraph 12 of the report of the Working Group on Prevention on its 
second intersessional meeting, in which the Group recommended that States parties should be invited to 
share their experiences of implementing the provisions of the Convention under consideration in advance 
of each meeting, preferably by using the self-assessment checklist. 

 

3. In furtherance of this, the Secretariat outlines below a selection of issues based on the questions from 
the self-assessment checklist that States parties may wish to use as a guide when providing information 
regarding the two topics under consideration. States parties are encouraged to view the information below 
only as guidance and remain free to provide any information believed to be relevant to the topics under 
consideration. 

 

I - Information requested from States parties in relation to integrity in 

criminal justice institutions (arts. 7, 8 and 11) 

 
1. Please describe (cite and summarize) the measures/steps your country has taken, if any, (or is 

planning to take, together with the related appropriate time frame) to ensure full compliance with 

these provisions of the Convention, to strengthen integrity in criminal justice institutions, including 

the judiciary, prosecution services, police, prison services and court personnel, where applicable. 

 
In relation to measures concerning article 7 of the Convention and the public sector, States parties and 
signatories may wish to cite and summarize measures that: 

 
 Establish and strengthen systems to ensure transparency and accountability in the recruitment, 

hiring, retention, promotion and retirement of public officials in criminal justice institutions, 
including whether specific procedures exist for the recruitment and hiring of senior officials in 
criminal justice institutions, if they are different from other civil servants;

 Implement adequate procedures for the selection and training of individuals for public positions 
considered especially vulnerable to corruption in criminal justice institutions and the rotation, 
where appropriate, of such individuals to other positions; and
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 Prescribe criteria concerning candidature for and election to public office for members of criminal 
justice institutions, if applicable, as well as measures to enhance transparency in the funding of 
candidatures and of contributions to political parties, where applicable.

 

In relation to article 8 of the Convention and measures to establish or promote codes of conduct by 
criminal justice institutions, States parties and signatories may wish to cite and summarize measures that: 

 

 Establish or improve procedures, rules and regulations for the reporting, including by members of 
criminal justice institutions, of acts of corruption to appropriate authorities and the mechanisms 
for the protection of reporting persons;

 Establish or strengthen existing disciplinary procedures and mechanisms to enforce codes of 
conduct or ethics, standards of professional conduct and conflict of interest legislation; and

 Detect and prevent possible conflicts of interest, such as systems requiring members of criminal 
justice institutions to make declarations to appropriate authorities regarding, inter alia, their 
outside activities, employment, investments, income, assets and substantial gifts or benefits from 
which a conflict of interest may result, including as they take office and regularly during the 
performance of their public functions.

 

In relation to article 11 and measures to promote the independence, integrity and impartiality of members 
of the judiciary and prosecution services, States parties and signatories may wish to cite and summarize 
measures that: 

 

 Disseminate information and build awareness of existing national and international standards of 
judicial integrity, such as the Basic Principles on the Independence of the Judiciary, the Bangalore 
Principles on Judicial Conduct, the Guidelines on the Role of Prosecutors and the Standards of 
Professional Responsibility and Statement of the Essential Duties and Rights of Prosecutors;

 Implement or improve existing induction and ongoing training requirements and curricula for 
members of the judiciary and prosecution services, particularly in terms of codes of conduct, 
integrity and independence;

 Establish or improve existing mechanisms to evaluate performance of members of the judiciary 
and the prosecution services, including by promoting the transparency of evaluation reports, 
where appropriate;

 Procedures governing asset declarations by judges and how they are used to prevent conflicts of 
interest, including in relation to the assignment of cases;

 Improve transparency, accountability and efficiency in procedures for case assignment and 
distribution;

 Provide ethical guidance or advice to officials of criminal justice institutions in relation to the 
performance of their duties, their relationship with actors outside the judicial process, such as the 
media and non-governmental organizations, or with regard to their use of new technologies and 
social media; and

 Assess the risks of corruption as well as the integrity and effectiveness of the judiciary, 
prosecution service and court system more broadly, including by soliciting inputs from court 
users, other stakeholders and the general public.

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

The Malaysian constitutional and legal framework to ensure the 

independence and integrity of the judiciary are provided for under the 

Federal Constitution and the Judicial Appointments Commission Act 

2009 (Act 695). The superior court system of Malaysia has a three-tier 

superior court system: 

1)     the Federal Court- as the highest court of the country ; 

2)     the Court of Appeal -as an intermediary court between the Federal 

Court and the High Courts; and 

3)     the High Court of Malaya and the High Court of Sabah and 

Sarawak- as the lowest of the three-tier superior courts 

 

Independence and integrity of the Judiciary  
a. Insulation from politics 

The Federal Constitution of Malaysia under Part IX (Art.121-131A) 

provides specific provisions to secure judicial independence from the 

control and interference of the executive and the legislature. The judicial 

power of the Federation is provided under Article 121(1) that there shall be 

two high courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction and status and they shall have 

jurisdiction and powers as may be conferred by or under federal law. 

 

Article 127of the Federal Constitution of Malaysia stipulates as follows: 

 

The conduct of a judge of the Federal Court, the Court of Appeal or a 

High Court shall not be discussed in either House of Parliament except on 

a substantive motion of which notice has been given by not less than one 

quarter of the total number of members of that House, and shall not be 

discussed in the Legislative Assembly of any State. 

 

b. Contempt Of Court 

 

Article 126 of the Constitution confers on the courts the power to punish 

for contempt any person who, by word or deed, interferes with the 

administration of justice or challenges the dignity or independence of the 

courts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

c. Judicial Immunity 

 

Judicial immunity is an aspect of judicial independence. In the 

performance of their judicial functions (emphasis added) all judges are 

immune from the law of torts and crime:- 

 

i. Section 6 (3) of the Government Proceedings Act 1956 provides no 

proceedings shall lie against the Government by virtue of Sec.5 in 

respect of anything done or omitted to be done by any person while 

discharging or purporting to discharge any responsibilities of a 

judicial nature vested in him, or any responsibilities which he has 

connection with the execution of judicial process. 

ii. Section 14 of the Courts of Judicature Act 1964 confers that no 

Judge or other person acting judicially shall be liable to be sued in 

any civil court for any act done or ordered to be done by him in the 

discharge of his judicial duty 

iii. The Defamation Act 1957 (Revised 1983) in section 11(1) confers 

absolute privilege on reports of judicial proceedings including 

pleadings, judgments, sentences or findings. 

iv. Article 122AB(1) of the Federal Constitution provides immunities 

for Judicial Commissioners but no explicit protection for other 

judges. 

 

Appointment of judges of Federal Court, Court of Appeal and High Courts 
 

The Constitution provides the number of judges for the superior courts 

so that it is not easily possible for the government to pack the courts with 

political nominees. Under Articles 122, 122A and 122AA, currently the 

numbers are: 

 

i. The maximum number of judges for the Federal Court is eleven ( by 

PU(A)163/2009) 

ii. For the Court of Appeal, it is thirty-two. ( by the Constitution of the 

High Courts (Judges) Order 2006, PU (A) 384, 4 Oct. 2006) 

iii. The membership of the High Court in Malaya increased to sixty ( by 

PU(A) 164/2009) 

iv. In the High Court in Sabah and Sarawak the number increased to 

thirteen (by the Constitution of the High Courts (Judges) Order 2006, 

PU (A) 384, 4 Oct. 2006) 

 

However in a contradictory move the Constitution gives power to the King 

to increase the number of superior court judges ( Refer to Articles 122(1), 

122A(1) and 122AA(1)) 



 

Article 122B 

 

(1) The Chief Justice of the Federal Court, the President of the Court of 

Appeal and the Chief Judges of the High Courts and (subject to Article 

122c) the other judges of the Federal Court, of the Court of Appeal and 

of the High Courts shall be appointed by the Yang di-Pertuan Agong, 

acting on the advice of the Prime Minister, after consulting the 

Conference of Rulers. 

(2) Before tendering his advice as to the appointment under Clause (1) 

of a judge other than the Chief Justice of the Federal Court, the Prime 

Minister shall consult the Chief Justice. 

(3) Before tendering his advice as to the appointment under Clause (1) of 

the Chief Judge of a High Court, the Prime Minister shall consult the 

Chief Judge of each of the High Courts and, if the appointment is to 

the High Court in Sabah and Sarawak, the Chief Minister of each of 

the States of Sabah and Sarawak. 

(4) Before tendering his advice as to the appointment under Clause (1) 

of a judge other than the Chief Justice, President or a Chief Judge, the 

Prime Minister shall consult, if the appointment is to the Federal Court, 

the Chief Justice of the Federal Court, if the appointment is to the Court 

of Appeal, the President of the Court of Appeal and, if the 

appointment is to one of the High Courts, the Chief Judge of that 

Court. 

 

Appointment of Judicial Commissioners- Article 122AB Federal 

Constitution 
 

The Federal Constitution of Malaysia, as amended in 1963, provided 

for the first time the provision for the appointment of judicial 

commissioners in the two High Courts of Malaysia. Later in 1994, 

the method of appointment was amended in the following manner: 

 

Article 122AB 

 

(1) For the dispatch of business of the High Court in Malaya and the 

High Court in Sabah and Sarawak, the Yang di- Pertuan Agong 

acting on the advice of the Prime Minister after consulting the 

Chief Justice of the Federal Court, may by order appoint to be 

judicial commissioner for such period or such purposes as may be 

specified in the order any person qualified for appointment as a judge 

of a High Court; and the person so appointed shall have power to 

perform such functions of a judge of the High Court as appear to him 

to require to be performed; and the appointment shall have the same 

validity and effect as if done by a judge of that Court, and in respect 

thereof he shall have the same powers and enjoy the same immunities 

as if he had been a judge of that Court. 



 

Thus unlike the appointment of regular judges of the High Courts, 

the Prime Minister is not required to consult the Conference of Rulers 

(Majlis Raja- Raja) and the Chief Judge of the High Court concerned 

before tendering his advice to the Yang diPertuan Agong as to the 

appointment of judicial commissioners in the High Court in Malaya and 

the High Court in Sabah and Sarawak. 

 

Furthermore, the appointment of the High Court Judges are subject to 

the consideration and report prepared by the Judicial Appointment 

Commission based on the criteria stipulated under the Judicial 

Appointment Commission Act 2009 (Act 695) apart from the criteria 

under the Federal Constitution. This report is for the purpose of 

advising the Prime Minister in considering the appointment of the 

High Court Judges. 

 

Unlike the judges of the three superior courts, the Federal 

Constitution does not limit the number of judicial commissioners 
to be appointed in the two High Courts of Malaysia. The current 

numbers of Judicial Commissioners as of April 2016 is 37 out of 

which 33 judges are posted in High Court of Malaya and the rest are 

posted in High Court of Sabah and Sarawak. 

 

 

Qualifications of judges of Federal Court, Court of Appeal and High 

Courts  

Article 123 

A person is qualified for appointment under Article 122B as a judge of 

the Federal Court, as a judge of the Court of Appeal or as a judge of any 

of the High Courts if- 

(a) he is a citizen; and 

 (b) for the ten years preceding his appointment he has been an 

advocate of those courts or any of them or a member of the judicial 

and legal service of the Federation or of the legal service of a State, or 

sometimes one and sometimes another. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Tenure of office and remuneration of judges of Federal Court  
Article 125 

(1) Subject to the provisions of Clauses (2) to (5), a judge of the Federal 

Court shall hold office until he attains the age of sixty six years or such 

later time, not being later than six months after he attains that age, as the 

Yang di-Pertuan Agong may approve. 

(2) A judge of the Federal Court may at any time resign his office by 

writing under his hand addressed to the Yang di-Pertuan Agong but 

shall not be removed from office except in accordance with the 

following provisions of this Article. 

 

(3) If the Prime Minister, or the Chief Justice after consulting the Prime 

Minister, represents to the Yang di-Pertuan Agong that a judge of the 

Federal Court ought to be removed on the ground of any breach of any 

provision of the code of ethics prescribed under Clause (3b) or on the 

ground of inability, from infirmity of body or mind or any other cause, 

properly to discharge the functions of his office, the Yang di-Pertuan 

Agong shall appoint a tribunal in accordance with Clause (4) and 

refer the representation to it; and may on the recommendation of the 

tribunal remove the judge from office. 
(3a) Where a judge has committed a breach of any provisions of the code of 

ethics prescribed under Clause (3b) but the Chief Justice is of the 

opinion that the breach does not warrant the judge being referred to a 

tribunal appointed under Clause (4), the Chief Justice may refer the 

judge to a body constituted under federal law to deal with such breach. 

(3b) The Yang di-Pertuan Agong on the recommendation of the Chief 

Justice, the President of the Court of Appeal and the Chief Judges of 

the High Courts may, after consulting the Prime Minister, prescribe in 

writing a code of ethics which shall also include provisions on the 

procedure to be followed and sanctions which can be imposed other than 

the removal of a judge from office under Clause (3), in relation to a 

breach of any provision of the code of ethics. 

(3c) The code of ethics prescribed under Clause (3b) shall be observed 

by every judge of the Federal Court and every judicial commissioner. 

(4) The tribunal appointed under Clause (3) shall consist of not less than 

five persons who hold or have held office as judge of the Federal Court, 

the Court of Appeal or a High Court, or, if it appears to the Yang di-

Pertuan Agong expedient to make such appointment, persons who hold 

or have held equivalent office in any other part of the Commonwealth, 

and shall be presided over by the member first in the following order, 

namely, the Chief Justice of the Federal Court, the President and the 

Chief Judges according to their precedence among themselves, and other 

members according to the order of their appointment to an office 

qualifying them for membership (the older coming before the younger 

of two members with appointments of the same date). 

 

 



 (5) Pending any reference and report under Clause (3) the Yang di-

Pertuan Agong may on the recommendation of the Prime Minister and, 

in the case of any other judge after consulting the Chief Justice, suspend 

a judge of the Federal Court from the exercise of his functions. 

(6) Parliament shall by law provide for the remuneration of the judges of the 

Federal Court, and the remuneration so provided shall be charged on the 

Consolidated Fund. 

(6A) Subject to the provisions of this Article, Parliament may by law 

provide for the terms of office of the judges of the Federal Court other 

than their remuneration. 

(7) The remuneration and other terms of office (including pension rights) of 

a judge of the Federal Court shall not be altered to his disadvantage after 

his appointment. 

(8) Notwithstanding Clause (1), the validity of anything done by a judge of 

the Federal Court shall not be questioned on the ground that he had 

attained the age at which he was required to retire. 

(9) This Article shall apply to a judge of the Court of Appeal and to a 

judge of a High Court as it applies to a judge of the Federal 

Court, except that the Yang di-Pertuan Agong before suspending 

under Clause (5) a judge of the Court of Appeal or a judge of a 

High Court other than the President of the Court of Appeal or the 

Chief Judge of a High Court shall consult the President of the Court 

of Appeal or the Chief Judge of that High Court instead of the Chief 

Justice of the Federal Court. 
(10) The President of the Court of Appeal and the Chief Judges of the 

High Courts shall be responsible to the Chief Justice of the Federal 

Court. 

 

Judges excluded from safeguards: Rules about security of tenure laid 

down in Article 125 do not apply to several categories of judges and 

persons performing judicial functions. Among them are: the additional 

judge of the Federal Court appointed under Article 122(1A), Judicial 

Commissioners appointed for limited durations under Article 122AB, 

judges of Sessions and Magistrates Courts (who are answerable to the 

Judicial and Legal Services Commission under Article 138), Syariah 

court justices (who are appointed under state laws) and chairpersons of 

statutory tribunals (whose terms of service and tenure are derived from 

the enabling law that created the tribunal). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Establishment of the Judicial Appointments Commission in Malaysia 
 

The JAC was established under the Judicial Appointments 

Commission Act 2009 (Act 695) in relation to the appointments of 

judges of the superior courts, to set out the powers of the JAC, to 

uphold the continued independence of the judiciary and to provide for 

matters connected with the Judicial Appointments Commission The 

Act is essentially to improve and compliment the constitutional 

method of appointing the judges of the superior courts; to ensure 

unbiased selection of judicial candidates for the consideration of the 

Prime Minister, who has the final say regarding the appointment of 

judges to the superior courts. 

 

Constitution of JAC. Members of the JAC comprise the following:  

a) the Chief Justice of the Federal Court (Chairman) 

b)  the President of the Court of Appeal 

c) the Chief Judge of the High Court in Malaya 

d) the Chief Judge of High Court in Sabah and Sarawak 

e) a Federal Court judge to be appointed by the Prime Minister; and 

f) four eminent persons, who are not members of the executive or 

other public service, appointed by the Prime Minister after consulting 

the Bar Council of Malaysia, the Sabah Law Association, the 

Advocates Association of Sarawak, the Attorney General of the 

Federation, the Attorney General of a State legal service or any other 

relevant bodies 

 

The main functions of the JAC are stipulated under section 21 of Act 695 

particularly to: 

 

1) select suitably qualified persons who merit appointment as judges 

of the superior court for the Prime Minister’s consideration; 

2) receive applications from qualified persons for the selection of 

judges to the superior court; and 

3) formulate and implement mechanisms for the selection and 

appointment of judges of the superior court. 

 

Selection criteria: 

 

Apart from the provisions of Article 123 of the Federal Constitution cited 

above, Section 23 of Act 695 has specified the following criteria: 

 

1)     integrity, competency and experience; 

2)     objective, impartial , fair and good moral character; 

3)    decisiveness, ability to make timely judgments and good legal writing 

skills;  

4)     industriousness and ability to manage cases well; and 

5)     physical and mental health. 



 

 

Selection procedure 
 

The Judicial Appointments Commission (Selection of Judges of the 

Superior Courts) Regulations 2009 or Peraturan-Peraturan Suruhanjaya 

Pelantikan Kehakiman (Proses Pemilihan dan Kaedah Pelantikan 

Hakim-Hakim Mahkamah Atasan in National Language) 2009, 

P.U.(A) 209/2009 provides a detailed and transparent procedure to be 

followed by the JAC in regards to the selection of Judges of Superior 

Courts. 

 

The following procedure stipulated by the Regulation are as follows: 

 

1) Application of the vacant posts in the High Courts and 

proposal from the designated personalities in respect of 

vacancies in the Federal Court and Court of Appeal. 

2) Vetting and Screening of the application and proposal 

a) the Secretary of the Commission who shall, inter alia, “vet the 

application or proposal that the applicant or candidate is qualified 

under Article 123 of the Federal Constitution”; 

b) the Secretary shall then send the names to four agencies, namely, 

the MACC, the Royal Malaysia Police, Companies Commission 

Malaysia and Department of Insolvency Malaysia- for 

verification of their educational qualification, financial position, 

tax payment record and credit, history as to arrest and conviction; 

c) the Secretary then prepares a deliberation paper on each of the 

candidates about whom the relevant agencies have given 

satisfactory and positive reports for the consideration of 

selection by the Commission. 

3)     Selection of candidates by the Commission 

 

The selection of candidates shall be made by “majority decision”(section 

24(5)) i.e. on the basis of the majority votes received and the Commission 

shall select 

a) not less than three persons for each vacancy in the High Court; or 

   b) not less than two persons for each vacancy where the vacancy is for 

judges of the superior courts other than the High Court. 

4)     The PM may require the Commission to recommend two more 

names for his consideration for appointments of office bearer 

positions to the 3 superior courts, namely, the Chief Justice of the 

Federal Court, the President of the Court of Appeal and the Chief 

Judge of the High Court of Malaya and the Chief Judge of the 

High Court of Sarawak and Sabah -and the judges of the Federal 

Court and the Court of Appeal, from the “reserve candidates”. 

5)     The PM then tenders his advice to the Yang di-Pertuan Agong     

     after consultation with the Conference of Rulers. 



 

Code of Conduct of Judges 
 

The Malaysia’s measure in implementing the provision under review 

is provided for under the Judges ‘Code of Ethics 2009 P.U.(B) 201 

which governs the conduct of all judges and to provide guidance to 

judges in setting and maintaining high standards of personal and judicial 

conduct. 

 

Section 4(1) of the Judges’ Code of Ethic 2009 provides that “A 

judge shall comply with the provisions prescribed in this Code.” The 

code of conduct is under Part III, Paragraphs 5 - 12 of the Judges’ Code 

of Ethics 2009 as follows: 

 

Paragraph 5- Upholding the integrity and independence of the judiciary 

 

A judge shall exercise his judicial function independently on the basis of 

his assessment of the facts and in accordance with his understanding 

of the law, free from any extraneous influence, inducement, pressure, 

threat or interference, direct or indirect from any quarter or for any 

reason. 

 

Paragraph 6- Avoiding impropriety and the appearance of impropriety in all 

judicial activities 

 

(1) A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes integrity 

and impartiality of the judiciary. 

 

 (2) A judge shall not:- 

 

(a) allow any relationship to influence his judicial conduct or judgment; 

(b) lend the prestige of his judicial office to advance his or others' private 

interest; and 

(c) convey or permit others to convey the impression to any person 

that they are in a special position to influence him. 

 

Paragraph 7- Performing judicial duties fairly and efficiently 

 

(1) The judicial duties of a judge shall take precedence over all his other 

activities. 

(2) A judge shall not participate in the determination of a case in which any 

member of the judge's family represents a litigant or is associated in any 

manner with the case. 

(3) A judge shall perform his judicial duties without bias or prejudice. 

(4) A judge shall dispose of all his judicial duties fairly, efficiently, diligently 

and promptly. 

(5) A judge shall refrain from giving any public comment about a 



pending or impending proceedings which may be heard before the 

judge's court in a manner which may suggest to a reasonable person the 

judge's probable decision in any particular case. 

(6) A judge shall not disclose or use any non-public information acquired 

in his judicial capacity for any purpose unrelated to his judicial duties. 

(7) A judge shall endeavour to diligently and efficiently hear and 

complete the cases in his court and promptly write his judgments. 

(8) A judge shall not conduct himself in a manner which is not befitting 

of a judge or which brings or is calculated to bring disrepute to his office 

as a judge. 

 

Paragraph 8- Minimizing the risk of conflict with the judge's judicial 

obligations while conducting his extra-judicial activities 

(1) A judge shall ensure that his extra-judicial activities do not:- 

(a) cast reasonable doubt on his capacity to act impartially as a judge; or  

(b) interfere with the proper performance of his judicial duties. 

(2) A judge shall avoid close association with individual members 

of the legal profession, particularly those who practise in the judge's 

court, where such association might give rise to a reasonable suspicion 

or appearance of favouritism. 

(3) A judge shall refrain from any conduct as a member of any group, 

association or organization or participate in any public discussion which, 

in the mind of a reasonable person, may undermine confidence in the 

judge's impartiality with respect to any issue pending before the court. 

(4) A judge shall not participate in any political activities or involvement 

and shall refrain from any conduct which may give rise to an appearance 

that the judge is engaged in political activity. 

(5) Subject to proper performance of his judicial duties, a judge, with 

the written approval of the Chief Justice, may:- 

(a) write, give lecture, teach and participate in activities concerning the 

law, the judicial system, the administration of justice and related 

matters; 

(b) appear at a public hearing before an official body concerned with 

matters relating to the law, the judicial system and the administration 

of justice and related matters; 

(c) serve as a member of an official body devoted to the improvement 

of the law, the judicial system, the administration of justice and 

related matters or as a member of a body approved by the 

Government of Malaysia; 

(d) write or speak publicly on non-legal subjects and engage in 

historical, education, cultural, religious, sporting or social and 

recreational activities, if such activities are not detrimental to the 

dignity of the judicial office or do not otherwise interfere with the 

performance of his judicial duties in accordance with this Code; and 

(e)participate in civic and charitable activities that do not reflect 

adversely on the judge's impartiality or interference with the 

performance of his judicial duties. 



(6) A judge shall not be involved in charitable fund raising or 

membership solicitation.  

(7) A judge shall not act in a manner which brings disrepute to his office 

as a judge. 

(8) A judge shall not serve as the executor, administrator, trustee, 

guardian or in other fiduciary capacity, except for the estate, trust or 

person connected with a member of his family, if such service does not 

interfere with the proper performance of his judicial duties. 

(9) A judge shall refrain from being engaged in any financial or 

business dealing which may interfere with the proper performance of 

his judicial duties or reflect adversely on his impartiality. 

(10) A judge may receive compensation and reimbursement of 

expenses for his extra-judicial activities permitted by this Code, if such 

payments do not give the appearance of influencing him in the 

performance of his judicial duties or otherwise give an appearance of 

impropriety, provided that such compensation and reimbursement shall 

not exceed a reasonable amount that a person who is not a judge would 

receive for the same activities. 

 

Paragraph 9- Declaration of assets 

 

A judge shall, on his appointment or at any time thereafter as may be 

required by the Chief Justice of the Federal Court, declare in writing all 

his assets to the Chief Justice of the Federal Court. 

 

Paragraph 10-Cessation of any connection with the firm 

 

(1) A judge shall, on his appointment, cease to have any connection with 

the firm where he was practising as an advocate and solicitor prior to 

his appointment. 

(2) For the purpose of subparagraph (1), the judge shall:- 

a. immediately relinquish all interest in the firm; 

b. ensure that he has no dealing with the firm or any member of the 

firm; and (c) ensure that his name is removed from the firm's name. 

 

Paragraph 11- Administrative order or direction 

 

A judge shall comply with any administrative order or direction issued 

by the Chief Justice of the Federal Court, the President of the Court of 

Appeal and the Chief Judges of the High Courts from time to time. 

 

Paragraph 12- Complaint against judge 

 

Any complaint against a judge who is alleged to have committed a 

breach of any provision of this Code shall be made in writing to the Chief 

Justice of the Federal Court. 

 



Establishment of Judges’ Ethics Committee 
 

1. The Judges’ Ethics Committee is set up under the Judges’ Ethics 

Committee Act 2010 (Act 703) to carry out enquiry into complaints 

against a judge on breaches of the the Judges’ Code of Conduct in 

accordance to PART IV of the Judges’ Code of Ethics 2009 

 

2. Jurisdiction of JEC: The Committee shall have jurisdiction in 

matters related to conduct and discipline of all judges other than 

removal of a judge from office under Clause (3) of Article 125 of the 

Federal Constitution (above cited). Sec.4 of Act 703 refers 

 

3. Membership of JEC: Sec 5 of Act 703, refers. 

 

a. Chairman- The Chief Justice of the Federal Court 

b. Members- shall consist of persons who hold or have held office as 

the President of Court Appeal, Chief Judge of the High Court of 

Malaya, Chief Judge of the High Court of Sabah and Sarawak, Judge 

of the Federal Court, the Court of Appeal or a High Court as the 

Chief Justice of the Federal Court deems fit. 

c. The appointment of the members shall be on ad hoc basis and 

members shall comprise of judges who are senior in the order of 

precedence to the judge who is the subject of a disciplinary 

proceeding. 

 

4. Proceeding 

 

Proceedings of the Committee shall be in camera (Sec 8 of Act 703 

refers) and the decision of the majority (of members) shall be deemed 

to be the decision of the Committee. Sec 15(1) refers 

 

5. Decision 

 

The decision of the Committee shall be final and conclusive and shall 

not be challenged, appealed against, reviewed, quashed or called in 

question in any court on any ground, and not court shall have 

jurisdiction to entertain or determine any suit, application, question 

or proceeding on any ground regarding the validity of such decision. 

Sec.15 (3) of Act 703 refers. 

NOTE: In preparing a draft Code of Judicial Conduct (The 

Bangalore Draft) by the Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial 

Integrity, references made to several existing codes included the 

Judges’ Code of Ethic, prescribed by the Yang di Pertuan Agong on 

the recommendation of the Chief Justice, the President of the Court of 

Appeal and the Chief Judges of the High Courts in the exercise of 

powers conferred by Article 125(3A) of the Federal Constitution of 

Malaysia, 1994. 



 

Training of Judges 

 

The Judicial Academy (Akademi Kehakiman) was set up as a training 

institute in 2012 to, inter alia, plan, organise and conduct training 

programmes and courses for judges of the superior courts. The objective 

of the Academy is to enhance judges’ judicial skills in various 

dimensions of judge-craft. The Academy is headed by the Chief Justice 

of Malaysia as the Chairman and comprises the President of the Court of 

Appeal, the Chief Judge of Malaya, the Chief Judge of Sabah and 

Sarawak together with six judges of the Federal Court and High Court. 

The Academy receives its funding from the Judicial Appointments 

Commission (JAC). The JAC also acts as the Secretariat for the 

Academy. In 2012, a total of RM200,000.00 was allocated by the JAC 

for the setting up of the Academy and for the conduct of training courses 

and programmes for judges of the superior courts. 

 

For the moment the Academy does not have its own premises. Hence, 

courses and programmes in 2012 had been conducted in a Government 

building located in Putrajaya. It is envisaged that funding will have to 

be sought from the government to build the Academy’s own building and 

for it to have its own staff and training facilities. The course content of 

the training programmes are planned and coordinated by the Academy 

Director. The programmes and courses presently run by the Academy 

fall into the following categories: 

 

(i) Courses Conducted By Appellate Judge As Facilitators 

 

These are courses, usually held on weekends, conducted by judges from 

the Court of Appeal and Federal Court, in their capacity as facilitators, to 

train judges in areas of the law mostly heard at the High Courts, and to 

address issues commonly raised in this forum. These courses are meant to 

be interactive where course participants are required to participate in the 

discussions and make oral and written presentations. 

 

In the year 2012, a total of 84 judges attended 6 programmes 

conducted by the appellate judges under this category. The courses 

covered issues such as drug trafficking cases under section 39B of the 

Dangerous Drugs Act 1952, Injunctions, Election Petitions, Judicial 

Reviews and Appellate Interventions. In the year 2013, the following 

programmes were conducted: 

(a) Company Act; 

(b) How to deal with Cases Under Section 39B of the Dangerous Drugs 

Act 1952;  

(c) Appellate Intervention; and 

(d) Revision Appellate Judges Seminar. 

 



 

(ii) Seminars By Foreign Speakers 

 

Under this category, the Academy invites eminent foreign judges and 

speakers who are experts in their respective fields to conduct 

seminars/workshops and give talks in their specialised areas of the law. 

In 2012, three such seminars were organised by the Academy, 

namely, “Workshop on Implementing the International Framework for 

Court Excellence”, “Court Annexed Mediation: Shortcomings and 

Future Developments” and “Competition Law in Malaysia”; the latter 

was jointly organised by the Academy and the Malaysian Competition 

Commission. A total of 164 judges from all levels of the superior courts 

attended these lectures. In the year 2013, the following seminar were 

conducted: 

 a. Dialogue Session Between the Honorable Society of Middle 

Temple and Malaysia Judiciary 

b.   Construction Law: Issues and Challenges 

 

(iii) Outreach Programmes 

 

In view of the escalating number of ecological and environmental 

issues in the system, the Chief Justice conceived a programme which 

allowed judges to witness for themselves the harrowing destruction 

which had been caused to the environment. This Outreach Programme 

was also slanted towards engaging judges in some aspects of corporate 

social responsibility and strengthening their collegial harmony. 

a. Outreach Programmes in 2012 in Taman Negara, Cameron Highlands; 

and  

b.  Kundasang and in 2013, in Pulau Gemia, Marang. 

 

 

(iv) Sponsoring Judges To Seminars Organised By Other 

Bodies/Institutions 
 

Under this category the Academy and JAC sponsor judges of the 

superior courts to attend courses organised by other local and 

international bodies or organisations. This is aimed at exposing judges to 

recent developments in the law and matters concerning the legal and 

judicial profesion. One such programme was the “International 

Malaysian Law Conference” held from 26 to 28 September 2012 in 

Kuala Lumpur which was attended by 23 judges of the High Court. 

The Chief Justice of Malaysia, the President of the Court of Appeal 

and both the Chief Judges regularly attend these programmes. Their 

very presence continue to motivate members of the Judiciary to better 

equip themselves in dispensing justice. The next IMLC will be held in 

September 2016. 

 



 

Subordinate Court Level 
 

Subordinate Courts in Malaysia are the Sessions Court, Magistrates 

Court, Penghulu Court and Juvenile Court. Response to the 

requirements of this article under review will focus only on the 

Sessions and Magistrates Courts as proceedings of anti-corruption 

matters are confined within the civil and criminal jurisdiction to these 

latter courts. 

 

Appointment of judges of Subordinate Courts 
 

Unlike Judges of the Superior Courts highlighted above, judges of 

Subordinate Courts are not constitutional appointments but are part and 

parcel of the Judicial and Legal Service defined as public service 

under Article 132(1)(b) of the Federal Constitution, appointed by the 

Judicial and Legal Service Commission (Article 138 of the Federal 

Constitution). 

 

 

Qualification for Judicial and Legal Service:  

1. Citizen of Malaysia 

2. Not less than 18 years of age 

3. (i) Bachelor Law degree recognized by the government Institution of  

 Higher Education or a qualification recognized as equivalent thereto; 

or  

 (ii) Passed the Final Bar Examination 

4.        Pass Bahasa Malaysia/ Melayu at Sijil Pelajaran Malaysia Level 

or equivalent qualification recognized by the government 

 

The appointment of judges (to positions of Sessions Court Judge or 

Magistrate) of Subordinate Courts level is being set out under the 

Subordinate Courts Act 1948 [Act 92]. 

 

1. Sessions Court 

A Sessions Court is presided by a Sessions Court judge. A Sessions Court 

Judge (Malay: Hakim 

 

Mahkamah Sesyen) must be a member of the Judicial and Legal Service 

of the Federation. Section 60 of the Subordinate Court Act 92, refers. A 

Sessions Court judge is appointed by the Yang di-Pertuan Agong on the 

recommendation of the respective Chief Judge. 

 

 

 

 

 



2. Magistrates Court 

To qualify as a First Class Magistrate or Majistret Kelas Pertama in 

National Language), he must be a member of the Judicial and Legal 

Service of the Federation. In Malaysia, a First Class Magistrate for the 

Federal Territory is appointed by Yang di-Pertuan Agong on the 

recommendation of the Chief Judge whereas in each state, a First Class 

Magistrate is appointed by the State Authority on the recommendation 

of the respective Chief Judge. This is provided for under Section 78A of 

the Subordinate Courts Act 1948 [Act 92]. 

 

Section 79 of the Subordinate Courts Act 1948 [Act 92] 

The State Authority may appoint any fit and proper person to be a 

Second Class Magistrate in and for the state. 

 

In the Federal Territory, a Second Class Magistrate is appointed by the Yang 

di-Pertuan Agong. 

 

Code of Conduct (including Declaration of Assets) for Subordinate 

Court Magistrates and Judges 

Judges and magistrates of Subordinate Courts are subjected to the 

Public Officers (Conduct & Discipline) Regulations 1993 

Training for Subordinate Court Judges and Magistrates 
 

A. Training for judges of Subordinate Courts are provided by the 

Judicial and Legal Training Institute (ILKAP). ILKAP has over 99 

courses covering the following programmes: 

 

1. Senior Management and Professional Programme  

2. Prosecution Programme 

3. Civil Programme 

4. Civil Litigation Programme  

5. Language Programme 

6. Induction Programme 

 

B. Courses for Magistrates covers: 

 

Character building, Magistrates’ roles and jurisdiction, Ruled of Court 

2012, court fee, recent amendments to the Criminal Procedure Code, 

summary trail conference, remand, inquest, Review, Exhibit (Criminal 

and Civil Cases), Types of Exhibits, Handling exhibits in court before 

trial, Handling exhibits in court during trail, Handling exhibits after trail 

(exhibit disposal), Procedures of appeal and preparation of Manual 

Appeal Record and E-filing( Civil and Criminal cases), Techniques of 

recording proceedings in court and writing grounds of judgment, 

Effective practical writing of grounds of judgments (Civil and Criminal 

Cases), Procedures of criminal case management and trail, Court 

mediation process. 



 

C. Training curriculum: 

 

a) Judicial Ethics - Code of Ethics for Judges/ Judges’ Ethics Committee 

Act/Principles of judicial officers ethic conduct policy. Applying ethical 

principles in and outside the office; 

b) Human Rights and/or Fair Trial Rights;  

c) ASEAN Instruments; 

d) International/Comparative Law and Conflict of Laws; and 

e) Continuing Judicial Education- updated development in laws and 

jurisprudence. 

 

 

Transparency of Court Room Process 
 

The Malaysian courts are open and public, Section 15 of Courts of Judicature 

Act 1964, refers. 

 

(1) The place in which any Court is held for the purpose of trying any 

cause or matter, civil or criminal, shall be deemed an open and public 

court to which the public generally may have access: 

 

Provided that the court shall have power to hear any cause or matter or 

any part thereof in camera if the Court is satisfied that it is expedient 

in the interests of justice, public safety, public security or propriety or 

for other sufficient reason so to do. 

 

(2) A Court may at any time order that no person shall publish the name, 

address or photograph of any witness in any cause or matter or any part 

thereof tried or held or to be tried or held before it, or nay evidence or 

any other thing likely to lead to the identification of any such witness; 

and any person who acts in contravention of any such order shall be 

guilty of an offence and shall, on conviction liable to a fine not 

exceeding five thousand ringgit or to imprisonment for a term not 

exceeding three years or both. 

 

       (3) The Chief Registrar Office in 2011 had placed greater transparency 

to the judiciary system by placing monitoring technology system (CRT) 

in the courts to curb abuse of power and to encourage efficiency. The 

CRT records the trial proceedings and even during pre-trial case 

management. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Measures against Conflict of Interest/Impartiality/Biasness of Judges 
 

1. Section 417 (1) (a) of Criminal Procedure Code provides for power 

of High Court to transfer (criminal cases) whenever it is made to appear 

to the High Court that a fair and impartial trial cannot be had in any 

criminal Court subordinate to it, it may order that (aa) that any offence 

be tried by any Court not empowered under sections 121 to 126 but in 

other respects competent to try such offence; (bb) that any particular 

case or class of cases be transferred from a Criminal Court subordinate 

to it to any other such Criminal Court of equal or superior jurisdiction; 

or (cc) that any particular criminal case be transferred to and tried before 

the High Court. 

 

2. Section 439 of Criminal Procedure Code provides that: 

 

No Magistrates shall, except with the permission of the High Court to 

which an appeal lies from his Court, try any case to or in which he is a 

party or personally interested. 

 

3. Recusal of trial judge for apparent biasness. 

 

“The test favourable for ‘apparent bias’ or ‘real danger of bias test’ has 

been set out by the Federal Court … However each case in which it is 

alleged that there arises a reasonable apprehension of bias will turn 

upon its own facts and be of little, if any, as precedent. (See “Residence 

Hotel and Resorts Snd Bhd v Seri Pacific Corp Sdn Bhd [2014] 10 MLJ 

413 attached) 

 

Accessibility of Court Judgements: Rules of Court 2012- Order 42 
Delivering judgment (O. 42, r. 1) 

i. Every judgment, after the hearing of a cause or matter in open 

Court, shall, subject to paragraphs (3) and (4), be pronounced in 

open Court either on the conclusion of the hearing or on a 

subsequent day of which notice shall be given to the parties. 

ii. Where a cause or matter is heard in Chambers, the Judge hearing it 

may, subject to paragraphs (3) and (4), pronounce the judgment in 

Chambers, or, if he thinks fit, in open Court. 

iii. Whenever a written judgment is to be delivered, the Court may 

deliver it by directing copies thereof to be handed to the 

parties or their solicitors upon payment of the appropriate 
charges therefor, and the original thereof signed by the Judge shall 

be filed. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

iv. When a Judge who has heard any cause or matter is unable through 

death, illness or other cause to pronounce judgment, the judgment 

written by him may be pronounced by any other Judge in open Court 

or in Chambers, as the case may be, and such other Judge may 

deliver it in Chambers by directing copies thereof to be handed to 

the parties or their solicitors upon payment of the appropriate 

charges therefor, and the original thereof signed by the Judge who 

wrote it shall be filed. 

 

Judgment in proceedings heard in camera (O. 42, r. 1A) 

 

Where proceedings are heard in camera pursuant to any written law, any 

judgment pronounced or delivered in such proceedings shall not be 

available for public inspection except that the Court may, on such terms 

as it may impose, allow an inspection of such judgment by, or a copy 

thereof to be furnished to, a person who is not a party to the proceedings. 

 

Inspection of judgment (O.42, r. 2A) 

 

2A. Subject to rule 1A, a copy of every judgment delivered in any cause or 

matter heard in open 

 

Court shall be available for public inspection upon payment of the 

prescribed fee and a copy thereof shall be handed to any member of 

the public upon payment of the appropriate charges therefor, and 

nothing in Order 60, rule 4, shall apply to this rule. 

 

Entry of judgment in Cause Book (O. 42, r. 4) 

 

The proper officer in the Registry shall enter in the cause book a minute 

of judgment or final order given or made by the Court. 

 

Other Sources of Court Decisions/Judgments to members of the 

public:- 

1. The Malaysian Court Homepage 

This website contains Malaysian judicial information and links to 

recent judgments and superior courts rules and other related information, 

refer to www.kehakiman.gov.my 

 

2. The Official Portal of Attorney General’s Chambers of Malaysia Refer to 

www.agc.gov.my http://www.agc.gov.my 

 

 

 

http://www.agc.gov.my/


3. Law Reports 

 

Selected court cases are reported in any of three major law reports in 

Malaysia e.g. Malayan Law Journal (MLJ - 1932 to current), Current 

Law Journal (CLJ - 1982 to current) and All Malaysia Reports (AMR - 

1992 to current). Lower courts judgments consisting the Magistrate 

Court and the Sessions are published online through e-Judgment, under 

the Reporting Unit, International Affairs and Reporting Division of the 

Chief Registrar’s Office, Federal Court of Malaysia. 




3. Please outline actions required to ensure or improve the implementation of the measures 

described above and any specific challenges you might be facing in this respect. 

 

Examples of the types of challenges States parties and signatories may face include: 

 

 Challenges in developing the proper legislative or regulatory framework for 
performance evaluations, the protection of persons reporting corruption cases within 
the criminal justice system or preventing conflicts of interest;

 Challenges in administering asset declaration and conflict of interest systems;
 Challenges in relation to specific recruitment, selection or training requirements for categories 

of positions considered especially vulnerable to corruption, including possible early 
identification of potential conflicts of interest;

 Challenges in assessing risks of corruption or evaluating effectiveness shortcomings in the 
criminal justice system and in developing measures to eliminate or manage them;

 Challenges in implementing adequate accountability and disciplinary procedures, 
investigating violations and collecting statistics and other information on such procedures;

 Challenges in providing ethical guidance or advice to officials of criminal justice 
institutions; and

 Communication challenges in raising awareness and disseminating information about 
new standards of ethics and conduct or in developing training manuals, courses, 
curricula or other related material, including online initiatives, used in training programmes 
for officials of criminal justice institutions. 



Not Applicable 

 

3. Do you consider that any technical assistance is required in order to allow you to fully implement 

this provision? If so, what specific forms of technical assistance would you require? 

 

States parties and signatories are encouraged to provide a description of any such assistance already being 
provided, including donor information. 
 
 

(NO) No assistance would be required 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



II - Information requested from States parties in relation to education 

in schools and universities on anti-corruption (art. 13, para. 1 (c)) 
 

1. Please describe (cite and summarize) the measures your country has taken, if any, (or is planning 

to take, together with the related envisaged time frame) to ensure full compliance with article 

13(1)(c) of the Convention and, in particular, its provision on undertaking anti-corruption education 

programmes in schools and universities. 
 

Information sought may include: 

 

 Description of educational courses or modules that have been introduced in primary and 
secondary schools that include aspects of corruption or related issues such as integrity, ethics, 
civic rights and duties, fiscal education or governance;

 Description of educational courses or modules that have been introduced in universities that 
include aspects of corruption or related issues such as public administration, public procurement, 
integrity, ethics, criminal law, or corporate governance;

 Description of innovative teaching and learning tools and methodologies that have been used to 
foster and facilitate education programmes in schools and universities on anti-corruption;

 Training manuals, curricula, syllabi, course packets, websites and other materials related to anti-
corruption education programmes in schools and universities; and

 Statistics on number of students participating in anti-corruption education programmes in schools 
and universities.



a) Description of educational courses or modules that have been 

introduced in primary and secondary schools that includes aspects of 

corruption or related issues such as integrity, ethics, civic rights and 

duties, fiscal education or governance; 

 

 

CURRICULUM ASPECT 

 

First and foremost, for any changes to the curriculum of schools, an 

approval from the Ministry of Education (MOE) is required. In the case of 

adding anti-corruption  elements to the curriculum, approval was obtained 

in 1998 under the name of Professional Circular No.17/1998 

 

This Professional Circular was issued to notify that an agreement had 

been reached by the Ministry of Education to incorporate anti-corruption 

elements into the curriculum of schools and institutions of higher learning 

as per Cabinet Committee on Government Governance Management 

Meeting No.2/98. This initiative was one of the efforts to prevent the ever 

increasing and widespread scourge of corruption.  

i.  To strengthen the inculcation of values across curriculum through 

teaching and learning in each subject; 

ii.  To streamline and enhance Islamic and Moral Education subjects; 

iii.  To incorporate specific topics on the evils of corruption in the 

Malay Language subject (secondary level and above). Topics to be 

discussed may include as follows: 

a.  The definition and interpretation of corruption; 

b.  Typology and root cause of corruption; 



 

 

c.  The threat of corruption towards self, society and nation; 

d.  The ways to combat corruption; 

e.  Offences and punishment of bribery; 

 

  These topics can be organized into various teaching and learning activities. 

iv. To strengthen inculcation of moral values and fighting all forms of 

misconduct through co-curricular activities; 

v. To ensure that each school teacher becomes a role model by setting 

good example of experiences and behavior to students; 

 

i) Secondary Moral Education Form One 

In relation to the Professional Circular No.17/1998, curriculum 

content is designed by Curriculum Development Division from 

Ministry of Education. This will then forwarded to the Text Books 

Division to transfer the curriculum content into text books. The 

curriculum content for Form One Moral Education for Form One is 

shown below.  

 
ii)       In regards to this, the incorporation of anti-corruption elements in 

the curriculum is done in the Moral Education and Religious 

Education text books. This is in accordance with 1996 Education 

Act whereby when Muslims students are taking religious studies, 

the non- Muslims shall study Moral Education simultaneously in 

different class. The details of the integration of elements of anti-

corruption into the text books textbooks are as listed below: 

 

 

 



 

 

YEAR/FORM MORAL 

EDUCATION 

RELIGIOUS 

EDUCATION 

Business 

studies 

Year 6 (National 

Schools) 

Page 89 (2016)   

Year 6 (Chinese 

schools) 

Page 87 (2016) 

Year 6 (Tamil 

Schools) 

Page 89 (2016) 

Form 1 Page 201 (2017) 

Year 6   Page 44 

(2016) 

Form 6 (Chinese 

Private Schools) 

 Page 137 

 

 

 

b) Description of innovative teaching and learning tools and 

methodologies that have been used to foster and facilitate education 

programmes in schools and universities on anti-corruption; 

Teachers can used a variety of techniques to teach the students on anti-

corruption. 

 

Text books can be used in a variety of ways. Text books are used as a 

guide for information. Text books can be used as a stepping stone to find 

out more information from other sources like internet. Information from 

the text books can be used in a fun learning way such as acting out, role-

play, simulation, discussion, word puzzle etc. 

Besides using the text books, teachers can download useful information 

on the internet on corruption to teach the students. Information on 

1Bestarinet such as cartoon on Upin & Ipin and notes available can be a 

useful and entertaining tool for students to learn more about corruption 

the danger of it. 

 

 

c) Training manuals, curricula, syllabi, course packets, websites and 

other materials related to anti-corruption education programmes in 

schools and universities; and 

 

 

 

 

 

 



EXTRA-CURRICULAR ASPECT 

    

i) As for the extra-curricular activities, the Community Education 

Division from   Malaysian Anti-Corruption Commission (MACC) has 

applied through the Extra-Curricular & Arts Division from Ministry of 

Education for permission to conduct The Anti-Corruption Hero 

Program in schools. The permission has been granted for a year basis 

from Jan 2017 to December 2017.  

The Community Education Division from Malaysian Anti-Corruption 

Commission have prepared modules for trainers. It is available in two 

hours and four hours slot.  

 

These modules are used as a tool used to give talks, training or 

workshop to the school children. Trainers are encouraged to come out 

with fun learning activities and games to attract students’ interest.  

 

Children will be given pamphlets and additional materials for 

knowledge. 

 

ii) The Community Education Division from Malaysian Anti-Corruption 

Commission (MACC) is also in discussion with The Education 

Technology Division from Ministry of Education to upload our anti-

corruption materials into the 1Bestarinet Website.  This is still in the 

planning stage. 

The 1BestariNet project is an effort to connect over 10,000 
government schools across Malaysia to the Internet with our YES 4G 
connectivity and to provide an online learning platform with the Frog 
VLE (Virtual Learning Environment) that is simple, fun, and engaging.  

Malaysia is the first country in the world to connect all its schools on a 
single learning platform. 
To date, we serve over 10,000,000 people - 5,000,000 students, 

500,000 teachers and 4,500,000 parents. 

 

iii) The focus group for 1Bestarinet project is students, teachers and 

parents 

a) Students 

A cartoon series named Upin & Ipin on anti –corruption message 

will be uploaded into the 1Bestarinet website. A total of three short 

series will be involved and questions will be formed for students to 

answer and to get feedback from it. 

 



 
  

b) Teachers 

A guide book for teachers entitled “ Education Guide on Anti-

Corruption for school” is prepared by Sultan Idris Education 

University  (UPSI) together with MACC will be uploaded with 

questions for teachers to answer. 

 

c) Parents 

Notes on anti-corruption will be available for parents as well so to 

have more knowledge and understanding on the importance of not 

taking or receiving graft to schools and society. 

 

d) Statistics on number of students participating in anti-corruption 

education programmes in schools and universities 

 

EXTRA-CURRICULAR 

 

i) Anti-Corruption Hero Programme in School 

 

This programme was initiated and piloted in 2014 in eight schools. 

The results were so overwhelming from parents, teachers and students 

that the programme continued till today. 

 

A letter of approval is needed from the Ministry of Education under 

the Co-curricular & Arts Division. MACC got the letter of approval on 

a yearly basis to conduct this programme and a report shall be sent to 

the ministry each time a programme is carried out in a district/school. 

 

 

 

 



  

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS AND STUDENTS INVOLVED IN 

ANTI-CORRUPTION HERO PROGRAMME 

FROM 2014-2016 

 

NO SCHOOLS No. of Schools 

Participated 

Total 

students/% 

For 2016 2014 2015 2016 

 

1 Primary National 

Schools 

--- 4 3 

 

615 

9.8% 

2 Chinese Primary 

National Schools 

7 2 10 

 

4095 

65.2% 

3 Tamil Primary 

National Schools 

--- 2 1 

 

120 

1.91% 

4 Secondary National 

Schools 

--- 8 3 

 

417 

6.64% 

5 MARA Junior 

Science College 

--- 4 3 

 

480 

7.7% 

6 Chinese Secondary 

Private Schools 

--- 0 3 

 

549 

8.75% 

 Total number of 

Schools 

7 20 23  

 Total number of 

students 

   6276 

 

 

 

 

NUMBER OF TEACHERS INVOLVED IN ANTI-CORRUPTION 

PROGRAMME IN 2016 

 

NO SCHOOLS 2016 

 

% 

1 Primary & Secondary 

Schools 

200 28.4% 

2 Chinese Schools Teachers 187 26.5% 

3 Chinese Secondary Private 

Schools Teachers 

38 5.4% 

4 MARA Junior Science 

College Teachers 

280 39.7% 

 TOTAL TEACHERS 705 100% 

 

 

 

 



 

ii) Moral Education & Religious Studies 

 

CURRICULAR 

Below are statistics on number of schools as well as students taking 

Moral Education and religious studies. For Primary all the 7772 

schools will have to take either Moral Education or Religious Studies. 

 

LEVEL 
NO. OF 

SCHOOLS 

NO OF 

STUDENTS 

PRIMARY 7,772 2,685,402 

  SECONDARY 2,408 2,188,525 
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2. Please outline actions required to ensure or improve the implementation of article 13(1)(c) on 

undertaking anti-corruption education programmes in schools and universities and any specific 

challenges you might be facing in this respect. 
 

Examples of the types of challenges States parties and signatories may face include: 

 

 Challenges related to the implementation of anti-corruption educational measures such as the 
need to provide support to schools following the introduction of a new academic course, 
including through the training of academic staff responsible for delivering such courses; and

 Challenges related to resources limitations, lack of capacity, overcrowded curricula, etc.


Not Applicable 



3. Do you consider that any technical assistance is required in order to allow you to fully implement 

this provision? If so, what specific forms of technical assistance would you require? 

 

States parties and signatories are encouraged to provide a description of any such assistance already being 
provided, including donor information. 
 

(NO) No assistance would be required 
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