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STATEMENT BY AMBASSADOR TOMMY KOH OF THE SINGAPORE TELEGATION '
ON THE REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE QUESTION OF THE
REPRESENTATION OF KAMPUCHEA AT THE SENIOR OFFICIALS':MEETING
OF THE NON=ALIGNED - FOREIGN MINISTERS MEEI‘ING,
NEW IFLHI, 6 FEBRUARY 1981

On behalf of the delegation of Singapore, I would like to thank
. the govermment and people of India for the excellent arrangements and
for their warm hospjtality. There exjsts between our two countries,
India and Singapore, bonds of history, culture and langusge. dia's
national heroes, Mahatma Gandhi and Pandit Nehru, are also revered by
our people. As a democrat I must say that I am delighted to ve in the
capital of the most populous democracy in the world,

We would also like to thank the govermment of India for appointing

Ambassador Garekhan as the Secretary=General of our conferenoce, During
his tepure as India's Permenent Representative to the Uhited Nations in
Geneva, Ambassador Garekhan won the esteem and admiration of all his
colleagues,s I personally had the good fortune to serve under him duiing

‘ “he Uhited Nations Special Session on disarmament when he was the Chairman
of one of the negotiating groups. I was able $o0 witness,for myself his
qualities of intelligence, diligence, patience, humility, his fairness
and integrity.

Owing to the shortage of time, the Ad Hoo Committee on the
question of the representation of Kampuohea, was unable 4o undertake its
work in New York. This question has therefore been referred to this
confercence,

I would like to make some commenits on she ouster of Demcoratio
Kampuchea from the seat of Kampuchea which occurred at the Sjixth Summit
in Havanas. Before doing so, I wish to assure my good friond, Ambassador
Raul Roa of uuba, that nothing which I am going to say is intended to be
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personal and that I shall continue to have a high regard for him as an
accomplished diplomat and as a friend,

In April 1975, the government of Lon Nol was defeated by the
forces of GRUIK, a coalition between Sihanovk and the Khmer Ronges The
victorious forces formed a new government which styled itself, Demccratioc
Kampuohez, The first meeting of the Non-Aligned Movement held after
the coming, intc power of IK, was the Foreign Ministers! Mesting held in
Lima, Peru,; in fugust 1975. The seat of Kampuchea was occupied by,a IK
delegation and I remember that a warm welcome was exitended to them,
egpecially, by the communist members,of our movements From Limg in 1975,
‘o Colombo, 1976, to Belgrade, 1578, to Colombo in 1979, the seat of
Kampuohea in cur movement was always occupied by IXK. This wag true not only
of +the meetings at the levels of ministers and heads of States and
Governments, It wag alse true of all the meetings held in New York, of
the co-crdinating burean, and of the movement as a whola, Indeed, just

o few days before going to Havana, the seat of Kampuchea ia the movement
was still cccupied by IXK,

The question then is how was IK ocusted from the seat of Kampuchea
at the Hovana Summit? Was it a2 result arrived at by the movement in
accordance with its rules of decision mzking? The answer is nos IK was
illegally deprived of its seat in cur movement by the unilateral and
arbitrary act of the host country, It was physically prevented by the
government of Cuba from tzking its rightful scat in our rovement, Did
Cuba, whether in its capacity as host or chairman, have the power to
arrogate to itself 4o decide whether a member of our movement should be
exoluded from attending its meeting? The answer is olesrly no,

We may draw a useful analeogy between our movement and a club,
There are certain criteria governing the admission.of members to the
olub, There are certain rules for decision makinge These rules apply
to all decisions including decisionz on such vital matters as the
suspension and expulsion of members, The presidency of tha olub changes
hands every three years. In 1979, Cuba became the president of our olub.
At the first meeting prosided over by tho new president, Cuba, it refused
to admit to the meeting, IK, a member in good standing, a member in.respaot
of whirn - ¢ club had never token a deoision to suspond or oxpel it. Did
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t+he president have the power to expel a member? The irrefutable answer
is no, This is why I have characterised Cuba's action in barring DX
from taking ite scat in Havana as wnilateral, arbitrary and illegal.

When the senior officials met in Havana on the 28 of Mugust 1979,
24 members of our movement ocriticised Cuvbals action in barring IX from
taking its rightfuvl place in our movement as wmilateral, as arbitrary
and as illegal. They demended that the seat be restored to IK, Cuba
refused to do so, It argued that there had to be a oconsensus before the
seat could be restored to DK. Cuba's argument was, of course, absurd
and illogical. IK lost its scat in our x;iovemen'h through the unilateral,
arbitrary and illegal action of Cuba. It did not lose ite seat as a
result of a decision by our movement to deprived it of its seat.
Subsequently, the Foreign Minister of Cuba ruled that there wag a
congensug in favour of keeping the seat of XKampuchea emply even though
+here was olearly no cansensus since no fewer than 16 delegations opposed
guch g decisiones The same sordid story was repeated in plenary,

The conclusion is therefore inescapable, Democratic Kampuoches,
wag unilaterally, arbitrarily and illegally deprived of its lawful seat
in our movement. This meeting has 2 duty to rectify the wrong that was
done in Havana and to return the seat %o IK,

Ir Chaiman, some of my colleagues mey respond to my arguments
by saying that I am attaching far too much importance to procedural due
procesa. They may argue that although Cubals unilgteral aotion in ousting
IK may be questionable it was substantively the right thing to do because
firgt, IX was an obnoxious government which had ill-ireated its people;
gecond, that it was overthrown by a popular revolt against the regimes
third, that Cuba'e action reflegted the feelings of the ombers ~f the
movement towards DK; and fourth, the regime headed by Heng Samrin oonirels
most of the territory and population of Kempuchsae

I shall demonstrate that each of these four arguments is untené.'ble:

Fivgt, the buman rights rccord of a country is not one of

the stated oriteria for admission to our movement, Nor

is it a oriterion for occonsidering the suaponsion or expulsion
of ~ member, It io also pertinent for me to observe that those

sesvefla




who conspired with Cuba to oust IK from our movement
were the very same countries which were defending the
human rights/; record of IK in the UN Human Rights .
Commission until IK was attacked by its neighbour,

Second, fhe argument that tre government of IK was overw
thrown by a popular revolt by the Khmer people is g, lie,
The truth ig that Kampuchea's neighbour to the east, sent
in over 100,000 troops and occupied Kampuchea by forxce,
Today, there are over 200,000 foreign troops in Kampuchea.

Third, the argument that Cuba's unilateral action in
ousting IX from our movement accurately refleots the
feelings of the members of our movement is demonstrably
falses Within weeks of the Havans Sumit, an overwhelming
majority of the members of our movement voted in favour of
the oredentials of IX's delegation to the 34 UN General
Assembly. At the 35 UN General Asgembly another challenge
wag made to the credentials of IX, Only 25 membevrs of
our movement supported the challenge. 4l members voted
against the challenge. It is olear, is it not, from the |,
vcieg cast by members of our movement on IK's oredentiala,
at the 34th and 35th General Jssemblies, that the overw
whelming majority of the merbers of our movement oontinue.
to recognise IK as the legitimabe government of Kempuchea,

Fourth, the rcgime in Phnom Penh, headed by Herg Samrin, is
a puppet regimes Tf was instg.lled by the foreign armed,
forces which invaded Kampuohea and kep} in power by 200,000
foreign troopse This is why the world, including iost of
the mem‘bers of ocur movement, have not recognised.this puppet
regime,

Mr Chairman, I shall conclude my statement by summarising ita main

First, Demooratio Kampuohoa was deprived of its rightful
place in,our movement, not by virtue of a deoisicn of our
movement, but by the unilateral, arbitrary and illogal
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action of Cuba, the host of the Sixth Summit and curvent

chairman of our movement,

Srrond, the so~called consensus decision $o keep the seat
of Zsmpuchea empty was not a true consensus decisjion
beosouse it was opposed by at least 16 delegations, both

2% the levzl of Foreign Ministers and at the level of
Hz31g of Srate and Government,

I'ird, it is the duty of this conference to undo the wrong

done to Democrziio Kempuchea by Cuba in Havana and to

rcatore the seat of Kempuchea to IK,

Forurthy it is the responsibility of cur host country, .
Indlay o issue vicas to the delegation of DK 4o be

in Ver Delhi and to ensure that the representatives .of

the puppet regime a.l’é not invited to any of the activities

connected to this conferences

Fifsh, our fidelity to some of the most sacred mrinciples
of our movement is being testeds Do we really believe

Iv. the pringiple that every state is entitled to its
sorereigntyy , independence, and territorial integrity?

v we believe in the prinoivle of non~interference in the

internal affairs of other states? If we believe in ‘those

principles we must act in congruence with them, Consequently

we must continue to recognise the legal and legitimate .
government of Democratic Kampuchea ani not the puppet Heng

Samrin regime imposed by foreign armed foroes,

Sixth, ancther issue which is being tested is whether the
Hon=Aligned Movement is a democcratic movement or is it a
diotatorship of one, ‘the chairman, Tt is ocur contention
that ours ig o demooratic movement and the chairman oamnot
act as a one~man dictator, The movement cannot and must not
accept the unilateral and arbitrary a- Sions of the chairman,

Seventh, the rule of consensus, which poverns our decisions,
nig. Je applied in a uniform and consistent mannor, Wa
ozauot allow any.chairman to interprot ,the oonsensus rule
in e heads~I~win, tailgeyou=-lose manner, as it was dono in
Havanae
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