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EXAMINATION OF DELEGATES' CREDENT1ALS

Report of the General Committee

1. At 1ts thirty-first meeting on % December 1979 £he Goeheral
Commlttee examined the credentials of the South African delegation,

2. After some discussion It was declded not to examlne at this
stage the credentials of the other delegations, but to 1Limit the
discussion to the South Afrlcdn crodentials only.

1.«; The delegate of qunria, pnaklnq on behalf of African and
‘several non-aligned Member. Stdtvq, expressed hls abhorrence of
South Africa's policy of apartheid and its efforts to produce
huclear weapons to be uned agalnst fraternal Alrican countries and
stated that hls Government was not in a po*lfion to recoynize thn
legality of the credentials of the racisgt reglme 1n Pretoria.

A.' . The representatives of thn USSR, Qatar, Tunisla, Malaysla and
Czechoslov1kia supported the propn=n1 of Nigeria not to rocnqni7o
the credentials of the South African do1nqat0

5 The Chailrman stated that the Government of India and Lts
people had always condemned South Alfrica's policy of apartheld and
that he was, therelore, in favour of reje<tlng the credentials of
thic delegate of South Afrlca, and of not permitling the South
African delegation to pdrtiripatp 1n the Cnnfnroncc.

6. The deloqntn of the United States of Amerlrd, the Unjted
Kingdom, France, the I'aderal Republlic of Germany, Canada and Jdapan,
while expressing their condemnation of the policy. of apartheid as
existing in South Africa, conagldered that politlcal questions were
lrr91evant in the examlnation of credentlals of delegates under
Rule 27 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Conlerence and
were opposed to rejecting any credentials of any deledgates on
political grounds.
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7.  The deiegate From Ecuador, speaking on behalf of the Latin
Amarican countbueﬁ, affirmed thelr rejection of the policy of
mpartha¢aa However, a majorlty of them had considered the legal
aspects and had therefore decided to abstain from taking part in
a votp on the credentials of the delegate from South Africa.

N an extensive discussion followed, concerning the voting rights
of @ Chalrman.,

Pe Some dolcgarionu tocx the position that the Chairman, according
te Rules 51 and 82 of the Rules of Procedure; should not vote, At
¥ iy roauast the Secretarlat defined the mOQWLHg of Rules 51 and 82,
cii sheuld be interpreted together with Rule 40.
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The delegates of Tunisia and Nigerla did not agree with the

G.
interpretation provided by the Secretariat and pointed out that,
accordling to Rule 51, the Chalrman could vote.

the light of this complicated situation, the Chairman

his willingness to appolnt a member of his delegation to
it his behalf in accordance with Rule 51. This proposal,

nowaver, was not accepted. '

-

. The Chairman then designated, in accordance with Rule 40, the

i = of the Unlted States of America to preside during the voting
cepecity as Vice-President. The delegate of the United States
f Amorica thanked theg Chairman for the confidence placed in him, but
declined and stated that he was not in a position to accept thils
honour, '

12. The delegate from Canada proposed to report o the General
Conforence that the Gzneral Committee, sitting as Credentilals
Corpltiez, wes divided on the proposal by the delegate from Nigeria
by six delegates In favour, six delegates against, with two absten=-
tiono, aﬂd that the guestion of the voting rights of the Chairman
remained open. This proposal was also not adopted.

14. In the course of the further discussions 1t became evident that
diverjence of views prevalled and the Chairman therefore decided

that he would report immediately to the Plenary Session that seven
zmbers of the Committee had supporited the Nigerlan proposal, whereas

slx members of the Committee were not in favour thereof, and that

wwo delzyations had abstained. '

15. Ths Chal v
Committee sliting as Credentials Committee would be arranged at a
later stage '
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