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Front. i\1r Paresh Motia . 
Sir: The suggestion (23 May) that 
the British government will press 
for the removal of the Prince Siha­
nouk-led coalition at the UN Gen­
eral A<;sembly and allow the Cam­
bodian seat to be left vacant is to 
be welcomed. Thousands of peo­
ple in the UK and else\vhere have 
campaigned for this during the 
last 11 years. 

The call for free and fair elec­
tions in Cambodia under direct 
UN administration, however, 
needs to be viewed critically. 
Should the Khmer Rouge be al­
)o\vcd to stand? 

If w·e use the criterion of judg­
ing govemmen ts by their past rec­
ord, as advocated by the present 
British government, then the an-

• 
S\\'er IS no. 

Pol Pot's governn1ent \vas not 
democraticall elected and has 

and the rule ot law, as we unaer­
stand it, ceased to exist in Cambo­
dia bet\veen 1975-79. Over one 
mi1lion people were executed 
without due proce~ of law. 

Why should we now allow the 
Khmer Rouge th~ "oxygen" of 
legitimacy by letting it take part in 
free elections? The crimes com .. 
mitted by the Khmer Rouge dur­
ing its reign allow us to exclude 
them from participating in the 
democratic process just as con-. 
victed crin1inals in the UK are ex­
cluded from voting in elections 9r 
standing for Parlian1cnt. 

By allowing the Khmer Rouge 
to take part in current negotia­
tions and possible free elections in 
Cambodia, the British govern­
nlent is adopting double standards 
and undermining its credibility. 
Yours faithfully, 
P ARESI1 M()TJA 
Oxford 
24 lV1a : 


