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The session began at 1040,

The CHAIRMAN began by expressing the hope that the
second week of the Conference would bring further progress.
Before tabling proposals on how the Conference might proceed,
he answered briefly some of the questions posed at the
previous session by Bishop Muzorcwa's delcgation and also
commented on the proposals introduced at the same session by
Mr Mugabe. In replying to the question raised by
®r Mundawarara as to why some of the provisions in the
constitution tabled by his delegation were unacceptable, he
said that some features of the present constitutional

arrangements differed markedly from those of other countries

granted independence by Britain. This was particularly true

as regards the blocking power given to the minority over a wide
range of legislation and in the character of the Public
Service and other Commissions. He said that the British
proposals stood by themselves and related only to the

main constitutional provisions and not to all the subsidiary
and consequential points. On the question as to why, within
the British proposals, white voters did not appear on both
the White Voters roll and the Common Voters roll, the

British Government thought that no individunl should be

given two votes. The British Government had also thought

it better not to specify at this stage certain numbers and
periods relating to the House of Assembly, Scenate and
amendments to the constitution. They preferred to put
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