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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m. 

TRIBUTE TO THE IYIEMORY OF HR. PYOTR .!YIASHEROV , FIRST SECRETARY OF THE CENTRP.L 
COMNITTEE OF THE COI:JivJUNIST Pl\RTY OF THE BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIP..LIST REPUBLIC 

1. The CHAIRJVIAN, speaking on behalf of the members of the Fourth Cor!lilli ttee, paid 
tribute to the memory of !VIr. Pyotr Masherov. 

2. Mr. TKACHUK (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) thanked the Chairman for 
his expression of sympathy, which would be transmitted to the family of the 
deceased and to the Byelorussian Government and people. 

AGENDA I'I'Ri.vi 86 : ACTIVITIES OF FOREIGN ECONOMIC AND OTHER INTERESTS WHICH ARE 
IlvlPEDING THE I NPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLAP-ATION OF THE GRANTING OF HTDEPENDENCE 
TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES IN NANIBIA .AlJD IN ALL OTHER TERRITORIES UNDER 
COLONIAL DOMINATION .Ai.'JD EFFORTS TO ELIMINATE COLONIALISM, APARTHEID AND RACIAL 
DISCRIMINATION HJ SOUTHEFm AFRICA: REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COI•IMITTEE ON THE , 
SITUATION HITH REGARD TO THE INPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRAl·!TTNG OF 
Il'WEPEI'JDENCE TO COLOHIAL COillJTRIES AND PEOPLES (continued) (A/35/23 (Part III); 
A/AC.l09/599- 601 and 611) 

3. Mr. SEMICHI (Algeria) considered that the discussion on the activities of 
forei gn economic and other interests was becoming bogged dovm and >vas concentrating 
on the concept rather than the reality of the problem. He wondered whether the 
difficulty wicht arise from the '\vordint; of the agenda item. The reports of the 
Special Colli1llittee of Twenty-four, contained in document A/35/23 (Part III), uere 
quite clear. He vas curious as to whether interest in the item had dwindled 
because the great majority of colonial countries had achieved independence. It 
should not be forgotten, however, that nothing in the decolonization process c alled 
for re-exa;nination of the concept of economic profit" vrhich was still a burning 
issue in those fe\V territories "lvhich vrere not yet independent. He considered that 
the difficulty mi ght be .in part that any criticism of colonialislll and its 
implication tended to be regarded as a condeLU1ation of t he vlestern world as a "rhole · 
It vras clear from the disc~ssion that a number of States did not uant to give up 
the profits derived from the exploitation of tl1e resources of the Non-Self-Governing 
Territories; it was difficult for thein to reconcile their economic activities with 
their statements of intent on decolonization, hence their defensive reactions and 
their references to the alleged benefits of foreign investment for the colonial 
countries, which diverted the discussion from its proper purpose. 

4. On the question of foreign investments and bank transactions, it vras surprising 
that the independent countries and the Non-Self--Gover.ning Territories vrere regarded 
as a single group and that the critics of foreign investments were themselves 
criticized when they >velcomed investments in their own countries by transnational 
corporations. Such a simplistic attitude was not consistent with the commitments 
made by the international community~ which called for true co-operation between the 
developed and the developing countries and it vms to be hoped that it 1-muld not 
dominate the ~lobal negotiations for the establishment of the new international 
economic order. 
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5. He stressed the importance of the hearine;s on Hamibian uranium held by the 
United nations Council for lJamibia in defense of the interests of the I~amibian 
people as well as in relation to at;enda item 86. The discussion in the Council 
hacl shown that the activities of foreign interests vrere in no vray beneficial to 
Namibia: those interests cheated the Namibian people of their natural resources; 
they slowed dmm decolonization in Namibia because they 11rished to exploit the 
strategically important uranium to the utmost before the granting of independence; 
moreover, the working conditions of the Namibian miners 1vere such that they might 
well be regarded as involving a threat of genocide to the people of Namibia. 

6. In South Africa the racist regime 1 s policy of separate developQent, which 
allegedly conferred economic advantages on the black worLers , really brought them 
only slavery. The black population of South Africa, the liberation movement and 
even groups in the United States had unanimously declared that the Sullivan 
principles were contrary to the freedom and dignity of black >vorkers. 

1. A compromise solution of the problem, vhether it involved the adoption of 
rules of conduct or left the field open to the supposedly beneficial activities 
of certain foreign interests, would, in the last analysis, only delay the 
decolonization process and intensify repression. There could therefore 
be no question of conciliation or compromise between the members of the Committee 
for the purpose of producing a draft resolution that could be adopted by consensus. 
If the goals of freedom and the emancipation of peoples were to be achieved, Africa 
and the entire third >vorld must demonstrate unity and solidarity in the face of 
those seeking to divide them. 

8. .Mrs. i~ARJIHTUYA (Mongolia) paid a tribute to the memory of Mr. Pyotr Masherov. 

9. She considered that the item regarding the activities of foreign economic and 
other interests increased in importance proportionately to the deterioration in 
the economic and social situation in South Africa, Namibia and other Eon~Self
Governing Territories. 1-Ti th the worsening of the crisis in the capitalist 1vorld, 
the activities of transnational corporations, far from diminishing, were expanding. 
Such corporations, approximately 2,000 in number, and, for the most part, 
controlled by interests in the United Kingdom, the United States or the Federal 
I:epublic of Germany, had penetrated several sectors of the South African economy. 
Their investments in South Africa currently exceeded ~28 billion. The same was 
true of the banks: between 1972 and 1978, 382 banks, of which the majority 
belonged to the Federal Republic of Germany, the United States and the United 
Kingdom, had made loans to South Africa to a total amount in excess of z;s billion. 
In order to protect an important source of revenue, the imperialists throughout 
the world 111ere supporting the racist regime of South Africa and, in so doing, vrere 
conniving at the repression of the national liberation movements. 

10. The transnational corporations also contributed to the development of the 
arms industry, which 1ms controlled by the white minority and, in the last 
analysis, served to repress the i'Tamibians who were struggling for the liberation 
of their country. The entire international community had anxiously noted that the 
Pretoria regime -vras strengtheninG its nuclear capability with the help of Hestern 
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countries, thus threatening the peace and. security of Africa and of the uorld. The 
Hestern countries also coveted the uranium reserves of Hamibia, >vhich -vrere of both 
economic and military importance, and were consequently supportinc; the illec;al 
occupation of the Territory by the Pretoria reeime, which was plundering its 
natural wealth and exploitinc the African population. 

11. The situation of the other small Han-Self-Governing Territories was no 
different: the colonial Powers continued to plunder their natural -vreal th, to 
exploit the population and, on occasion, to use the Territories as military bases. 

12. '1\renty years had passed since the adoption of the Declaration on the Granting 
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and 14 years had elapsed since 
the General Assembly had revoked South Africa's mandate in Namibia. The Pretoria 
regime continued to occupy that Territory illegally, in violation of the 
Declaration and in defiance of world opinion. The People's Republic of Mone;olia, 
which, since its creation, had declared itself in favour of liquidatine 
colonialism and supporting people 1 s strue;gle for their independence, deraanded that 
a final end should be put to the inhum&n activities of foreiGn monopolies in the 
territories under colonial domination and that the Declaration and other United 
nations resolutions on decolonization should be fully implemented. It called for 
strict compliance 1vi th the arms embargo against South Africa; for a;1 end to all 
co-operation -vrith the South African regime; and for the applicatioe1 of sanctions 
under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations. 

13. i-lr. ALAI\WAA (Yemen) said that he had nothing nevr to add to the list of 
activities of foreign interests. Ivlost delegations agreed that colonial domination 
and the plundering of the natural resources of a Hon-Self~Governing Territory were 
contrary to the principles of the United lJations Charter and to the objectives of 
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples 
and the Programme of Action for the full implementation of that Declaration. 

14. Apart from that, the Committee was wasting its time in empty discussions. The 
fact was that, notuithstanding the many resolutions adopted by the General 
Assembly, certain States were continuing to encourage the activities of 
transnational corporations in Namibia. Those corporations were exhaustine; its 
natural wealth, exploiting the labour force in an inhuman manner and only made 
capital investments •·Then it was in their mm interest to do so and uith the 
ae;reement and support of South Africa, which had had no mandate over Nrunibia for 
the last 14 years. It was obvious that some of the profits from such activities 
were returned to the South African Government in the form of loans, investments 
and aid, so that such corporations were contributing to the maintenance of colonial 
domination in flagrant violation of all the decisions taken by the United Nations, 
including the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 
and Peoples, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and Decree No. 1 for the 
protection of the natural resources of Hamibia. 
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15. Yemen condemned all the activities of foreign interests in Namibia 3 no matter 
1vhat they were. He reaffirmed its solidarity with the people of Namibia and S'HAPO, 
the national liberation movement. It appealed to all States to co-operate in 
implementing all the resolutions which had been adopted by the United Nations, by 
the Sixth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, 
held at Havana in September 1979, and by the Conference of Heads of State and 
Government of the Organization of African Unity, held at Freetown in July 1980. It 
was time to face facts and put an end once and for all to colonial practices, in 
particular those of the Governments of South Africa and Israel. 

16. ~trs. JACOB (Guyana) said that the attainment of independence by Zimbabwe, after 
the question of Southern Rhodesia had been on the Committee's agenda for more than 
two decades, represented a historic landmark in the struggle against colonialism. 
That victory demonstrated what a people might achieve when it was truly organized 
and mobilized. It offered renewed encouragement to the inter~ational community in 
its struggle to free peoples and territories from the yoke of colonial domination 
and oppression. Her delegation was also gratified at the attainment of 
independence by Saint Vincent and the Grenadines. 

17. The international community had already condemned the systems of colonial and 
racial domination, which were directly founded on economic exploitation. Such 
systems aimed at enriching the colonial countries through the exploitation of the 
human and natural resources of their colonies. to the total disregard of the needs 
of the local populations. 

j 

18. The case of Namibia tragically illustrated the rapacious nature of colonial 
domination. The illegal occupiers of Namibia were continuing to engage in the 
systematic plunder of~he natural resources of that Territory 3 in collusion with 
certain Hestern econorrlic interests. For instance, one of the largest uranium
producing companies iq the world, the Rio Tinto Zinc Corporation, registered in the 
United Kingdom, was tne biggest foreign investor in Namibia. The bulk of its 
uranium came from the Rossing mine, which, within a few years, was likely to become 
the He stern world's main source of uranium. Exploitation of the mine was attractive 
mainly because the company did not have to adhere to minimum safety standards or 
pay black workers a m~nimum wage. 

19. The illegal occu!Jation of Namibia by South Africa and the involvement of 
foreign economic intei:ests in that Territory jeopardized international peace and 
security. South Africa had become emboldened by the support of those interests and 
by its possession of a nuclear weapons capability. It had increased its acts of 
aggression a~.Sainst nei'ghbouring countries and had dared the international community 
to take action against' its rapacious plunder of Namibia's resources, in total 
disregard for the interests of the African population. Her delegation vigorously 
condemned that exploitation and called once again upon the foreign economic 
interests concerned to implement the relevant decisions of the United Nations, in 
particular Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia, 
promulgated by the United Nations Council for Namibia in 1974. 

I . .. 
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20. With regard to the Territories of the Caribbean and Pacific, her delegation 
reasserted the inalienable right of the peoples of those Territories to dispose of 
their natural resources as they saw fit, to determine their own economic priorities 
and to orient their development efforts on the basis of their own needs and other 
factors defined by themselves. Her delegation endorsed any actions taken by the 
peoples of those Territories in respect of foreign economic interests to shatter 
the bonds of dependence and exploitation which oppressed them and to ensure respect 
for their dignity and their inalienable rights. She 1-relcomed the programme of 
economic assistance to peoples fighting for their freedom, which sought not only to 
prepare those peoples for independence by also to implement specific projects to 
the benefit of the population. 

21. Her delegation shared the profound preoccupation of the representative of 
Sierra Leone over the decline in support for the Committee's decisions since 1974 
and, therefore, in the effectiveness of those decisions. The Committee should seek 
to identify the factors which had led to the erosion of support over the past six 
years and should take the necessary steps to reverse that trend. The objective of 
the Committee's work under that agenda item was to mobilize broad support for 
terminating foreign economic activities in the colonial Territories. Her delegation 
was prepared to work closely with other delegations with a view to formulating a 
draft resolution able to command the broadest possible support and which, while 
rema1n1ng faithful to the principles of the United Nations Charter and the relevant 
decisions of the Organization, would offer no excuse for non-compliance. 

22. Mr. FALEIRO (India) said that the attainment of independence by Zimbabwe was 
the result of the courageous struggle of the people of that country. The Committee 
could legitimately be proud that the cause of that people, which it had championed 
over the years, had finally triumphed. The admission of Zimbabwe and of Saint 
Vincent and the Grenadines to the United Nations would encourage the international 
community in its efforts to eliminate colonialism. 

23. It was obvious that foreign economic and other interests were impeding the 
implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial 
Countries and Peoples since colonialism, by definition, supposed a relationship in 
which the interests of the subordinate Territory were subjected to the designs of 
the dominant Power. Supercilious assumptions of racial superiority were merely an 
inseparable element of such a relationship. The resources and the entire population 
of the colony were nothing more than instruments in the service of the political, 
economic and strategic ambitions of colonial Powers. Happily, the national 
awakening and resurgence of patriotic fervour of the peoples of Asia and Africa had 
all but wiped out such relationships. Currently, economic imperialism did not 
manifest itself so blatantly, yet there were still a few pockets where the dominant 
Powers sought to exploit resources, establish patterns of consumption vhich suited 
them and replace local firms with foreign companies. Such activities perpetuated a 
sense of dependence affecting not only the economic situation of such Territories 
but also the ability of the people to express their political and economic choices. 
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24. The repugnant system of apartheid in South Africa 8.nd the illegal occupation of 
Namibia by the racist regime were a challenge to humanity. 1Vhile the international 
community had unanimously condemned apartheid, certain countries were continuing 
blatantly to aid and abet the South African regime by maintaining trading links 
with it. 1Jitbout the support of certain Powers, willing to betray the principles 
they :professed, South Africa would not be able to defy world opinion. Such 
betrayal had allowed South Africa to develop a vast military-industrial complex 
which threatened international peace and security. Unless those foreign economic 
interests were obliged to withdraw from South Africa by the Governments which today 
shielded them, the racist regime would continue to defy the world community. 

25. His delegation rejected the charge made by another delegation that there were 
few States which did not maintain any economic contacts vrith South Africa. India 
had always opposed apartheid. In accordance with that position, the Indian 
Government had taken legislative measures :prohibiting any trade or economic contact 
with South Africa. It had always scrupulously abided by its commitment to isolate 
South Africa politically and economically and had consistently advocated the 
imposition of economic sanctions against that country under Chapter VII of the 
Charter of the United Nations, including a comprehensive oil embargo. 

26. The argument that countries with commerical relations with South Africa could 
use their influence to bring about peaceful change had not stood the test of time, 
since there had been no change over the past century. It was illusory to expect 
countries lvhose economic 1-rell-being was linked to the perpetuation of the current 
system to work for the li~uidation of their economic empire. The author of the 
nSullivan principles" - a code of conduct for companies operating in South Africa -
had himself criticized those companies for their reluctance to facilitate the 
necessary changes. 

27. Realizing that its days in Namibia were numbered, South Africa was playing for 
time to exploit that Territory 1 s resources to the maximum. The hearings held by 
the United Nations Council for Namibia on the ~uestion of uranium had revealed that 
some of the Hestern countries engaged in the negotiations aimed at a peaceful 
settlement of the ~uestion of Namibia had a vital stake in the :perpetuation of the 
colonial status of that Territory. Corporations such as Rio Tinto Zinc were 
protected by their Governments, lvhich maintained that their activities were not 
illegal as long as there were no mandatory sanctions imposed by the Security 
Council. Those Governments claimed not to see any contradiction between their 
position that the occupation of Namibia was illegal and the contention that doing 
business with the illegal regime was in order. They did not recognize Decree I:Jo. 1 
of the United Nations Council for Namibia on the pretext that it was not valid 
without Security Council endorsement. His delegation was gratified that the 
United Nations Council for Namibia had begun to compile data on the havoc wrought 
by foreign economic interests during the period of occupation, so that an 
independent government of Namibia might legitimately claim damages from the 
corporations and Governments concerned. 

I . .. 
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28. His delegation thought that the Committee should endeavour to draft a 
universally acceptable resolution. To achieve that it was ready to make 
compromises, for instance by distinguishinz betvreen the situation in Hamibia and 
the situation in the small Territories. On the other hand ~t could not accept 
the argument that foreign investments in colonial Territories should be treated 
on a par with investments in independent countries. A situation forcibly imposed 
on a people which was not master of its own destiny could not be equated with 
decisions taken by sovereign States to invite foreign capita,l on a negotiated 
basis on the basis of eQuality and mutual benefit. It was for the administering 
Pm·rers to see that the economy of the Territories 1vhich they ·Here administering 
was capable of supporting itself and not to set up conditions which encouraged 
such Territories to wish to prolong the prevailing situation for the sake of 
avoiding economic ruin. 

29. \lith regard to military activities, his delegation stre:Ssed that such 
activities, including the maintenance of military bases~ con~tituted a serious 
impediment to political and economic independence in the Territories concerned. 
It could not accept the argmaent that those activities did dot run counter to 
the wishes of the peoples, who had in fact never been consulted. Such military 
activities should be brought to an end and economic diversirkcation in the 
Territories in question encouraged with a view to preparing them for full 
independence. 

30. In the opinion of his delegation the resolution adopted by the Committee 
should: reaffirm the right of the peoples of those dependent Territories to use 
their natural resources in their best interests; reiterate that the administering 
Powers should not deprive the colonial peoples of their rights over their natural 
resources and that those Powers should ensure that their economic and other 
activities did not impede the granting of independence to the ':'erritories 
concerned; call on all States to discontinue economic, financial or trade 
relations with the racist minority regime of South Africa ; and, in conclusion, 
call on the administering Powers to abolish all discriminatory and unjust wage 
systems prevailing in the Territories under their administration. 

31. Hr. SANG SOMSAK (Lao People's Democratic Republic) said that the observance 
of the twentieth anniversary of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples marked a turning point in the peoples' struggle 
to eliminate all forms of colonial domination and exploitation. He noted with 
satisfaction the accession of Zimbabwe and of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines to 
independence. 

32. The international community had always been aware that the activities of 
transnational corporations in the colonial Territories - corporations whose owners 
>vere none other than the colonial Pow·ers with their own nationals as 
intermediaries - would have the effect of perpetuating the ekploitation of the 
colonized peoples and postponing their complete liberation. · Those activities 
were in flagrant contradiction to the exercise of the right to self-determination, 
which covered not only the exercise of political rights but likewise of 
economic rights. Economic rights could only become a reality if accompanied 
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by the right of the peoples to proclaim their absolute sovereignty over their 
natural resources. Otherw-ise, in the absence of effective measures capable of 
putting an end to that scandalous exploitation, the colonial peoples would, on 
acceding to independence, inherit sterile territories devoid of any value, which 
vould put them in a position of being permanently dependent on the exploiting 
capitalist countries. 

33. The General Assembly had adopted numerous resolutions condemning the 
activities of foreign interests and calling on Governments to trure effective 
measures to put an end to the plunder of Territories under colonial domination. 
Among others~ resolution 32/35 expressly called upon all Governments to prohibit 
their nationals and bodies corporate from undertaking activities obstructing the 
implementation of resolution 1514 (:A'V) and to trure concrete steps to impose 
s~~ctions on those indulging in such activities. Yet it was a fact that very few 
countries had taken any legislative or administrative measures along those lines. 
The ~ofestern capitalist countries habitually resorted to various arguments mrudng 
the point that it was impossible for them to undertrure such measures against 
private enterprises, even though the latter came under their authority, which 
held sway in the colonial Territories. It was well known that the sole aim of 
that kind of argument was to protect the activities of the foreign interests. 

34. It >vas also to be noted that despite severe condemnation by the international 
community, the foreign monopolies were expanding their activities and were 
seeking to consolidate their positions in the economic structures of colonial 
Territories, particularly in southern Africa, which held vast natural resources. 
For the vlestern Powers~ the South African racist regime constituted a docile 
partner which likevrise indulged in plundering Namibia's resources. There had 
been a substantial increase in the number of companies operating in that 
Territory, and production had attained colossal figures, with complete disregard 
for the pertinent resolutions of the General Assembly concerning Namibia and in 
flagrant violation of Decree No. l for the Protection of the Natural Resources of 
Namibia, adopted by the United Nations Council for Namibia. 

35. To delude international public opinion, the capitalist countries claimed that 
the activities of their transnational corporations helped ensure the economic 
development of the exploited countries and raised the standards of living of the 
indigenous populations. In fact the living conditions of those peoples, who 
acted as a pool of cheap labour, had become worse and most of them continued to 
live in abject misery. Their production was in no way geared to satisfying the 
needs of the local population but was destined for exportl with South Africa 
and the capitalist countries deriving enormous profits therefrom. That made it 
easy to understand why the \Jestern capitalist Pow·ers provided the minority racist 
regime in Pretoria with military, economic, political and even nuclear support. 
In the nuclear field, their co-operation with South Africa was aimed not only at 
enabling that c8untry to use nuclear weaponry to intimidate the peoples of 
Namibia and South Africa in their liberation struggle, but also to offer 
South Africa the possibility of turning to nuclear energy in the event of an 
oil embargo being imposed against it. To gain time for the racist regime in 
Pretoria, its I·Jestern allies resorted to all kinds of delaying tactics to 
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postpone the settlement of the Namibian question. South Africa took advantage 
of that to keep on steadily reinforcing its military potential and consolidating 
its hold on Namibia. 

36. His delegation therefore felt it was high time to turn verbal condemnations 
into concrete and effective action. Total sanctions against South Africa had 
become more necessary and urgent than ever, being the only way to oblige the racist 
Pretoria regime to apply the provisions of the United Nations Charter and of the 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples .. 
The vlestern capitalist countries themselves ought to unite with the majority of the 
States Members of the United Nations in their just demand for a strict oil embargo 
against South Africa. 

37. Mr. MUNOZ LEDO (Hexico) recalled that the United Nations had for more than 
10 years been proposing measures to prevent foreign economic and political interests 
in the colonial Territories from becoming an obstacle to their independence. 

38. The facts gathered by the United Nations Council for Namibia shmred that the 
South African regime ~vas continuing to receive the support of certain 
transnational corporations with interests in exploiting the minerals and in selling 
and manufacturing arms. 

39. His delegation attached fundamental importance to the principle of self
determination for the colonial peoples in the belief that it was for the peoples 
themselves to choose their o•vn destiny, and felt that the denial of that right 
lay at the root of a great number of current political problems. It had always 
resolutely supported all political action and all resolutions aiming at 
eliminating colonialism and promoting the freedom and independence of peoples. 

40. During debates in the General Assembly and recently in the Security Council, 
his delegation had called for the total isolation of the South African regime 
and had condemned the abuses it committed with the complicity of certain countries. 
It had insisted on the need to strengthen the arms embargo against South Africa 
and to implement appropriate measures, including, if necessary, those provided 
for under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations. 

41. He recalled that Mexico had taken a firm decision not to sell crude oil 
or any derivative to South Africa and urged the Fourth Committee to take measures 
aimed at putting an immediate end to any export of those products to that country. 

42. The international community should, in accordance with United Nations 
resolutions, provide the fullest support to SVJAPO, the legitimate representative 
of the Namibian people. 
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43. Given the constant scorn of the South African regime and its allies for the 
United Nations, the moment had come for the international community to express, 
through firm decisions, its intent to assure the total decolonization of southern 
Africa. His delegation would fully support any such measures. 

44. Mr. W.AMULHA.l\JGE (Zambia) said that his country had al-,;v-ays opposed the activities 
of foreign economic and other interests which impeded the implementation of the 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. It 
was well known that certain \·!estern countries collaborated with South Africa and 
contributed to the depletion of the abundant mineral and human resources of Namibia, 
thus reinforcing the illegal occupation of the Territory by Pretoria and encouraging 
the minority regime to delay its independence as long as possible. 

45. The incidence of that exploitation and plunder -.ras alarming. It had been 
exposed in some detail during the hearings on the question of uranium held by the 
United Nations Council for Namibia in July 1980. The attainment of independence by 
Namibia would eliminate one of the hotbeds of racism and bigotry from the African 
continent. It was for that reason that his delegation stood side by side with the 
patriots of Namibia, under the leadership of SWAPO, until victory was won. 

46. The General Assembly had repeatedly called upon all Governments to take 
legislative, administrative and other measures to put an end to activities and 
investments impeding the process of decolonization. Yet most Hestern countries had 
disregarded those appeals, thus demonstrating that they had no wish to control the 
activities of their transnational corporations, nor to defend the inalienable right 
of oppressed peoples to self-determination and independence. 

47. For several years there had been manoeuvres aimed at achieving a so--called 
internal settlement in Namibia and at imposing upon that country a puppet regime in 
the pay of Pretoria. Those indulging in such machinations were attempting to divide 
the African people, to slow the march to freedom and independence and to buy time 
for the continued, unfettered exploitation of Namibia's resources. 

48. The Fourth Committee should systematically expose and condemn the complicity of 
foreign economic interests and the perpetuation of racism and repression, of 
exploitation of the majority by the minority, and of colonialism and neo-colonialism 
in Namibia, South Africa and in all Non-Self-Governing Territories. It should 
continue to demand South Africa's complete withdravml from Namibia, the elimination 
of apartheid and the granting of independence to all colonial Territories. 

49. It was disturbing that an increasing number of delegations were voting against 
resolutions on independence for such Territories, especially Namibia. Some Member 
States refused to discourage their transnational corporations from participating in 
the plunder of Namibia's resources. As long as they did not change their attitudes, 
the Committee should condemn without distinction their economic activities in 
colonial countries. 
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50. At the previous session his delegation had submitted~ in a spirit of 
conciliation, a resolution aimed at dra'~>ring a distinction between the various 
foreign economic activities, v7ith the intention of arrestinES the trend in the voting 
pattern. Yet no change had occurred. It vras deplorable that other Member States 
had not wished to reciprocate that gesture of goodwill. 

51. His delegation reaffirmed its support for the United Nations plan for the 
independence of Namibia and pledged its full co-operation with all institutions 
uorking to that end. 

52. The elimination of the activities of foreign economic interests would 
contribute to political independence~ which wa s still the main objective. Without 
political emancipation ~ vrhat would it profit an oppressed people to live in an 
economically independent Territory without the power to decide itself how its wealth 
should be distributed? 

53. Hr. OIG·TONGA (Uganda) said that the activities of transnational corporations in 
southern Africa were the main obstacle to the elimination of apartheid and racial 
discrimination in South Africa and to the independence of Namibia. Having made an 
im~ense contribution to South Africa's economic and industrial infrastructure~ those 
interests had propped up the racist regime in furtherance of its apartheid policy. 

54. According to recent studies, transnational corporations played a fundamental 
role in the development of South Africa's military-industrial complex. Between 
1972 and 1978, forei gn ba nks had loaned that country a total of :: .5. 5 billion. 
Furthermore, subsidiaries of those banks made many short- and long-term loans to 
South African corporations in the private and public sectors. Transnational 
corporations also supplied critical technology to South Africa. Despite the 
ii!lposition of a mandatory arms embargo by the Security Council, the racist regime 
continued to acquire military technology through their subsidiaries. Although the 
member countries of OPEC had declared a boycott of oil products for South Africa, 
the racist regime continued to obtain oil, owing to the complicity of certain 
transnational oil corporations, such as Shell, British Petrole'l1I!l, Caltex, Mobil 
and Total. Some of those corporations were playing an active role in the Sasol 
projects to produce oil from coal. The activities of those and other Western 
transnational corporations had various consequences for the struggle against 
apartheid, racial discrimination and colonialism in southern Africa. Firstly, 
forei8n investment contributed to the building up of the racist armed forces and 
increased the Pretoria regime 1 s oppression of the black majority. Secondly~ a 
discovery of huge oil deposits in Namibia would almost certainly induce South Africa 
to deny independence to the Territory. Thirdly, as a result of the policy of 
apartheid, the African labour force had been turned into a mere instrument of 
production exploited by the transnational corporations. 

55. It was important for the international community to adopt, as a matter of 
urcency, specific measures to prevent the situation in southern Africa from 
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deteriorating further. It should call upon the transnational corporations to end 
all collaboration with the South African racist regime. 

56. The United Nations should iw~ediately impose mandatory economic sanctions 
against South Africa. Such measures should ensure the overthrow of the racist 
regime and eliminate the abhorrent policy of apa~theid, thereby ensuring peace 
and tranquillity in the region. 

57. Mr. LE ANH KIET (VietNam) said that the United Nations had adopted many 
resolutions on the question under consiQeration condemning the intensified 
activities of foreign interests which exploited the ~atural and hun1an resources 
of the colonial Territories, and accumulated and repatriated huge profits to the 
detriment of the interests of the peoples of those Territories, thus preventing them 
from exercising their right to self-determination and independence. 

58. Nevertheless, despite those resolutions, the economies of the colonial 
countries were completely dependent on the transnational corporations of the 
Hestern countries. The Namibian economy, in particular, continued to be dominated 
by foreign interests. South Africa and various transnational corporations based 
in Canada, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the United Kingdom and the 
United States shared in the exploitation of the Territory's vast reserves of 
uranium ore, diamonds and base minerals. 

59. Some Hestern countries were increasing their investments in the colonial 
countries of southern Africa because of the abundance of mineral resources in that 
region, its strategic position, and collusion between international reactionaries 
and the administering Po-vrer. By monopolizing the Namibian economy, foreign 
interests hoped to establish in the Territory a puppet regime which would allaH 
them to exploit Namibian uranium as they w·ished. The Hestern countries were 
attempting to finalize a political settlement w·hich vrould exclude any Government led 
by SvJAPO, since they feared that that organization vould nationalize the mining 
sector to the detriment of their economic interests. 

60. Certain Hestern countries, while shutting their eyes to relevant resolutions of 
the United Nations, had been intensifying their trade with South Africa and 
continuing to exploit the natural resources of that country in order to serve their 
own economic and strategic interests. They had been supplying the racist regime 
with sophisticated equipment, giving it significant assistance in the development of 
a nuclear capability and protecting it against international sanctions. 

61. The transnational corporations of the Hestern countries had also continued to 
play a dominant role in the economies of the small colonial Territories, pillaging 
their national resources and exploiting the indigenous population. 

62. The activities of foreign monopolies in the small territories, encouraged by 
the colonial administering Powers, had impeded the awakening of national 
consciousness on the part of their peoples and had constituted the main obstacle 
to the implementation of the Declaration on decolonization. 
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63. In the view of his deleGation 9 the General Assembly) during its current . 
session, should adopt resolutions condemning the intensified activities of tho~e 
foreign interests >vhich continued to exploit the natural and human resources of the 
colonial Territories condemning the support e;iven by certain \Jestern countries and 
monopolies to South Africa, in particular in the nuclear field, and condemning the 
plundering of the natural resources of Namibia by South Africa ~ in complete 
disrec;ard of the legitimate interests of the Namibian people. 

64. The General Asseru.bly should call upon the Security Council to consider the · 
imposition of appropriate measures against South Africa, including sanctions under 
Chapter VII of the Cnarter of the United Nations. 

65. His delegation reaffirmed the full and resolute support of the people and 
Government of the Socialist Republic of Viet Bam in the just struggle of the people 
of Namibia under the leadership of SHAPO, and of the people of South Africa under 
the leadership of ANC, against the racist regime of South Africa. It firmly 
supported the just struggle of the people in the Non-Self-Governing Territories to 
exercise their ri3ht to self-determination and would support any draft resolution 
>-rhich 1-rould help to eliminate the obstacles impeding the implementation of the 
Declaration on decolonization. 

66. l1r. HOLIS (Democratic Yemen) expressed his condolences to the Government and 
people of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic on the death of Hr. Masherov, 
First Secretary of the Con~unist Party of that country. 

67. His country was particularly interested in the item before the Committee and 
s~nnpathized with those peoples which were still suffering from racism, racial 
discrimination and all forms of oppression , for it had itself borne the yoke of 
imperialism and had sought to achieve its freedom and independence through a 
struggle for national liberation. 

68. Democratic Yemen was therefore firmly opposed to imperialism and supported an 
international policy -vrhich would defend the interests of the whole human race and 
support the struggle of peoples for freedom. Such a pol·icy should be founded on 
the principles of solidarity amonG nations and peaceful co- existence. 

69. Since the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 
and Peoples had been adopted 20 years earlier, great political and economic 
achievements had occurred throughout the world: many peoples, such as those of 
Zimbab1-re, Afc;hanistan and Ethiopia o had scored resounding victories and many 
dictatorial, imperialist and racist systems had crumbled. The struggles of the 
peoples of those countries had made it possible to strengthen the principle of 
detente and peaceful co-existence and to avoid the scourge of war and imperialism. 

70. Nevertheless a number of }leoples still suffered from the vesti13:es of 
traditional and neo-colonial ir.tperialism. In that connexion, his delegation 1vas 
particularly concerned by the attitude of the United States imperialists who 
continued to intensify their ac;gressive acts as -vrell as their political and 
economic activities in colonial Territories in order to preserve and enlarge their 
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zone of influence by military and other means, contrary to the Charter of the 
United IJations. It was for that very reason that the United States favoured the 
colonial and racist South African reeime and the continuation of the illegal 
occupation of "famibia by South Africa, the racist Zionist entity in Arab Palestine 
and the installation of military bases in the Indian Ocean. In the view of his 
Government" the Indian Ocean, the Red Sea and the Horn of Africa should be declared 
peace zones so as to lessen the risk of tension and 1var in those regions. 

71. The United States, uhile claiminc; to support the policy of detente, sought, 
by economic and other means~· to infiltrate a number of countries and consequently 
to hinder the liberation of peoples from the yoke of imperialism. United States 
imperialism was meeting with growing resistance in all regions of the >·rorld and v;-:as 
1-ritnessin[!; challenges to its pm-rer both in its own and in other capitalist 
countries. It was therefore becoming more extremist and aggressive in its efforts 
to drag the world into cold 1var and thus regain its influence over Europe. 
The methods employed by the United States in Viet Ham and Iran illustrated that 
point. To counter the imperialist intric;ues of the United States, Democratic Yemen 
supported the dismantling of all that country's military bases and installations in 
the Indian Ocean. The economic and other activities of the monopolies of the 
imperialist countries were designed to undermine the world economic and political 
situation and international relations and to sabotage the possibilities for detente 
and peace. 

72. For that reason, Democratic Yemen, which had always stood firmly by the 
peoples of Angola, Mozambique, Zimbabwe and elsewhere in Africa, Asia and South 
America, conde1nned such imperialist, provocative activities in every form and gave 
its support to all measures designed to safeguard the freedom of peoples and to 
encourage the policy of detente and peaceful co-existence. His Government also 
supported the struggle of the African countries for freedom and independence, 
condemned reactionary and imperialist intervention ac;ainst the will of the African 
people and condemned racism~ ~~artheid and racial discrimination in southern Africa. 

73. Democratic Yemen also wished to congratulate Ethiopia which had been able to 
thvrart the plots of the imperialists and their lackeys and supported the struggle 
of the Cuban people aimed at dismantling the Guantanap~o military base. In 
conclusion, his delegation considered that regional and other differences should be 
settled by peaceful means and undertook to contribute actively to the search for 
constructive solutions which would eliminate imperialism, a~artheid, racial 
discrimination and economic imperialism. 

74. Hr. ABDELHAHAB (Sudan) reminded the Committee that the General Assembly had 
adopted many resolutions re(!;arding the activities of foreign economic and other 
interests and the implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence 
to Colonial Countries and.Peoples,in which all Member States had been requested to 
end their economic activit.ies in those countries which remained under the yoke of 
colonialism and to adopt laws and regulations forbidding their citizens and 
corporations from undertaking economic activities in such countries which would 
lead to the plunder of the wealth of the colonized peoples. 
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75. It 1-ras to be regretted that many :'1ember States had ignored those resolutions 
and that foreign monopolies and transnational corporations had further intensifien. 
their economic activities in South Africa and in that way had enabled the racist 
Pretoria regi~e to strengthen its potential for oppression , repression and torture. 

76. It was also a matter for regret that a number of States had not only refused 
to implement the resolutions calling for the econcmic boycott of the racist South 
African ree:irn.e but had also helped that regime to develop its military power and, 
by virtue of its illegal existence, to defy the will of the international 
community. In that connexion, Sudan had noted with concern the co-operation which 
linked the racist regimes of Tel Aviv and Pretoria in the manufacture of arms 
and_ in particular, of nuclear -vreapons, as such co-operation represented a serious 
danger not only for the African continent but also for the Arab people of 
Palestine anc. the occupied Arab territories. 

77. Like the representative of Sierra Leone, his delegation considered that 
States could no longer limit themselves to condemning the activities of foreign 
interests in southern Africa but must also undertake to ensure the strict 
implementation of all the resolutions vrhich had been adopted on the matter and 
to broaden the scope of the boycott measures ar,ainst the South African regime set 
forth in f.rticle 41 of the Ctarter of the t:nited nations. 

78. If the United Nations -vras to continue to enjoy thf' confidence of the weak 
and subject peoples, it could not limit itself to the adoption of resolutions 
but must also ensure their implementation ; the Charter of the United Nations 
contained appropriate provisions for that purpose. 

79. Mr. A..liMIDA (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) noted with concern that, in some parts 
of the world, peoples and countries were still livinr.: under colonial domination. 
Some circles continued to defend the activities of foreign economic and other 
interests and even claimed that those activities contributed to the development 
of the economies of the Territories concerned and to the w·ell-being of their 
peoples. It was equally cl.isturbinp, to note the1.t the resolutions of the General 
Assembly and the Security Council on that question >vere frequently ignored. 
The colonial Powers vcished to maintain the status quo in order to preserve 
their hegemony and defend their ovm selfish interests. 

80. However, those who spoke in favour of such activities on the pretext that 
they contributed to the advancement and development of those Territories and 

·peoples forgot that man was ready to lay down his life to obtain his freedom 
and independence. The imperialist countries invoked that pretext to justify the 
continuation of the plunder and exploitation of the national resources of those 
peoples. Thus, the transnational corporations and a number of countries, 
flouting United Nations resolutions, supported the South African racist regime 
1-1hich, confident of its power , now posed the t~1reat of nuclear weapons. 

I . .. 



A/C.4/35/SR.7 
Enr:lish 
Page 17 

(Hr. Ahmida. Libyan Ar·ab Jamahiriya) 

81. That was why it was incumbent on the international community to condemn the 
co-operation of certain 1/Jestern countries with the South African racist regime. 
The nuclear collaboration beti·reen that regime and the Zionist racist entity in 
occupied Palestine should also be condemned, since the support which the imperialist 
racist regiffies afforded South Africa encouraged that country to defy the will of 
the international community. 

82. Certain Member States, indifferent to the sufferings of the peoples of those 
Territories, placed their own interests above those of the international· 
community and did not hesitate to violate United Nations resolutions calling for the 
cessation of all collaboration with the racist regimes of southern Africa. 

83. Consequently, his deler;ation called upon the United Nations to take the 
necessary measures to put an end to the outrageous activities of the 
transnational corporations in the Territories under colonial domination, and 
urged the Security Council to irnpose full sanctions against t}]e racist ref-:imes 
of southern Africa., including an embargo on the suvply of petroleum to South 
Africa, pursuant to Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter. Furthermore, 
all countries should adopt urgent, practical measures to prevent the exploitation 
and depletion of the resources of the colonial countries and peoples. 

84. The Libyan Arab Jamahiriya was ready to furnish moral and material support 
to all the national liberation movements to enable them to step up their armed 
struggle against their oppressors. 

85. Mr. ERELL (Israel), speaking in exercise of tbe right of reply, said he 
regretted that several delegations had found fit to depart frcm the question 
before the Committee in order to level completely unfounded accusations ap;ainst 
his country. Those delegations did not really wish to eliminate colonialism 
in southern Afiica; rather, they gave free rein to the deep-rooted hate which 
they felt towards a people -vrhich, like other peoples, had had to fight for its 
independence and which had the right to enjoy sovereignty and independence -vri thin 
its mm terri tory. 

86. In that ~annexion, he considered, as the representative of the Ivory Coast 
had said at an earlier meeting, that a certain practice which had become 
established within the Fourth Committee responded neither to the dictates 
of objectivity nor to the i:mage of responsibility and fairness ~hich the world 
expected from the United Nations and which many delegations i·rished to preserve. 

87. It was statements such as those made by the representatives of Democr~tic 
Yemen, the Sudan and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya which detracted from the 
seriousness of the debate. It was interesting to note that those countries all 
had something in common: a short time before, the two Yemens had been engaged 
in a fratricidal struggle, the Sudan was massacring its own people ana the 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya was sending terrorists and murderers to other .:!ountries. 
Violence was their cormnon feature, and it even showed its elf in the statements they 
made in the Committee. 
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88. Mr. ARNOUSS (Syrian Arab Republic), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, 
saiu that, even if the representative of Israel considered that the mention of the 
Zionist entity had nothing to do with the item under discussion, it was none the 
less true that collaboration in various fields between zionism and Scuth Africa 
vas common knovrledge, as could be seen fro:n1 many General Assembly resolutions 
and from the latest report of the Special Committee against Apartheid. 

69. Mr. ABDELHAHAB (Sudan), speaking in exercise of the rig_ht of reply, said that 
the comments of the representative of Israel were intended to distort the truth, 
since everyone knevr of the bonds of co-operation that existed between the Zionist 
racists and the racists of southern Africa. 

90 · !:1.0Hl'1IDA (Libyan Arab Jamaniriya), speaking in exercise of the rip:ht of 
reply, said that everyone lmew about the scandalous collaboration~ especially in 
the nuclear field, betw·een the racist regii'le of South Africa and the Zionist 
regirr.e in the occupied Arab territories. Since the representative of the 
Zionist entity accused the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya of s~nding terrorists to 
assist the national liberation movements, he vri shed to recall that the Fcurth 
Committee had been established to assist the liberatiom movements, and the Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya was happy to participate in that struggle in southern Africa, and 
particularly in Namibia. 

91. M:c. ERELL (Israel), speakinc; in exercise of the right of reply, said that 
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya was not helping the national liberation movements but 
was se•1ding men to murder Libyans li vins in other countries: that was the kind 
of violence to which he had been alluding in his previous statement. 

92. Mr. AFJ-1IDA (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), speaking in exercise of the right of 
reply, said that the comments of the representative of the Zionist entity were 
merely arguments of imperialist propaganda directed against his country. 

93. Mr. ALAI0:TAA (YemenL speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that, 
as stated by the representatives of the Syrian Arab Republic, the Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya and the Sudan, there were many links, particularly in the military and 
nuclear fields, between the South African racist regime, which was occupying 
Namibia, and the Zionist entity. Furthermore, the civil strife in Yemen to 1-rhich 
the representative of Israel had referred was a matter involving the internal 
affairs of Yemen and had nothing to do with the item under discussion. 

94. Mr, HOL"f.£_ ( I;emocratic Yemen), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, 
said that the representative of the Zionist entity was seeking to deceive world 
public opinion and that the facts which he (Mr. Holis) had mentioned in his 
statement 1-rere indisputable. He also drew attention to the General Assembly 
resolution in which it was determined that zionism 1-ras a form of racism. He 
therefore fully endorsed the comments made by the representative of the fraternal 
people of Yemen. 
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95. Mr. TKACHUK (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) thanked the Chairman 
and the representatives of Mongolia, Guyana, India , the Lao People's remocratic 
Republic, Zambia , Uganda, Viet Nam and Democratic Yemen as well as the other 
members of the Committee -vrho had expressed their condolences to the Government and 
people of the Byelorussian SSR on the occasion of the tragic death of the First 
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Co~~unist Party and member of the Supreme 
Soviet of the Byelorussian SSR. 

REQUESTS FOR HEARINGS 

96. The CHAIRrWT informed the Cornmittee that he had received requests for hearings 
concerning certain agenda items . The requests would be circulated as Comr~ittee 
documents (A/C.4/35/3 and Add.l-5, A/C.4/35/4, A/C.4/35/5 and Add.l-10). 




