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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 27: QUESTION OF NAMIBIA 

Hearinr; of petitioners (A/C.4/35/4 and Add.l-7) 

l. The Reverend Michael SCOTT (International Fellovrship of Reconciliation) said 
that every aspect of the problem of Namibia had been under study for years. It 
was extraordinary, therefore, that no solution had yet been found for a question 
which had been preoccupyinG the whole 1vorld for 34 years. The reason was perhaps 
less the absence of political will, so often evoked in the United Hat ions, than a 
deliberate determination not to find a just settlement for the problem. After the 
United Nations had devoted so much time and money to discussions, investigations, 
missions or the establishment of permanent bodies, the time had come to consider 
whether the State primarily concerned or another concerned State had shown bad 
faith. 

2. In that connexion, he drew attention to an article entitled "Namibia by 
resolutions" by Mr. Huaraka, on the reasons for the failure of the International 
Court of Justice in the matter of the Territory of South vJest Africa, which was 
shortly to appear in the Journal of International Law. Mr. Huaraka recalled that, 
when South Africa had signed the.Charter-of the United Nations in 1945, it had 
expressed its intention of continuing to administer the Territory in "the spirit 
of the Mandate 71

• However, the text of the declaration of South Africa as presented 
to the International Court of Justice in 1966 in connexion -vrith the South vlest 
African case had been amended. In essence, it said that it must not be considered 
that South Africa had agreed to maintain the Mandate or to place the Territory 
under the trusteeship of the new international organization that had been created 
in 1945. South Africa had argued that the paragraph had been in its declaration 
of 11 May 1945 but had not provided any proof. It was on that last paragraph that 
South Africa had based itself in maintaining before the International Court of 
Justice in 1966 that, <fter the dissolution of the League of Nations, it was no 
longer bound to submit reports on the administration of South \-Test Africa or to 
forward the petitions of the inhabitants of that Territory to the United Nations 
or any other body. The United Kingdom archives for the period 1944-1946 confirmed 
that the paragraph in question had not been in the initial declaration by 
South Africa, which had acted towards the Court in a manner that was, to say the 
least, questionable. 

3. From 1946 on, the United States and the United Kingdom had unofficially 
expressed doubts regarding the validity of the referendum organized by South Africa 
in the Territory and had spoken in favour of an independent consultation. Their 
position had not changed. On the other hand,the situation in the Territory had 
grown much worse and neither the United Kingdom nor other European and African 
countries had succeeded in mitigating the suffering inflicted on the people by 
a regime which was determined to perpetuate its rule while disguising the horrible 
reality. Not content with retaining its privileges, the South African white 
minority wished,to extend its influence throughout Africa. It was well known that 
other conservative forces which had felt themselves threatened had entered into 
dangerous alliances in order to ensure their protection. 
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4. It was essential therefore that, despite the difficulties it encountered, the 
United Nations should remain the trustee of the sovereignty ,the people and the 
resources of the entire Namibian Territory, until it became independent. Only 
the United Hations i-Tas authorized to convene an international conference on the 
status and the future of Namibia, to be attended by not only the States but also 
the industrial and political organizations concerned. It might be asked in that 
connexion what was the purpose of the conference on Namibia that was to be organized 
in London at the end of November 1980 by a British Conservative group. It would be 
interesting to know whether that conference was the result of the negotiations 
that had recently taken place in Pretoria, and who was providing the financing. 
On the other hand, the conference which the United nations might organize should 
enable-all points of view to be heard, however seemingly contradictory, in order 
to achieve a synthesis. In fact, two conferences might be envisaged: one would be 
devoted to the economic and social future of Namibia and could be held in the 
Federal Republic of Germany, given the role which that country had formerly played 
in the Territory; the other, which could be held in the United Kingdom, would be 
entrusted with taking up the constitutional and legal problems posed by the 
transition to independence. 

5. There were certain anomalies in the British legal system which prevented 
subjects of former British possessions from appealing to the courts to recover lands 
and rights of which they had been dispossessed. Thus, the Crown Proceedings Act 
and Foreign Jurisdiction Acts had prevented the inhabitants of Rhodesia from 
pressing their just claims. In that way, it had been possible to go on pillaging 
the wealth of the third world while preventing its peoples from obtaining redress, 
even through the organs of the Council of Europe or the United Nations Office at 
Geneva dealing with human rights. The only exception to that rule had been the 
case concerning South West Africa brought against South Africa by Ethiopia and 
Liberia in 1966, uut unfortunately the matter had not been dealt with as 
scrupulously and diligently as could be wished. It would therefore seem desirable 
for a competent organ of the United Nations to re-examine all the aspects of the 
case, and for a judicial inquiry to be opened, since there was no provision for 
appeal from the decisions of the International Court of Justice. 

6. In so far as the decisions of the General Assembly regarding Namibia's mineral 
resources had remained without effect, such a judicial inquiry should, among 
other things, look into the Rio Tinto Zinc Corporation, which claimed to have 
invited the United Nations Council for Namibia to inspect its activities in the 
Territory. Apparently the authorities had refused to honour the invitation. It 
should be noted in that connexion that Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II had invested 
a considerable part of her personal fortune in the company. Other smaller 
United Kingdom shareholders, including the speaker, would like the activities of 
the Rio Tinto Zinc Corporation to be investigated and would be ready, for that 
purpose, to transfer their holdings to the United Nations Council for Namibia. 
Other prominent United Kingdom citizens were also members of the Corporation's 
Board of Directors. Having said that, a distinction should of course be drawn 
between the property of the Crown and the sovereign's personal fortune. 

1. As far as the Territory's mineral resources were concerned, according to 
eminent British jurists either the United Nations Council for Namibia or the 
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shareholders could or1nc; an action against the undertaking in question~ or against 
the Ministry of Defence ;;hich had taken over the uranium mined in the Territory, 
in order to establish that the United Nations Council for Namibia, as the agent 
of the United Nations, had a right of ownership over those resources. If the 
United Hations decided to undertake an inquiry to that effect, it could certainly 
address an invitation to Her Hajesty Queen Elizabeth II and her Prime Minister. 

8. In conclusion, he said that action could be envisaged at four levels: first, 
the transfer of shares to the United Nations Council for Namibia, if necessary, 
in order to establish property rights over the Territory's mineral resources; 
secondly, the reopening of the case submitted by Liberia and Ethiopia to the. 
International Court of Justice~ thirdly, an investigation to determine hou far the 
non-governmental organizations and trust funds intended to help the people of 
southern Africa to receive an education were affected by the South African 
Government's policy and the methods it used to seek to control those bodies~ 
including the International University Fund; fourthly, if sanctions were adopted 
against South Africa, ~dvantage could be taken of the fact that the official or 
tacit agreements linking that country to the Soviet Union and to the countries of 
Africa vlith regard to the processing, marketing and price-fixing of gold and 
diamonds made it particularly vulnerable. 

9. Mr. HOUSER (American Committee on Africa) wished to echo some of the anxiety 
felt outside government circles by those who were participating in the struggle of 
the Namibian people for independence. There was a temptation to exaggerate the 
importance of the United Nations role in settling the Namibian problem. 1·1hile there 
was no question of denigrating that role, one thing should be made clear. The 
experience of Zimbabwe proved that a people could be liberated only by themselves. 
The various diplomatic initiatives undertaken in that country would have been 
useless if it had not been for the struggle of ZAI~U, ZAPU and the Patriotic Front. 
Similarly, Guinea-Bissau, Angola and Mozambique had been the agents of their own 
liberation. Thus, ~.uthentic independence for the Namibian people could be achieved 
only through its persevering struggle under the leadership of SHAPO. 

10. There 1-ras not a theoretical but a very real confrontation in Namibia, as could 
be seen from the presence of 60,000 South African soldiers, the repeated incursions 
into Angola, the mass arrests of Namibian patriots, and the increase in the number 
of political prisoners and torture victims. The international community could no 
longer evade the reality of that confrontation. 

11. As South Africa did not want the international community to interfere, it 
continued to play the game of international diplomacy. Its tactics consisted in 
strengthening its hold on Namibia by installing a Government under its domination. 
But the failure of the Government of Mr. Muzorewa, nurtured and favoured ·by 
Ian Smith and by South Africa, had taught the world that a process which had not 
worked in Zimbab>ve 1v-ould not work any better in Namibia. 

12. Another tactic followed by South Africa was to try to make the process of 
international negotiations drag out as long as possible. Thus, after first 
agreeing in principle to elections under United Nations supervision, South Africa 
had set about constantly raising all manner of objections to obstruct the plan's 
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implementation. All the discussions about setting up a demilitarized zone, the 
impartiality of the elections or the recognition of S\.JAPO -vrere nothing other than 
pretexts to stall progress. As to SWAPO, it was true that a mere resolution 
vrould not suffice to authenticate a political movement, but it was also true that 
recognition of S\-TAPO 1-ras no coincidence, but the recognition of the heroic struggle 
vhich it had waged. 

13. The proposal to convene a multi-party conference, put forward in the alleged 
desire for impartiality, could but complicate and defer the negotiations. 
South Africa was seeking only to gain time to destroy SHAPO, as was shown by the 
Cassinga massacre in 1978 and the raids against Angola. The aim of South Africa 
was not to allow elections to be held under United l'fations supervision, since it 
knevr that S\tlAPO 1-rould be the victor. In the circumstances, it obviously had 
every interest in dragging out the present situation as long as possible. In 
that it was supported by the countries which had strong economic interests in 
South Africa and Namibia, exploited the immense mineral wealth of the Territory, 
especially uranium, and had every interest in avoiding confrontation. 

14. lie wondered whether the time had not come for the United Nations to stop 
playing South Africa's game, to look to its own impartiality and to impose strict 
sanctions against South Africa. Those who argued that sanctions wo•1ld constitute 
a threat to international peace should recognize that peace was already threatened. 

15. Mr. HIUDS (International Association of Democratic Lawyers) said that the 
International Association of Democratic Lawyers had ever since its inception in 
1946 firmly supported the many measures adopted by the General Assembly, the 
Security Council, the United Nations Council for Namibia and all the international 
and non-governmental agencies aimed at securing the right to self-determination 
and human rights for the Hamibian people. It had consistently recognized SIJAPO 
as the sole legitimate representative of the people of that Territory. 

16. In 1978 the Association had sent a fact-finding mission to visit the 
Front Line States, inter alia, Angola, Mozambique and Zambia. The mission had 
held discussions with refugees as well as with lee~ers of SWAPO, the African 
National Congress of South Africa, the Patriotic Front of Zimbabwe and the 
~linisters of the Front Line States. On their return, its members had attended 
the hearings held by the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and 
Protection of Minorities and likewise attended the International Conference on 
Racism and Apartheid organized by the International Association of Democratic 
Lavryers in Baku (USSR) in September 1978. At that conference lawyers from all 
over the vrorld had condemned the crimes of illegal minority racist regimes and 
had pledged themselves afresh to pursue the struggle to prevent and punish racism 
and apartheid. 

17. The Association was particularly concerned by the criminal conduct of the 
minority regime in Namibia. The international community had shown too much 
patience in the face of the bad faith of the apartheid regime, '\vhose motives could 
hardly be attributed to moral or legal considerations. The Association fully 
endorsed the Declaration and Programme of Action adopted by the United Nations 
Council for namibia at the conclusion of the meeting held in Algiers on 1 June 1980 
and proposed adding a certain nUI'lber of nevr r:1easures. 



A/C.4/35/SR.24 
English 
Page 6 

(Mr. Hinds) 

18. The first step vrould be to draw the attention of the members of the Security 
Council to the intransigence and dilatory tactics of the illegal regime and make 
them understand the necessity of urgently imposing mandatory sanctions pursuant 
to Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter. Secondly, an appeal should be made 
to the Governments of Canada, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
United Kingdom and the United States to introduce the necessary legislation to 
ensure that all corporations domiciled in their countries refrained from any form 
of economic collaboration with South Africa. Thirdly, material assistance to 
Angola and Zambia should be encouraged as far as possible, since they were the 
constant victims of acts of aggression and sabotage on the part of South African 
forces. Fourthly, every effort should be made to secure the liberation of the 
political prisoners, and in particular to prevent the execution of Markus Kateka. 
Finally, every possible step should be taken to enforce decree No. 1 concerning 
the protection of the natural resources of Namibia and in particular to avoid the 
plundering attributable to the Federal Republic of Germany, France, the 
United Kingdom and the United States. 

19. It was the duty of the international community to see that the resolutions of 
the Security Council and the General Assembly as well as decree No. 1 were 
universally enforced. The International Association of Democratic Lawyers pledged 
its support in that task and the services and legal expertise of all its members 
were at their disposal. 

20. Mr. ERATH (Patrice Lumumba Coalition) said that Namibia was the most pressing 
and the most embarrassing of all the problems facing the United Nations. Indeed 
that question dated from long before the establishment of the United Nations 
itself and vras still unresolved. Stress should be laid on some of the salient 
features of the struggle of the people of Namibia for independence. 

21. Namibia had probably lost almost half of its population since it had first 
come into contact with European settler colonization. If the German marauder 
Von Trotha had not been allowed to massacre the Namibian people, perhaps the system 
of genocide which he had then perfected would never have reached its zenith in 
modern Germany during the Second World War. Indeed the first Governor of the 
Terri tory had been the father of Herman Goring, Hitler's number one accomplice. 

22. The United Nations was forced to admit that, when its predecessor, the 
League of Nations, had handed over its Mandate for the Territory to the Republic 
of South Africa~ it had betrayed its trust. South Africa had a long time 
previously annexed the Namibian Territory, if not de jure at least de facto. 
Consequent to a feeling of guilt for the decimation of Jewry at the hands of the 
Nazis, the Members of the United Nations had seen fit to satisfy the aspirations 
of the \ITorld Zionist Movement by giving them a homeland at the expense of the 
Palestinian people. No such consideration had been given to the Namibian people 
despite its justified claims, particularly with regard to its right to self
determination. Namibia had thus become an immense Bantustan in the context of 
a greater system of apartheid. 
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23. In 1950 the International Court of Justice had decided that it was not 
necessary to incorporate the Territory in the United Nations trusteeship system. 
Ten years later it had again been asked to consider charges of violation of the 
original Mandate. Yet it had taken another six years to r~le that it had no 
jurisdiction over the apartheid regulations applied in Namibia. 

24. In 1966 the General Assembly had finally terminated the Mandate of South Africa 
and in 1967 the United Nations Council for Namibia had been established. But, 
although the Council was legally empowered to administer the Territory, no truly 
effective machinery existed for implementing its decisions. The Namibian people 
were thus forced to resort to armed struggle under the leadership of Sam Nujoma and 
SUAPO. No praise could be too great for the heroic struggle waged by SVJAPO and the 
Peoples' Liberation Army of Namibia (PLAN) against the military and financial might 
of South Africa and its Hestern imperialist allies which posed hypocritically as 
defenders of the "free world". That numerical imbalance provided yet another 
reason for all organs of the United Nations, including the Security Council, to 
set about liberating the people of Namibia 11hich had been the hostage of the racist 
regime for over 50 years. 

25. The African diaspora, particularly in the United States, had evolved out of 
a long tradition of Pan-Africanist and revolutionary African nationalist groups, 
and was particularly concerned with the fate of blacks in southern Africa. Thus 
the Harlem community had sent tons of clothes to Namibia. 

26. The United Nations had played an important role in the liberation struggles 
in Africa, but it was above all the freedom-fighters who deserved credit for having 
brought about change. In the case of Namibia, the Organization had done a great 
deal: it had helped to alleviate the plight of refugees by providing them with 
educational and financial assistance and had granted SVJAPO the status of permanent 
observer; however, in some instances its role had complicated solution of the 
problem. In view of the treachery that the so-called "Democratic Turnhalle Alliance" 
represented, the objection that SWAPO was not representative, the manoeuvres of the 
lvestern imperialists and specious arguments concerning the mandate of the United 
Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG), the United Nations should take the 
necessary steps to expedite independence for Namibia. It should, firstly, support 
SWAPO by providing it with actual military assistance through United Nations forces, 
in order to drive the Fascist regime's occupation forces out of Namibia. Then it 
should demand scrupulous implementation of comprehensive sanctions against the 
Pretoria regime on the part of its Member States, a measure that was already long 
overdue. 

' . 
27. Hhatever their outcome, the United States elections could have only a negative 
impact on the situation in southern Africa in the current ccntext of the cold war. 
Owing to fear of communism, United States action would depend on what that country 
regarded as its so-called security interests and on its access to the mineral 
resources of southern Africa, which took on as much importance as the oil of the 
Middle East. The United States would, moreover, seek to replace its bases in Iran. 
The efforts of the national liberation movements would therefore inevitably be 
presented as Communist expansion attempts. The political forces in the United States 
that advocated policies detrimental to the survival of the black community were the 



A/C.4/35/SR.24 
English 
Page 8 

(Hr. Bratl!) 

same forces that would determine United States foreign policy with regard to the 
question of Namibia. It had been proved that the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and the Central Intelligence Agency were attempting to break any durable ties 
between African liberation movements and their counterparts in the black movement 
in the United States. The United Nations must therefore do everything possible to 
save Namibia from the dangerous manipulations of Hestern imperialism and capitalist 
interests. 

28. Hr. MINTY (British Anti-Apartheid Movement) recalled that the movement he 
represented had always considered it essential to organize support on the part of 
the international community for the legitimate struggle of the people of 
South Hest Africa and to mobilize world public opinion and Governments w·ith a view 
to collective intervention in order to force the Pretoria regime to withdraw from 
Namibia. 

29. It had been with that aim that the British Anti-Apartheid Movement, in 1966, 
had held an international conference on South West Africa at Oxford; it had been 
concluded during the conference that it was necessary to obtain the immediate 
withdrawal of the illegal South African administration from namibian territory, a 
view that the International Court of Justice had confirmed soon afterwards in an 
advisory opinion that it had handed down in that connexion. 

29a. The United nations had terminated South Africa's mandate in 1966 and 
established the Council for Namibia in 1967 in order to set up a provisional 
administration in the Trust Territory. Hmvever, the Council had been unable to 
discharge its function, owing to the resistance of South Africa and lack of support 
from the major \·!estern Powers. The only force that had remained had been SHAPO, 
which had taken up arms in August 1966. It was that movement which, through its 
armed struggle, had induced the Pretoria regime to negotiate and forced the Western 
countries to try to settle the question of Namibia. 

30. The United Nations~ which had been considering the question of Namibia for 
years, had not yet succeeded in forcing South Africa to release its hold on the 
Territory. That situation was due chiefly to the fact that that country's major 
trading partners were profiting heavily from the apartheid system and that they 
had therefore consistently blocked any international-intervention with a view to 
liberating Namibia from the Pretoria regime's illegal occupation. 

31. Since the long negotiations between the United Nations and South Africa 
continued to be fruitless and since the latest mission of the representatives of the 
Secretary-General had failed to induce the South African Government to accept a 
date for implementing the United Nations plan for Namibia, the international 
community might wonder whether South Africa had any real desire for a peaceful 
solution. 

32. Shortly before the arrival of the United Nations mission in South Africa, 
the Pretoria regime had strengthened its repression, stepping up the arrest and 
conviction of political prisoners, thus proving that it had no intention whatsoever 
of making concessions or of accepting a peaceful settlement of the question of 
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Namibia on the basis of free and fair elections. Its acceptance of the Western 
plan in April 1978 had been an ultimatum based on its o~m interpretation, and 
vrhen SVlAPO had accepted the plan in July 1978 Pretoria had abruptly backed out. 
South Africa had used every attempt at negotiation to strengthen its illegal 
presence in Namibia, increase repression within the country, step up attacks 
against Angola and Zambia and postpone implementing the plan. It had, moreover, 
taken advantage of the international community's equivocations to set up puppet 
groups, create a so-called national Namibian army and annex Walvis Bay and the 
islands lying off the Namibian coast, thus violating Namibia's territorial 
integrity. 

33. Horld public opl.m.on must therefore understand that the apartheid regime was 
not like other regimes and that it could not be brought to reason through the 
diplomatic channel. 

34. Speaking also on behalf of the World Campaign against Military and Nuclear 
Collaboration with South Africa, which was based at Oslo, he reminded members 
of the Committee that it was the collaboration of certain vJestern countries with 
the Pretoria regime that enabled the latter to militarize Namibia, fight SHAPO 
and launch attacks against Angola and Zambia. Those two countries were suffering 
enormously because of their solidarity with the Namibian people~ and the racist 
regime was determined to force them to beat a retreat. There were currently 
80 military bases and units in Hamibia, to which the Western countries were 
delivering sophisticated ammunition and equipment, in violation of all Security 
Council decisions concerning the arms embargo adopted since 1963. In fact, it 
was thanks to those countries that, despite the mandatory arms embare;o imposed 
by the Council in November 1977, South Africa was not short of weapons, ammunition 
or spare parts for launching its acts of aggression against independent neighbouring 
States. It seemed, according to the Sunday Times of Johannesburg, that the volume 
of arms it was importing from abroad had even reached a record level. 

35. Western countries had always been of the view that South Africa's stability 
and security must be preserved~ they therefore considered all issues, including the 
Namibian question, in the context of their impact on South Africa. The Uestern 
countries accordingly defended the United Nations plan because they believed that 
it would serve not only their own interests but also, in the long term, those of 
South Africa. Until recently they had refused to recognize 81-TAPO, in the hope 
of promoting a settlement of the question of Namibia that favoured Pretoria, but 
they had had to yield to the facts, especially after the elections in Zimbabwe, 
and acknowledge that SWAPO >vas the leading force in Namibia. 

36. The British Anti-Apartheid Movement did not accept the view that no pressure 
must be exerted on South Africa during the negotiations. Indeed, if it was not 
forced to do so, that country would never agree to vrithdraw from Namibia. If the 
Territory was to gain independence at an early date, the interuational community 
must exert pressure on Pretoria, including the application of mandatory economic 
sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter. 

37. The Pretoria regime was currently using a two-pronged strategy. On the one 
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hand, it was relying on the resurgence of certain groups of the extreme right in 
the Hestern countries in order to establish closer links with those countries, and, 
on the other hand, it was cementing its links with what it called the "fourth world11 

or the "sixth world11
• 

38. The latest round of talks with the United Nations mission had been delayed 
because of the visit of Botha to Taiwan to sign a series of agreements, some of 
which were apparently military. That visit was as important for South Africa as 
the visit of Vorster to Israel in 1976 after the Soweto massacre. 

39. South Africa had not accepted the new situation created by the elections in 
Zimbabwe and was determined to reverse the gains made by the forces struggling for 
freedom in Africa. In that connexion, Mr. Mugabe had warned that South Africa was 
training thousands of mercenaries on its territory; it was also no secret that 
Pretoria had attempted to overthrow President Kaunda's Government in Zambia. 
Namibia was being used as a base for the implementation of Pretoria's policy of 
destabilization and aggression against African States. 

40. The situation prevailing in southern Africa was extremely grave since Pretoria 
had virtually declared war against all those, both within and outside its borders, 
who dared to take a stand in support of human dignity and freedom. The apartheid 
regime today constituted the single greatest threat to international :peace and 
security. 

41. It was because of the delay in implementing the United Nations plan that 
SWAPO had decided to convene, in September 1986, the Paris conference in support 
of the struggle of the people of Namibia. The conference had decided that, if 
South Africa refused to implement the plan, mandatory sanctions would have to be 
imposed against the Pretoria regime. 

42. The British Anti-Apartheid Movement was awaiting with some anxiety the results 
of the latest United Nations mission to South Africa because of the press reports 
already published on that subject. The South African Minister for Foreign Affairs 
was due to visit some Western capitals in the near future for talks on the problem 
of Hamibia. Under those circumstances, it was absolutely crucial that the United 
Nations should stand firm on its principles and not be diverted in any way from 
the agreed settlement plan. 

43. There was absolutely no contradiction between the recognition of SVlAPO as the 
sole legitimate representative of the people of Namibia and the call for free 
elections with a view to a peaceful solution of the :problem. If the efforts for 
a peaceful solution failed because of the obstruction of the Pretoria regime, the 
only alternative for SH'APO would be to intensify the armed struggle with greater 
support from the int •-rnational community. Contrary to misleading press reports, the 
Paris conference had not called for an end to the involvement of the Western Powers. 
Instead of abdicating their responsibilities and preventing the United Nations from 
discharging its task, those Powers should endeavour to ensure the implementation of 
the plan, by sanctions if necessary. 
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44. The General Assembly should make it clear that its decision to recognize SWAPO 
could not be the subject of negotiations with the South African regime and should 
request the Secretary-General to prepare a report on the unilateral actions taken 
by that regime to vitiate the United Nations plan and on the measures which should 
be taken to restore the integrity of the plan. 

45. On 27 October 1980 the British Anti-Apartheid Movement had launched a major 
campaign for the independence of Namibia and was also participating in campaigns 
to end the Rossing nuclear contract which vras due to be renewed in 1981. Because 
of the involvement of the United Kingdom in uranium mining in Namibia and its 
collaboration with South Africa, the Movement had a special responsibility to 
ensure the implementation of the United Nations decisions. 

46. The Movement, together with other solidarity movements, would continue to 
support SWAPO in the just struggle to liberate the people of Namibia from 
South African occupation. He appealed to the international community to support 
the measures taken by the United Nations and to ensure that there was no 
appeasement of the apartheid regime. 

47. If South Africa continued to refuse to implement the United Nations plan, 
mandatory sanctions must be imposed by the Security Council. If those measures 
were blocked by the veto of certain ,countries, it would be necessary to conduct a 
campaign for the imposition of unilateral sanctions by those who supported the 
struggle of the people of Namibia for freedom and independence. 

48. Mr. LOGAN (National Council of Churches of Christ) quoted a statement made by 
the National Council of Churches of Christ on 10 November 1977, in which the Council, 
in keeping with Christian principles, had undertaken to support the programmes 
of the Namibian churches and of the organizations struggling for the liberation 
of Namibia, Security Council resolution 385 concerning the organization of elections 
in Namibia, any effort to discourage investments by multinational corporations in 
Namibia until that country attained its independence and the programmes of 
assistance for refugees and political detainees. It had also undertaken to monitor 
and publicize the policies of the Government of the United States relating to 
Namibia. 

49. Relations between the National Council of Churches of Christ and the people 
of Namibia were maintained primarily through the Council of Churches in Namibia. 
In its desire for justice and peace, and motivated by humanitarian and Christian 
feelings, that Namibian body had opposed the holding of legislative elections in 
Namibia in 1978 since, in its opinion, those elections were not representative and 
had not been conducted in an impartial manner. It had welcomed Security Council 
resolution 438 (1978) and, on several occasions, had called for its implementation. 
Last October, in connexion with the talks in Pretoria, the Council of Churches in 
Namibia had issued a statement in which it reaffirmed that a peaceful and positive 
settlement of the problem of Namibia could be achieved only through the acceptance 
and immediate implementation of the proposals made by the United Nations and 
called for the holding of internationally supervised elections in Namibia so 
that the people could have a free choice regarding their future. 
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50. Since the Pretoria talks had failed to put an end to the hostilities, the 
lTational Council of Churches of Christ requested the Security Council to take 
more effective action to force South Africa to comply with Security Council 
resolution 435 so that the people of Namibia 1-rould at last be able to become full 
members of a just and sustainable society. 

51. Mr. HERMAN (Quaker United Nations Office) said that he had recently visited 
South Africa and Namibia >·rhere he had been able to assess the situation. 
South Africa was brutally oppressing the people of Namibia and stripping the 
land of its vast natural resources. Any overt opposition to the regime was 
suppressed by force (and even by torture). The same applied to the trade unions 
of workers employed by foreign companies; deprived of the right to organize 
themselves at their places of work, labour was destined to be cruelly exploited. 
South Africa was using the buslunen as mercenaries and, by dividing the ethnic 
groups, was endeavouring to consolidate its illegal occupation of the Territory. 

52. He noted that 95 per cent of the people of Namibia were Christian and were 
more or less unanimously supporting the South 11!est Africa People's Organization., 
as indicated in the testimonies which he had received from members of the 
Government and of the opposition, from trade unionists, journalists and other 
persons. Moreover, it was encouraging to note that more and more white 
South Africans were refusing to serve in the ·army in Namibia. Axel Johannes, a 
political prisoner freed through the intervention of Amnesty International and 
who had been interviewed by Mr. Herman, exemplified the continuing struggle of 
the people of Namibia. 

53. His findings had shown the ardent desire of the Namibian people to choose 
their own political leaders, to determine themselves the political direction 
that their country should follow and to ensure that everyone was enabled to enjoy 
the full benefit3 of a just society. 

54. Mr. JOHNSTON (Episcopal Churchmen for South Africa) described the case of 
Marcus Kateka, a Namibian farm labourer who had been condemned to death on 
13 October 1980 by the Supreme Court of vlindhoek, Namibia, because he had not 
reported the presence of armed men on his employer's property. The testimony of 
a witness, a South African police major, gave reason to think that that sentence 
was intended to serve as a deterrent. According to the Hindhoek Advertiser, 
the judge had said that farm workers must be made to realize that they should 
report armed insurgents and not become involved with SWAPO. He also quoted the 
case of Mrs. Ida Jimmy, a SvlAPO activist, who had been sentenced to seven years 
imprisonment for inciting people to complicity with terrorists because of an 
address she had given at a rally. 

55. The exercise of South Africa's illegal laws in Namibia was nothing ne1-r. 
However, the aim of the regime in pronouncing those punitive sentences, all of a 
political nature, was to warn Namibians and the international community that they 
should not expect them to relinquish Namibia. 
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56. The results of the recent talks in Pretoria - if there were any - vrere far 
from clear. According to the South African Foreign Minister, the implementation 
of the settlement plan had not really progressed, but the South African Government 
vrould perhaps obtain a promise of 11 impartiality" from the international community. 
That "impartiality11 demanded by Pretoria was a stalling tactic designed to 
undermine the legal authority of the United Nations in Namibia, to detract 
attention from the main problem vThich was its illegal occupation of the Territory, 
and to deny SvlAPO its standing as the "sole and authentic representative of the 
people of Namibia". 

57. The Pretoria regime ·Has trying to strengthen its grip on Namibia: it was 
accelerating the promotion of its hand-picked Democratic Turnhalle Alliance and 
had installed a Council of Ministers at "VJindhoek. It had established the South 
Hest Africa Defence Force, for which it would soon start recruiting Namibians; 
another mass exodus of young Namibians to avoid the draft could soon be expected. 
The idea of an all-purpose conference on Namibia put forward by Pretoria was 
another manoeuvre: a liamibian constitution fixed before Namibia became independent 
uould obviously entrench the white minority and South African and foreign economic 
and financial interests in the Territory. 

58. The 11delicate negotiations" on Namibia's independence had lasted over three 
years. The people had suffered too long. The -vmrld must act decisively to 
assure their freedom. 

59. Hr. GRENVILLE-GREY (International Defence and Aid Fund for Southern Africa) 
noted with concern that the course of justice in Namibia was moving backwards. He 
quoted two 11deterrent" cases, that of Mr. Kateka, condemned to death for the 
ridiculous reason that he had omitted to report the presence of armed men on the 
farm on which he worked, and that of Mrs. Ida Jimmy, condemned to seven years' 
imprisonment for publicly supporting SHAPO. How many innocent people would still 
be condemned in South Africa as an "example", and how much higher must the price 
of free speech in Namibia rise? 

60. Banning orders, previously not widely used in Namibia, -vrere becoming more 
common. Recently three trade unionists, ll.ar. G. Kapuka, Nlr. H. Boonzaaier and 
Hr. A. Pickering, members of the National Union of Namibian vJorkers, had recently 
been banned: they were not allowed to leave the town of Windhoek, or take 
employment or hold meetings. 

61. llhat significance did the repeal of the Mixed Marriages Act have when Namibians 
were being deprived by law of the basic freedoms of speech, movement and assembly? 

62. Under proclamation A. 9 of 1977, an area covering half the whole Terri tory 
•rhere 80 per cent of the population were concentrated had been declared a 
"security district". That part of the country was consequently under a form of 
martial law. 

63. He was concerned about the Namibians captured in Angola by the South African 
army: they ••ere being treated as common criminals when they were in fact 
prisoners of war and should be treated as such. 
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64. Mr. MAY (Lutheran vJorld Federation) said that the Federation had responded 
to the General Assembly's call to non-governmental organizations to support the 
decolonization efforts in Namibia. It maintained close contact with the people of 
Namibia through the Council of Churches in Namibia, SWAPO and Namibian refugees, 
exiles and students. It gave them substantial financial aid (some $500,000 in 
1980) and supported it through political advocacy. 

65. The churches had long advocated the building of international relations on 
the rule of law. They stood behind the United Nations and the international 
community in their efforts to bring about a just and peaceful decolonization of 
Namibia. In its desire to ascertain the set of rules which implicitly governed 
the decolonization process in Namibia, the Federation had commissioned 
Mr. T. Huaraka, a Namibian lawyer, to examine the internal constitutional 
development in Namibia in the light of international law. Mr. Huaraka had 
concluded that the desire to institute universal sufferage and organize free 
elections was in accordance with the right of self-determination and that, by 
insisting on the need for national unity and loyalty, which would have precedence 
over ethnic rivalries (the newly independent African States had to overcome the 
legacy of the colonialists and their policy of "divide and rule"), the Namibians 
••ere conforming to the principles of international law. 

66. The churches were also interested in the internal law of States, which they 
wished to be just. In 1975, the Council of Churches of Namibia had made a 
statement to the Administrator General of Namibia concerning proclamation AG-26, 
in which it stated that that proclamation for the detention of persons in order 
to prevent political violence and intimidation was anti-democratic and cancelled 
the measures taken previously in favour of self-determination. That proclamation 
was not even necessary, since the state of emergency was already fully covered by 
the Terrorism Act. Namibia was therefore under a regime of absolute power which 
was brutally repressive. 

67. To that absence of justice was added violations of human rights and the 
refusal to respect fundamental freedoms. 

68. In the light of such a situation, the Lutheran World Federation could only 
urge the international community and the Security Council to adopt appropriate 
measures to oblige South Africa to conform with Security Council resolutions 
585 (1976) and 439 (1978) in accordance with the United Nations Charter. 

REQUESTS FOR HEARINGS 

69. The CiffiiRMAN announced that he had received four requests for hearings 
concerning Namibia: ~1rs. Roxanne Dunbar Ortiz (Afro-Asian People's Solidarity 
Organization), Mr. Dwain Epps (World Council of Churches), Mrs. Margo Picken 
(Amnesty International) and Mrs. Deborah Jackson (National Conference of Black 
Lawyers); he proposed that the text of those requests should be circulated as 
Committee documents. 

70. It was so decided. 

The meeting rose at 6.10 p.m. 




