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The neeting was_ called to order at 10.45 a.m

ELECTI ON OF THE RAPPORTEUR

1. M. 3ARILLARO (Italy) nominated Mr. Akyol (Turkey) for the office of
Rapporteur.

2. M. Akyol (Turkey) Was el ect ed Rapporteur hy accl amation.

AGENUA | TEM 105:  ACTIMITIES OF FOREIGN ECONOM C AND OTHER | NTERESTS WH CH ARE

| MPEDI NG THE | MPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING COF | NDEPENDENCE TO
COLONIAL COUNTRI ES AND. PECPLES I N NAM Bl A AND | N ALL OTHER rFRRITORIES UNDER
COLONIAL  DOM NATION AND EFFORTS TO ELIM NATE COLONIALISM APARTHEID AND RAC AL
DISCRIM NATION IN SOUTHERN AFRICA; REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COW TTEE ON THE
SITUATION WTH REGARD TO THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING COF
| NDEPENDENCE TO COLONTAL COUNTRIES AND PECPLES (A/41/23 (Parts 111 and [1X),

A 41/ 341 and Corr.ly A/AC.109/850, 852, 854, 855, 858 and Corr.l, 860, 862, 863,
8653 A/CONF.138/4-A/AC.131/179/Add.1, A/CONF.138/7-A/AC.131/203) E/C.10/1986/9)

3.  Mr. BARTKEVI CH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) said that during the
Ceneral Assenbly debnta, many dalegations, echoing the Declaration on

decol oni zation, had enphasi aed the need to make every effort to put an end to
apartheid and tre illegal occupation of Nam bia. Attheir neeting in Hacare

(Zi mbabwe), thr Heada of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries had
contributed s.gnificantly to the inplenentation of the Declaration by reaffirming
their convircionthatt he col oni al systemwoul d notend anlengaucol onialism
continued to exist in Namibia, New Cal edonia, Puerto Rico, the Malvinas |s|ands,
Micronesia and other Territories. Miinly throughthe efforts of the Speci al
Conmittee on Decolonization, 59 colonial territories, representing 80 mllion
people. had attained independence over the past 25 years.

4, The major obstacle to decol onization was the very nature of inperialism which
was politically, econonmcally and etrategically motivated. According tO the as yet
very inconplete information furnished by the United Nations Centre on Transnational
Corporations, tcanenational corporationa had nmore than 2,000 subsidiaries in the
colonial and dependent Territories, among themapproximately 900 American
corporations and 600 British corporations. It was incumbent upon the United
Nations t0 denounce the plunder by those corporations, whose activities served to
aggravatr the current threat to international peace and security.

5. The United Nations had substantial information showing that the activities of
foreign econoni c interests were the source of unenployment, hunger, social
problens, and the inpoverishment and econonic and political subservience of the
indigenous peoplee. In order to retard thedecol oni zation process, the

admi ni stering Powers were doing their utnost to inpose and legitimize new forns of
colonial and sem -col oni al dependence, whichthey called "integration”,
“commonwealth®, "associ ation", and so on. Those nanoeuvres had teen condemmed $n
many internationa. forums.
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6. The cane of southern Africa was particularly distreastng. The inhuma.. aystem
of apartheid, theillegal occupation of Nam bia andPretoria®s acts of aqression
aaai nst neiahbouring African States were nade poasible only by the material basis
provi ded hy the i nperialist nonopolies and trananational corporations operating in
South Africa and Namibia. Despite tha many United Nationn resolutions, the

advi eory opinion of thelnternational Court of Justice of 1971 and Decree No. 1 of
the United Nations Council for Nam hia, 335 foreign corporations, (among them 197
South African corporations, 73 r;itish corporations and 33 American COr por ati ons),
continued to plunder the natural resources of Namibia. That was why the Nam hian
econony wastypically colonial: {imbalanced, precarious and dependent upon

imports. As much as 60 per cent of Namibia' s GDP was repatriated abroad by foreiqn
companies an profits before taxes, and of the remaining 40 per cent, a large part
wan used asoperating expenses of the foreiqn economicinterests. VWhite per «pita
income i N 1980 had been approximately R 3,000 while the corresponding fiqure for

al | Bl acks had been about R 125. Forei gn hanks provi ded the funds enabling
Pretoria to maintsin its army of occupation in Nam bi a. In particul ar, Barclays
Bonk had purchased South African Defence Bonds and served on the South Afri can

Def ence Advisory Board.

7. Wth a view ta solving the Nam bi an auestion, the Soviet Union had turned to
the principlea of peace, détente and defence of the leqitinate rights of peoples.
Its polidy was also consistent with its recent propoeal concerning the creation of
a conprehensi ve aystem of internationalpeace and security. In that connection,
Mr. Shevardnadze, Mnister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet uUnion, had recently
recall ed thatthetine had long since cone to enable the United Nations to exercise
all its cights and powers effectively, aboveall with regard to thefate of the
Nanibian people and the Trust Territory of Mctoneeia. In Mr. Shevardnadae’a view,
both of those problens were as old asthe United wations. The Soviet Union
therefore etcongly condemmed the activities of foreign interests in Nanmbia and
other colonial and dependent Territories. It eupported the Afr ican peopl es who
demanded an immediate withdrawal of foreign capital from Namhia and the cessation
of any form of econom c co-operation wth the racist Houth African régime.

8. The Seminar onlnternational Assistance and Support to Peoples and Movements
Struggling agai nst Colonialism, Racism Racial Discrimnation and Apartheid had
urged al | Staten to adiopt | egi sl ati on with punitive neasures agai nst individuals
and institutions dealing with South Africa and Nam bia, and had appealed to States,
especially those that exercised jurisdiction over the trans: ational corporations
acting in South Africa and Nami bia, to accede to therelevant regional and
international instruments.

9. The Soviet Union saw the adoption of comprehensive mandatory sanctions by the
Security Council as the moat effective neans to permt the inplenentation of the
deaol oni zation Declaration in Nambia. Wth the international community as a
whole, it called onthe United States and certain of its allies to end their policy
of "constructive engagement” in South Africa. In conclusion, it endoreed tke
recommendat i ons submitted by the Special Conmittee ot 24 in docunent A/AC.109/881.

10. Mrs. King-Rousseau ( Tri ni dad and Tohago) took the Chair.
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11. M. DJOKTC (Yugoslavia) aaid that, despite the hold achievements of the Urited
Nationa in the sphere of Adecolonization, soms peopl es wad yet to exercise their
inalienahle right to self-determnation and independence.

12.  Safequnrding their econom c and other intarests pronpted col onial Powers and
trananati onnl corporati ons to perpetuate an unacceptable Situation in the
Non-Self-Governing Territories. The Eighth Sunmt Conference of Non-aAligned
Countries held at Harare had condemmed the exploitation, including the military
exploitation, of the natural and human resources of those fTerritories, +tich not
onlyseriously impeded t he decol oni zatinn process but alse threatened the security
of the Non-Self-Governing Territories and of neigyhbouring Staten. His dal egatinn
rejected totally the arqumnnttha’ the activities of thome forei gn interests
enhanced the living conditions of indi genous populations, for in its view they
represented the gqraveet form of exploitation of colonial countries and peoples and
transfornmed them into theatrec Of confrontatior. between super-Powers.

13. Namhi v was a case in point, for its tremendous wealth was being exploited for
the henefit of foreign corporations and the white ninority in South Africa, deupite
the decision taken by the General Assenmbly in 1966 to term nate South Africa‘s
mandat e over the Territory, the 1971 Advisory Qpinion of the International Court of
Justice, Decree No. 1 on the Protection of the Natural Resources of Nanihia and
Security Council resol ution 4 35 (1978) .

14. The non-aligned countries had condemmed the activities of foreign econonic
interests which inpeded the inplementation of the Declaration onthe Granting of
Independerce t0 Col onial Countries and Peoples and were inconpatible with the
relevant United Natione resolutions. There was abundant proof thatforeiqn

i nvestnents in South Africa and Nami bia enabled the aparthei d régime to continue
its il legal occupation of Namibia and to use the Territory for acts of State

terror inm, aggression and destabilization agai nst independent States, particularly
Angol a.

15. At allthe conferences held in 1966 on the subject of South Africa and

Nam bia, including the special sesston of the General Aseenbly held in New Yorkin
September, the i nternational community had unani mously and resolutely damanded the
impositicn Of mandatory sanctions agai nst South Africa as the only means of
weakening the apartheid régime and compelling it to conply with the reauests of the
international community. Qher Non-Self-Governing Territories which did not have
Namibia's wealth butwere strateqically important Were beingmaintained in a
situation of dependence hythe great Powers, which established mlitary basesa and
installations there. Like the other non-aligned countries, Yugoslavia denanded
strict adherence to the principles of the United Nations Charter and the

Decl aration onthe Granting of Independence to Col onial Countries and Peoples, so
that the peoples of Non-Self-Governing Territories mght achieve freedom and

i ndependence.

16. M .JASSNOWSKI ( Ger man Democratic Hepubl i c) oheerved that the United Nations
had undertaken, on the basi n of the Charter and especially since the adoption of
the Declaration on the Ganting of |ndependence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,
t0 help oppressed peopl es to ehake of f the yoke of colonialiam and to exercise
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their right of self-determination and i ndependence. Sonme Non- Sel f - Governi nq
Territories remained, however, and all obstacles on the road to their indenendience,
namely the activities of foreiqn economic and other interests, mwust berenoved. No
arqument about the al | eged weakness 0f those Territori es and the need to protact
them coul d justify the plunder of their resources, Whi ch was designed solely to
enrich the colonial powers andwas the basis for maintaining the Non-Sel f-Governing
Territories in a situation of dependence and subjection. The cright O
self-deternmnation was the first fundamental right of peoples on which all other
political, economic, social and cultural.ightswere baaed.

17 In Namibia, the largest remaining colony, theexploitation was all the more
harsh because it used raci st methods. As | ong as the question Of Namibia remained
unresol ved, regiona and internation=) peace and security would be threatened. The
Western States, through their tcansnatronal corporationa, were collaborating with
the apartheid régime and hindering the progress of peace and justice in South
Africa. Neither their verbal condemations of _apartheid nor the cosmetic measures
they took coul d conceal thatreality. The inposition of conprehensive nandstoty
sanctions agai nst Pretoria called for at the special session of the General

Assembly on Nanmi bia represented the only way to solve the problens of the region
peaceful l'y.

18. His country, | i ke the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, strongly condemed
any collaboration: With tue racist régimesy supported all steps by the United Nations
to demonst. =ta t he responai! ‘1ity of those States which had jurisdiction over
transnational corporations wperating in South Africa and Namibiajand hoped t hat
the conmi tt ee responsible for drafting a code of conduct for transnational
corporations woul d complete itsS workSoon. Such a code would make it possible to
control the activities of those corporsticns in all colonial Tertritoriee.

19. M. GAIKWAD (India) 4aid that he wished to cal | particul ar attention o the
situation in Namibia, which was a direct and brutal consequence ot the colonialist
and interventionist policies pursu:d pbythe Pretoria réaime with the tacit support
of Governments and forei gn economic interests. United Nations resolutions and the
genuine aspirations of the Nami hi an peopl e notwithstanding, tb= Pretori a régime was
uaing Nam bi a to | aunch acts of aggression against Angol a, Botawani, Lusotho,
Mozambiaue, Zanbia and zimbabwe, inorder to cripple and even destroy the economc
structures so carefully crafted by thosa free States.

20 Mlitary service was nw conpul sory in Nam bia and the Soutn African armed
Yorces were trying to recruit and train widling Nami bians. Mercenaries and
soldiers of fortune, seekinga fleeting momentof glory, were pursuing anbitions
that they did not understand. The human resourcea of the Territory were being
depleted as Nam hians were forced to seek refuge and honour in the front-|ine
States, which wer e barely abl e to assume such a bur den.

21.  Since the previous session of the Genera4 Assenbly, the iecurity Council had
met on NDr € than one occasion t 0 consi der South Africa’s tactiss of terror and
turmoil. However, clinging t0 the straw of an indul gent veto, South Africa’s
régime had keen spaced the retribution of theinternational community.
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22. The Movenent of Non-Aligned Countries, for it8 part, was notindifferent to
the situation and at the Ei ghth Conference of Heads of State or Government, hel d at
Hacare the previous nonth, had aet up a “frica Fund with the fol | owing
objectives: to strengthen the economc « @ financial capability of thefront-line
State8 to fight thePretoria aparthei d régime, to support the |iberati on movements
in southAfrica and Nam bia in their unrelenting stcuggle agai nst racist and
colonialist oppression, and to assist thefront-line States in enforcing sanctions
adainst South Africa and in coping with anyretaliatory econonic action by the

raci st régime.

23. Concerted action was needed, butnoone could deny the fact that the
provisions of the arns enbargo agai nst South Africa inposed nine years previously
by Becur ity Council resol uti on 418 (1977) had been circumvented by domestic

| egi slations that were riddled with loopholes. It was high tinme thatthes United
Nations inposed a plan of security for southern Africa conprising the follow ng
provisionss inproved inplenentation of the provisions of Security Council
resolutions 418 (1977) and 558 (1984) including theelimnation of all loopholen;
conversion of resolution 558 (1984) into a nandatory embargo on armeinports from
South African concerted internutional support for the front-line States! revocation
of all agreenents concluded with sSouth Africa in the mlitary sphere and all
licence8 granted in that connectiony adoption of internal |egislation byUtnited
Nation8 Member States to eneure conpliance with the embargojtermnation of
transfers of military and paramlitary technol ogy toSouth Africay and precise
eval uati on of thqgsucceasand impact of the embargo, |leading to its reinforcenment
wher € necesitary.

24. The | dian Parliament had for its part unaninously adopted in Pugust 1986
resol uti ons condemning Government8 which gave moral and material support to the
raci st régime of South Africa. The two Houseahad jointly urged all Governments to
impose comprehensive, effective aud mandatory sanctions agai net southAfrica. That
was an urgent appeal by the el ected representatives of a population of 780 nillion
people, Whose history had acquainted them with the horrors of col onialism and
racist oppression. It was also a reflection of a collective conviction that the
situation could still besaved if the international comunity could at |ast summon
up the courage to act.

25. MBRAVO (Angola) sai d that the Fourth Comri ttee once nore had before it the
item on the activities of foreign economic, mlitary and other interests which were
impeding the inplenmentation of General Assenbly resolution 1514 (XV) in Nambia and
ir. other colonial Territories, particularly theisland Territories of the Pacific.
the | ndi an Ocean and the Atlantic. Consideration of thatitem was especially
inportant during the current International Year of Peace.

26. Twenty years had el apsed since the United Nations had term nated South
Africa s Mandate over Namibia, and eight since the adopti on of Security Councii
resolution 435 (1978) , the only acceptable basis for ajustsettlemant of the
yuestion of Nami bia. Unfortunately, the Pretoria réqgime, with the connivance of
its NATO allies, continued to turn the eouthern ceqgion of Africa into a theatre of
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war by maintaining its illegal occupation of Nami bia, whose territory it was using
a8 a base for murderous act8 of aggression agai nst tne frontline St at es,
particularly Angola.

27.  There was no doubt that the spectre of violence and insecurity in southern
Africa was a direct consequence of the econonmic, mlitary and other activities of
those who, in violation of Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources
of Nanibia and Security Council resolution 418 (1976), were hel ping the

anachroni stic apartheid régime t0 exploit the natural andhumanresource8 of

Nami bia. Thus the countries of origin of the trannnational corporation8 operating
in South Africa and Nani bia were aiding and abetting the policy of State terrorism
practised by South Africa inside and outside its frontiers.

28. His del egati on wished t0 stress again that the absurd concept of “linkage”
made no sense. In it8 resolution 539 (1983), the Security Council had rejected al |
attempts t0o | ink the independence of Namibia to the withdrawal of the cuban
internationalist forces, whose presence i N Angnlawus tn a zordance Wi th the
provision8 of Article 51 of the Charter OF the United Nation6 and was a guestion
which fell exclusively within the sovereign authority of that coustry. |In fact, an
the Angolan Minister for Forei gn Affairs had stated at the special session devoted
to Nanihia, the irsue was not the | i nkage between the independunce of Namib.a and
the presence Of Cuban forces i n Angol a, but theillegal COccupation of Namibia and
the war of aggression against Angola byvirtue of the crimnal activities of South
Afri ca.

29. It wasobvious, given that tragic situation, that it was impossible tO
continue fighting apartheid- with nmere condemmati ona combinea with the adoptic . of a
pl ethora of resolutions. His delegation hoped that al | the State8 Members of the
United Nations would prove equal to the task expected of them and would make every
effort to elimnate the Odi ous aparthaid régime, the principal sourceof all evils
in the southern j. «t of the African continent. The adoption of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions, in accordance with Chapter VIl of the Charter, sas necessary,
and would be in accordance with the appeal nade by OAU and the Worl d Conference on
Sanctions agai net Racist South Africa.

30. Hs delegation vigorou~ly condemmed all the economic, military and other
activities of the colonial and neo-colonial Powers in Namibia, M cronesia, Bernuda
and other col oni al Territor ies. Those selfish activities sere inpeding the
realization Oof one of the most el enentary right8 of the human persca, the right to
self-d ternination and independence, and were undermning theauthority and
prestige of the United Nations. The United States and the United Kingdom, through
the voice8 of Franklin Roosevelt and Wnston Churchill, had in 1941 adopted the
Atlantic Charter, to which South Africa, among others, had acceded. The way in
whi ch the South African racist troops Cccupi ed Angola and the two States behind the
Atlantic Charter were supporting the polictes and practice8 of Pretoria showed the
extent Of their commitment to the principle8 they had procl ai ned.
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31. M. mavarrO RI VAS (Nicaragua) sawd he was taking part in the discussion on
foreign economic and other interests because, just |ike *we peoples still under
colonial and neo-colonial domnation, the tat in Anmerican people had been the victim
of one of the nDSt brut:" exploitations to benefit foreign interests that history
had ever known.

32. To give an overview of the situation, 25 years after the unived Nations had
adopted the Declaration on the Ganting of Independence to Colonial Countriee and
Peopl es and 20 years after the General Assembly hadterminated South Africa’s
Mandat e over Nami bia, one wight z=~y that many countries had freed themselvas from
colonialismand inperialismand hadrecovered what belonged to thems sovereiqnty,
dignity, natural resources and the right to determne their own destiny, but that
there were still peoples that had been denied the nost elementary rights and
countries in whic- discrinination betweer inhabitants on the basis of the colour of
their akin was institutionalized. Southern Africa’s ordeal wan a daily remnder to
the homanconsci ence that as long as apartheid existed, no human heing coul d say
that he lived in a civilized world.

33. If the southAfrican racist régime maintained its illegal occupation of
Namibia it was becaute 0Of the collaboration of its powerful allies, which drew
enornous econom ¢ advantagea from the system and ruthlessly exploited natural
resourcea Whi ch | egal 'y bel onged to the Namibian people. In July 1986, the
International Conference for the | medi ate Independence of Nami bi a had adopted a
Praogramme Of Action urging all States to recognize the validity of Decree No. 1 for
the Protection of the Naturai Resources of Nambia and to ensure its observance by
prosecuting the conpanies which violated it. Similarly, the Heads of State or
Government of Non-Aligned Countries, who had metat Harare, Zi mbabwe, had

reaf firned thatthe activities of foreign inter-eats were inconpatible with the
Declaration, United Nations resolutions and the advisory opi nion of the
International cCourtof Justice of 1971,

34, South Africa, to maintain its hold over Namibia and its natural. resources,
enmpl oyed nore than 100,009 soldiers and used the Territory of Nami bia asahase for
aggressi on against the fraternal front-line countries, and particularly the
People’s Republic of Angola. That attitude was encouraged by Governments which,
while joining the universal clanour for comprehensive mandatory sanctions agai nst
Pretoria, nevertheless continued to support South Africa and to oppose sanctions,
abusing their power of vetoin the Secu: «ty Council. In that connection, his

del egation strongly supported paragraph 11 of the Programme of Action concerning
Nam bia adopted in July 1986, which appealed to the United States and the United
Kingdom both permanent nembers of the Security Council to reconsider their
poaition inthe tigni of the serious situation in southern Africa.

35. As for foreign nilitary activities, the Latin Anerican region was W tnessing
analarmng militacization of the Territories under foreign occupation, which, far
from promoting @ climate of mecurity and stability, was aggravating tensions amnd
the critical situation in theregion. The useof Non-Self-Governing Territories
undsr fOrei gn dom nation or pressure as a springboard for aggression against other
countrles, and the maintenance of nilitary bases and installations to intinidate
t he populations of the countries in aueetion and nei ghbouring peopl es were
intolerable factors whichthreatened international peace and security.
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36. It was a well known fact that the United States Governnment was planning t0 use
theterritory of Puerto Rico to train nercenaries in the service Of the cra,who
woul d be sent to Kill Nicaraquann. Nicaregua denounced those plans to use one
Latin Anerican territory in acts of aggression against another. It recalled that
Puerto Rico hnd also served as aspringboard for theinvasion of Grenada. That was
why his deleqgation fully aupported paragraph 226 of the Harare Declaration
reaffirmng the needto eliminate all forus and manifestations of col onialism and
confirming support for the inalienable richt of thePuerto Rican people to
self-determination and to independence in accordance with General Aesemhly
resolution 1514 (XV) and the resolution adopted bythe Special Committee ON

decol oni zati on on 14 August 1985. Similarly, Ni caragua itself held the view that
the massive nilitary and naval presence of the United xingdom in the Malvinas

I slands, in South Georgia and i n the South Sandwi ch tslanda, and the maintenance of
a atrateglc ai rport in the region, caused great concern to the countries of Latin
Anerica and greatly affected etability in theregion.

37. Nicaragua wan an obvious illustration Of the fact that the process of
liberation was pa.nful, sonetines slow, but i nevitahle. Ncaragua was therefore
scnding a mesmage to the peopl es of the world still struggiing for their

i ndependence to tell them that nothing could hold back the courne of history)
victory would be theirs and justice would prevail.

38. M. McLEAN (Canada) said that he need scarcely remnd the Committee that
Canada, a country with a Enrtunate pastin terms of its evolution fromcolony to
nation State, fully suppor ad the proceme of decol onization and looked forward to
ttr successful conclusion. Decolonization had been one Of the MAi N gur~~~r ator res
of the United Nations, and the road ahead was much shorter than t+'.at al ready

travel led. Canada had al ways sttongly supported Security Council| resolution

435 (1978) and had provided significant development assi stance to the Namibian
peopl e and oth:r col onial meoples. H's country firny believed that such

assi stance promoted economic viability and accel erated the process of

sel f-determ nation.

39. Asfar as Namibia was concerned, the maj or stumbling-block i npedi ng prograss
towar ds the i ndependence of thatunfortunate hold-over from the colonial erawas

the Government of South Africa. As nany were awaze, Canada and ot her States
represented in the Fourth Conmittee had i ncreased pressure on that Government.

I ndeed, in the past few days, Canada had introduced additional wmeasures, in
particular a han on the inportation of aqricultural products, Uurani um coal, iron
and steel from South Africa, pursuant to the agreement reached with its

Commonwea 1th partrers to hr ing about not only the end of apartheid, hutthe freedom
of  Nanibi a.

40. There should tnerefore be no doubt about Canada’s position on the auestion.
Nevertheless, hi s del egation continued to be dieappointed thatthe debates in the
Committee were sterile and repetitive. 1tmaddition, it could notreadily accept.
the bl anket condemation of foreign econonic interests in colonial Territories, the
demand for tle immediate Withdrawal of colonial Powers from al) their mlitary
bases andinstallationa, or explicit or inplicit support for arned struggte inthe
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process of self-determnation. His del egation wasvery concerned over the danger
of the Fourth Committee becoming a caricature of the hopes expressed in 1945. The
United Nations ehoul d be seeking waye to makeits deliberatione as objective and
pertinent as possible, but atthe present time, instead of decisiona being taken,
they Wer e being avoi ded, and when there was a crisis, the debates were endless. |t
wan most i nportant to rationalize the Conmittee’s work and to harmonize it wit -
that of the Special Political Committee.

41. His delegation coul d not accept the hypotheeid that all foreign economi c
activiti:s, notably those of Western countries With colonial Territories and those
of transnational corporations, were inherently evil. That did notsquare with the
facts. Indecxd, Canada believed that tranenational corporations could have a
beneficial inpact in terme of duvelopment and the tranefer of technology. Aas many
devel oping countries were aware, it was in the Canadi an transnational corporations,
pr ivate and public, that much of the Canadi an expertise that was bei ng nade
available t0 devel opi ng countiies in such areas as transportation and

communi cations was to befound. Fundanentally, his delegation believed that. it was
time for the Porth Committee to get back to rasics. |f the menbers of the
Committee m ght not find nmore common ground, the Committee might in fact hinder
rather than hel p the process of decolonization.

42. Canada had other reservations about the approach takenin some of the
docunents bef sre the Commitee. Fo< exanple, with respect to overseaas econonic
activities, consideraticn appeared to be given to Only one group of countries,
Vst ern countr ies, some of which -.ece actually named - a practice to which Canada
hal objertions inprinciple. But, a~veral delegntione had cited, and FAO had well
documented, the pl under of f£ishi. , cesovrces off Namibia's shores bya country
which was not, and was unlikely o become, @ member of the \estern Group.|t
shou>s be pointed outthat, to a large extent, it was the Western countries that
were looked uponto assist the devel oping countries, not laast those which remai ned
in a colonial situation. Canada itself - and it was not uni que among Western
countries - waa deroting particular energy to pronoting economic recovery in

A Kica. The achievenents, even tne sacrif ices, of \estern countries were worthy of
consi derably nore attention than had been given to them in the documents bef ore the
Commttee. Canada would therefore |ike future documentsand resolutionb to give a
more rational anc realistic appreciation of what was being done to alleviate the
econonmi ¢ difficulties of the devel oping world, including countries still under

col oni al adminiatration, Whereas all too often auchdocunents were excessively
ideol ogical and unbalanced. H s del egati on waa convinced that the item was an
important one which needed and deserved better treatment.

43. M HELLER (Mexico) eaid he regretted that in the past year no progreea had
been recorded in thastruggl e agai nst coloniaiism and neo-col onialism even though,
in the comenoration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, particular attention
“.ad been paid to theneed to renew efforts in that area. The problera that
continued t0 he caused hyforeign econonmic and CQther activities and interests

i mpedi ng the inplementation of theDeclaration denonstrated irrefutably the 1long
road thatstill lay ahead. Those activities had the inevitable conaeauence of

fun
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atrcngt heni nq the bonde of dependence and subordination. That was clearly proved
by the case of Namibia, whose natural resources Were overexploited for the sole
purpoae Of aatiefying the needs of the metcopolitan country, not in order to
promote the econonic devel opment of the Territory, au was the clear duty of any
adnministering Power. Yet the struggle for independence nade genuine sense only in
the context of a mninmum of econom ¢ independerce.

44, Attention should aleo hepaid to a aueztion which gave no | ess cause for
concernNs the nmilitary activitiee of theadminiatering Powers in Non-Sel f-Governing
Tertitories, Which they were using aa test-sites for all sorts of weapons (in
particular nuclear weapone, theharnful effects of which were well known), or even
as spr ingboarda for attacks on other countries. His delegation Wi shed to state
once again that .t vigoroualy condemmed the acts of aggression which the Pret-ria
régime was persistently perpetrating against the front-line States fromthe
Territory of Nambia. They w~re a flagrant violation of the prnciples of the
Charter of the United Nations, endangering peace and security i: the region.
Moreover, the racist South African régime, with thedirect or indirect support it
was receiving, was persisting in its illeqgal occupation of Nam bia.

45. nis Governnent wished to reiterate theneed to i npose comprehensive nandatory
sanctions againet the South African Governmentonthe basis of General Aesemhly and
Security Council resolutions on the aueetion. That w.s the only way to bring to an

end South Africa's policy of_apartheid and to guarantee Nami bia' s accession to
i ndependence.

46. M. HYDAR (Malaysia) said that with the benefit of hindsight, the
multidimensional significance of the concept of independence had beenrecognized.
In addition to the tranefer of political power, it involved an inportant econonic
aspect. Political independence should be zccompanied by eauitable and fair
international economic relatione. Therefore, it was appropriate for the

Non- Sel f - Gover ni ng Territories to insist, in their pursuit of independence, that
their strategic economc interests eshould ketakeninto account.

47. In that respect, the aitustion in Nam bia was of particular concern to his
Government, Whi ch wi shed t0 express ita whole-hearted support for the resolution
adopt ed by the Special Conmittee on 11 August1986. Mlaysia abhorred all the
activitiee of trananational corporations and foreign econom c interests that
resul ted inthe further impoverishment of the Nami bian people, depriving them of
their fundamental right to justice, eauality and freedom

i8. The continuy )ecupation of Nami bi a by South African nilitary forces

cons* ltuted a aericus violation of humanrights, the principles of the Charter of
the United Nations and the provisions of Security Council resolution 435 (1978),
the internationally-recogynized basis for a settlement of the auestion of Nani bia.
South Africa was unjustifiably peraisting in |inking theinpl enentation of that
resolution t0 a withdrawal Of the Cuhantroops stationed in Angola. |t was
therefore juetifiable for the non-aligned countries to have strongly condemed the
recent edtahliehment of the provisional governnent and the nmaesive militarization
ot the Tercritory of Namihia, which South Africa was wsing as a springboard for acts
of agqression in the region.
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49. His country continued its firm support for the Namihian people in its struggle
for independence under the leadership of SWAPO, snd was sure thatresolution

435 (1978) wanstill the only possible basis for the inplementation of the United
Nations plan for theindependence of Namibia. His country call ed upon the memhers
of the Contact Goup t0 increase their efforts to that end, and he affirnmed its

unewet ving aupport for the adoption of conprehensive and mandatory sanctions
acainat South Afri ca.

50. A similar situation existed in South-East Asia, where Viet Nam, flouting
international opinion, continuedits mlitary cccupation of Kampuchea, therehy
preventing the people of that country from veqgaining their independence,
eovereignty and territorial integrity.

51. It was essential t0 resist thome Wh0, while claiming to res, ect the principles
of the Charter of theUnited Nations, were in fact tranpling underfoot the
eovereignty and territorial integrity of States. Malaysia urged all the countries
and peoples of the world to unite in their efforts to eradicate the laat traces of
colonialism, racial discrimnation and apartheid.

52. M. AL-FANAH (Oman)said thatthe raci st régime of South Africa was conti nui ng
ita illegal occupation of Namibia and its shanel ess exploitation of the Territory’'s
natural and human resources, inviolatic n of all the United Nations resolutions on
the subject, particularly Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

53. omandenounced any intervention in the internal affairs of Namibia, and did
notrecognize the Governnent resulting fromthe anti-constitutional elections which
had taken pl ace there. H e country eupported the efforts of the international
community - particularly the United Nations Council for Namihia - to eradicate
apartheid and achieve swift independence for Nambia, and it approved the

decl arations hy the Wrld Conference on Sanctions against Racist South Africa, held
in Paris in June 1986, and thelnternational Conference for the Immediate

I ndependence of Namibia, held in Viennain July of thatyear.

54, Al obetaclee preventing the inplementation of the Declaration on the Ganting
of Independence toCol onial Countrieta and peoples shoul d beremved and, in
particular , there ehoul d be no attempt to establish a "linkage" between the
cessation of the occupation of Nami bi a and conpl etely extraneous issues. [t was
time for the Namihian people to exercise ita right to self-determination and

i ndependencel it was timethat itas eovereignty over its ownterritory and reeourcee
was respected. The policy of the racist régime of Pretoria - to accumulate

weapons, par tlcular |y nuclear weapors  in order to carry out acts of agqreaeion
against nei ghbouring States - could only serve to increase the troubles and tension
in the region, thereby jeopardi zing international peace and security.

55. Asa non-alianed devel oping country, Oman had many linka of friendship and

co-operation with African stateas, and insisted thatthe principles embodied in the
Charter of the United Nations and therule of international law shorld he respectec.

/e
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56. M KULAWEC (Czechoslovakia) said that monopolies played a steadily
increasing role in the strategy pursued hy the inperialiate agai net dependent
territories; that was the case not only inthe econom Cc sphere hut also i n
political, ideolngical and military spheres. They could rightly hecalled the
strike force of nobdern colonialism. Sixty per cent of tho GDP of Nanmihia wae taken
out of the country byforeign conpanies) it was estimted that, because of such
looting , the Namibian di anond mines, which were the larqeet in the world, would he
exhausted in 20 years* tine. A clear illustration of thetypically col onial
character of the Namibtan economy waa to he found in the agricultucal sector, where
hl acke, who fcrmed more than 95 per cent of agricultural workers, were confined to
aeubsi atence eccoomy; their share of commercial agricultural production did not
exceed 2. 5 per ceut. The ratio between the salaries of whitee and those of bl acks
was 12 to 15 in northern cegions, it was 25 to 1.

57.  The States whi ch opposed sanctions were thevery ones which had jucriediction
over the econonic circles exploiting Namihia. In order to justify their actions,
they claimed to be thereal defenders of the victims of discrimination and refueed
to acknow edge that the sanctions were intended solely to inprove conditions for
the Namibians.

58.  The activities Of trcranational corporations had similar negative effects in
Puerto Rico, Micronesia, the Cayman | el ande, the Turks and Cai cos |slands,
Monserrat and the Virqgin Islands.

59. As well as |ooting thedependent territories, foreign nonopoliee also inpeded
their social devel opnent. The reports of the United Nati« .s Council for Nanmibia
ehowed that noat Nam hians were not protected byl abour |eqielation and had access,
at heat, only to second-rate nedical services. Oten, colonial Powers did not even
acknow edge the right to work, and unenploynent rates in the dependent territories
wer e high.

60. Foreign econonic interests continued to operate in new y-independent Statee.
A declaration of political independence did not naceeearily nean the eradication of
colonialism which continued to inpede the devel opment of some independent
countrlee. Asian, African and Latin American countries were conpletely justif |ed
in demanding that those responsible for their difficultice ehould help to bring
about & more equitable distribution of the world's wealth. However, the forces of
i mperial i smopposed the process of decolonization and econoni c reconstruction by
exerting ever-increaei nqg pressure on devel opi ng countriesa; t hey wished t0 prevent
them from inplenenting progreeaive social and economic reforns so that private
capital would remain free to act. Moreover, the inperialist states tried to create
a gulf between devel opi ng countries by pl aying one of f agairst the other.

61. It was clear that the colonial pcwers Wwere acting in contravention O

Article 73 of theCharter of theUnited Nations. Czechoslovakia eupportcd all
initiatives to eradicate thenegative influer A Of transnational capital, both in
Non- Sel f- Governing Territories and in develo; nqcountries. |t insisted that the
decolonization process shoul d he extended t0 the economic sphere, in confornity
with the Declaration on the Estahlishment 0f a New International Econonmic Order.

To that end, Czechoslovakia had joined those who, dur ing the seasion of the Specia!

/-
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Committee on decol oni sation, had proposed the establishment Of a working group to
anal yse the entre probl em and make proposal a which woul d gui de economnic
decolonization in the desired direction. The activities of the working qroup would
be nmore effective if representatives of adninistering Powers were to participate in
them in a constructive manner. |In that connection, his country regretted that the
United Kingdom had decided not to participate in the work of the Special Committee
in the current vyear.

62. His deleqgation would support any draft resclution whichreveal ed the true
nature Of the activities of forei gn economic interemtm in the colonies and which
demanded the adoption of measures agai nst the activities of coloniailist and
neo-col onialist forces seeking to perpatuate the exploitation of colonies in the
modern wor |l d.

63. M. AL-SUDANL (Ire y), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that
the representative of the Zionist entity had made raci st accusations ay. i nst the
Arabsin his ntatanent tothe Fourth Committea. That wasnot atall surprising
since the zionist enti'y was racist by its very nature, having COMe into being by
depriving the Palestinian people of all 1its rights. Al the public opinion polls
carried out there reflected the Zionists’ hatred for the Arab popul ation.

64. The Zionist entity was pretending to condenn apartheid merely to encourage the
African countriestorestore their diplomatic relations withit. Yet, Africa was
fully aware of the extensive CO-oOperati on going on between the Zionist entity and
the apartheid régime ~ which weve ideol ogical partners -~ in econonic, mlitary,

nucl ear and other matters, because such co-operation had been anply exposed.

[ndeed, the representat.ive nf the Zionist entity had not denied the existence of
ties between the two régimes. He had sinply pointed out thatthe volune of trade
between them was sma) ter than that between South Africa and certain ot her
countries.

65. The repreaantative of the Zionist entity had accused Iraa of exporting oil to
South Africa. He (vr. Al -Sudani) chall enged him to substantiate that statement.
Iraq, whose oil production had been reducedto half its former |evel because of the
war, had nodifficulty inmarketing its oil at OPEC pri ces throughout the worldj
and neitherdid it need nor did it intend to sell anyto the zZionist régime oOr the
raci st réyime of South Africa. The accusations nade by the representative of the
Zi oni st entity were baaed upon informat ion that could be summed up as follows: on
two different occasions in Novenber 1978, an oil tanker | oaded in an Iragi port had
sailed t 0 Sinqapore where it had delivered its cargo in Decenber 1978 and in
January 1979 respectively. Those facts were established bythe customs manifests
of the Port of Singapore, which were intho possession of thelragi Governnent.

66. Lastly, as had already been the case at the previouas General Assenbly, the
representative of the Zionist entity had accused Irag of huying arms from South
Africa, an allegation that the Iraqi del egation once againrefuted categorically.
At » loss for newfabr ications, the Zionist entity had found nothing better to do
than 10 go oOn repeating the sane 0l d atory.

/eee
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67. M. MORTIMER (United Kingdon), speaking in exerciae of the right of reply,
pointed outto the repceeentative of the Soviet Union that it was not the United

Ki ngdom whi ch was denyi ng the popr ation of the Fal kland |slands the cight to

nel f-determination and independence asenbodied in resolution 1514 (XV), hut the
General Assemnly itself jindeed, unlike the other resolutions on the dependent
territories, the resolution concerning the Falklands contained no reference to that
right . However, it was not too late to rectify the situation and ensure that the
inalienable right of the population of the Falkland leiande to self-dotermnation
and i ndependence wasat.|ong | ast recognized in the resolution to be adopted on the
matt er that year.

68. M. CHACON (United statesof America), speaking in exercise of the right of
reply, enphasised that the sanctions inposed on South Africa byhis country were
stronger thnn those « plied byany other country, Including the front-line States.
Furthermore, he wished to stress the fact that allberation novenent such as the
onein Angola woul d be unable to survive without the support ot the |ocal
population. The United States earnestly hoped that the civil wars in Angola and
Ni caragua woul d he brought to anendthrough national reconciliation and dial oque
acconpanied by a withdrawal of all the foreign troops and mlitary personnel
stationed in Angola and N caragua, nost of whom were from the Soviet bloc.

69. Turning to the question of Puerto Rico, he said that that Territory had been
withdrawn from the |ist of dependent territories pursuant to decision 748 (VIIl) as
adopted hy the General Assemt ly in 1953, and was therefore not on the Comittee's
agenda for consideration. Any attenpt to address that question woul d constitute
interference in the internal affairs of the United States, inviolation of

Article 2, paragraph 7 of the Charter.

70. Mr. IBAREZ ECHEVERRIA (Argentina)reserved the right to exercise his right of
reply in due course.

72.  Mr. NAVARRO RIVAS (Nicaraqua) , speaking in exercise Of the right of reply,
pointed outto the representative of the United States that there wasno civil war
in his country and that it wasnercenaries paid bythe United States who were
responsi ble for the strife in Nicaragua. As a result of the interventionist policy
pursued by the United States, his country was being forced to exercise its
legitimate ¢ ight of nelf-defence to ensure its survival. It was not a :ivil war
which had caused the death of 30,000 people in N caragua (which, as a proportion of
the population, would correspond to a death-toll of 2 nillion people in the United
States), but rather the United States pol i cy of aggression a ! militarization.

Only by putting an end to ita interventionist policy in Nicaragua and by supporting
the solutions put forward hy the Contadora G oup would the Uuited States contribute
to the pronotion of peace and demilitarization in the region.

REQUESTS FOR HEARING

72. The CHAIRVAN said that two connunications on* aining requests f 0€ hearing on
the queation Of Namibia nad been submittedto the Committee in 4ccuments
A/C.4/41/4/Rdd.1 and 2. |In the absence of any objection, she would take it that
the Committee agreed to accede to those reauests.

73. 1t was so decided.
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74. The CHAIRMAN i nfornmed the Committee that she had received two communications
containing raquests f Or hearing on the gquestion Of Namibia. In accordance with
ewt ahliahed practice, she suggestad th:s. the communications in ouestion he

circul ated as Committee documents for consideration at a |ater meeting. In the

abaence Of any obhjection, she woul d take it that the Committee agreed to that
suggeat ion.

75. I1twan so decided,

The meeting rose at 1.30 p. m




