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In the absence of the President, Ik. bbanda (aranaa), Vice-President, took

the atair.

The Meting was called to order at 3.15 P•••

AGBHDA ITEM 33 (continued)

POLICIES OF APAlmlBID OF '1'BB GOVBRNMDI'r OF SOUTH AFRICA

(a) RBPORT or 'l'HB SPBCIAL COMMITTD· AGAINST APARTHEID (A/41/22 and Add.l and
Add.l/Corr .1)

(b) REPORTS Oll' THE SBCRB'l'ARY-GBHUAL (A/41/506 and Add.1-3, A/41/638, A/41/690)

(c) REPORT or 'l'HB SPD::IAL POLITICAL OOMMI'l"I'EB (A/41/779)

(d) DlW!'T RESOLUTIONS (A/41/L,,24, A/41/L.25 and Corr.l, A/41/L.26 and Curr.l,
A/41/L.21 to A/41/L.31)

(e) REPORT or THE FIFTH COMMITTBB (A/41/810)

Hr. ZARIr (Afghanistan) I 'lbe 1I08t monstrou8 form of racism, the

obnoxious aparth~id system practised.by the Pretoria r'gt.e, is continuing to

challenge the will of mt.nkind with its ugly, barbaric and inhunan policies.

Relying on the use of brute force and aS8ured of the full and constant support of

their imperialist patrons, the racist circle8 of the white ainority of South Africa

continue to disregard the repeated calls by the international cOBmunity for the

dismantlement of the abhorrent machinery of apartheid.

Based on an ideology which i8 racist in its very nature and in all it~

dimensions and manifeetations, the Pretoria r~i_ i8 committed to maintaining the
,

supremacy of South African whites over the in~igenous and ccl~ured majority. Thi8

has resultod in the nost inhuman repression of t:he people of South Africa and the

denial to millions of human being8 of the enjoyment of even elementary human

rights.

In fact the whole ignominio~s history of apartheid hae proved, if anything,

that it is incompatible with human dignity and with freedom a~d jU8tice. Apartheid

i8 totally lacking in human and moral value8. It has no room whatsoever for
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refora. Any claia to the contrary ia either baaed on utter ignorance of the

prevailing aituation or a thinly diaguiaed atte.pt at aheer deception.

'l'he policy,of bantuatanhation ia not what the raciata of South A!tdca and

the~r iaparialiat supportera would like us very .uch to believe, n~.ly, an

endeavour to areate a aituation in which the aapirati~s of the black aajority

would find expreasion and rea11:1ation. On the contrary, it is an atte.pt to reaove

the nuisance ~ confining ailliona of blacks and other non-whites to aegregated

enclaves 'in unproductive, barren are.. , sa.eti.es consisting of several unconnected

frag_nts of land poor in natural resourcea, which constitute l.ss than 13 per cent.

of the territory of the country. The idea is, of course, to turn the .Ulions of

black and coloured PeOple int-O aliens in their own land and to condemn the.. to

peraanent eccnaaic difficulties which will make them subject to the wht.a of the

racist white rulers in Pretoria. 'l'his policy is also aimed at furthering the

diabolical cause of apartheid by depriving the black and coloured majority of South

Africa of the right to fight against this evil, by denying them citizenship of

their own country.

Racism is closely conBacted to, and in its IIOSt naked form a by-product of,

COlonialism and iJlperiali8ll. No wonder, then, that the Pretoria r~ime has

extendud its racial policy into Namibia as well.' The brutality with which the

heroic people of Namibia are "upr~es..d by the Pretoria regime demonstrates' not·

only the attempt of an occupying Power to perpetuate the exploitation of a captive

people and to plunder the wealth of their land but also the barbarity of a system

irrevocably committed to institutionalized racism. Therefor~ the fight for the

immediate and unconditional independence of Namibia, under the leadership of the

South west Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the sole legitimate representative

of the Namibian people, must be regarded aB a component part of the
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international struggle to oa.bat raoi.. and raoial disori.ination. In ~)is

oonneotion, I should like to rei~erate the fir. 8upport of -r country for S~ and

the front-line States fighting against the remnant. of ooloniali.., raois. and

!partheid in that region.

Historioally, the strong links between oolonialist Powers L~d the Pretoria

r4gime are responsible for the nurturing of raois. and the appearanoe of the.
abhorrent phenallenon of apartheid in South Afrioa. If today the apartheid rl5gille

is still able to continue its sh...ful existenoe, the reason must be sought r.awhere

else but in the umbilical cord that attaohes ~e apartheid r'g~. in South Africa

to the political, military and economic interests of imperialist Powers and their

transnational corporations.
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In fact, it i ••trange that a hated r4g~ of an inhu.an natur. which is at

constant war with the va.t majority of the inhabitant. of the land is able to

resist an~ defy for decade. the will of all ~kind. aovever, once the nature of

the problem i. closely examined, matters fall into their proper places in the realm

of things in our troubled and contradictory world.

The policy of so-called constructive engag..ent, or rather destructive

marriage, between United States ~perial~s. and the 'retoria regime provides the

main clue in this connection. This policy is nothing but an attempt on the part of

the United States to bolster the political, econoaic and military capability of the

apartheid r'gime i~ South Africa with a view to preserving imperialist strategic

interests and receiving dividends from the inhuman exploitation of the peoples of

South Africa and Namibia.

It is only through the pcotection and preservation of the !acist regime that

the strategic, ailitary and economic interests of imperialism can be ensure&. The

road of rapacious super-profits in South Africa leads directly and inevitably to a

vested interest in maintaining apartheid.

It is exactly this intrinsic unity of interests that is the root cause of and

the maln factor in the denial of basic human rights to millions of people in South

Africa and Namibia. It is with the political, economic and military assistance

received from imperialist Powers and fellow racist systems, such as Israeli

zionism, that the Pretoria regime manages to perpetuate apartheid, to continue the

illegal occupation of Namibia and to carry out piratical attacks againat

neighbouring front-line countries.

My c~untry, the Democ~atic Republic of Afghanistan, does not maintain any

political, economic, commercial, cultural or any ~ther relations whatsoever with

the racist and colonialist Pretoria regime. We insist categorically on the full
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illPOsit~ of cOllpr.h.naive unctions againat that r4gt.e a. provided for und.r

at_pter VII of th~ united Nations Chart.r and in the r.levant r.M)lutiona of. the

Security Council and the General Aas.llbly. In our opinion, failure to do .0, no

..tt.r on what pc.text, a.ounts to disr.garding not only the .xpr....d will of all

huaanity and the overwhelaing ..jority of States, but a1ll0 the a.arter of our

Organisation, through which .l~ of us have pledged to strive for the ~vanc...nt of

hWlan rights and thft independ.nc. of nations frOll the raci.t and cOlonial yoke.

In th.ir struggle, und.r the leadership of the African National Congr••s, the

people of South Africa are fighting not only for their own legitimate h....n rights'

but, in fa~t, for a cause which all of us consider our own.

Th. gorresponding surge of .ilitancy demonstrated by the people of South

Africa in the face of the recent escalation of terror and repr...ion by the

aeartheid reg1.e, IlUst have proven to everybody that the brave South African people

are pr.pared to continue their struggle to its glorious end. Their victory is

certain. The battle against evil in South Africa will be won and the inhuman

apartheid system will be dismantled. The international caa.unity, therefore,

~annot afford to fail to do everything possible to bring closer the victory of the

people of South Africa in their struggle for human rights, justice and de.ocracy.

Through unswerving determination, concrete action and joint efforts, we .UAt do

everything to reduce the ,outpouring of human blood and tears which the militant

people of South Afri~a have 80 bravely offered as the price for th~ attainment of

an objective which is not only their., but also shared by all hwaanity.

Mr. PLBMMIHG (Saint Luc!a) I I have the honour to speak on bcahalf of the

six States members of the Organization of Baatern Caribbean States, namely, Antigua

and Barbuda, Dominica, Grenada, Saint Chdstopher ani! Hev.is, Saint Vt.nc:ent and the

Grenadines, and mr own country Saint Lucia.

"
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Though our po.ition vis-l-vis the odious pcactice of apartheid is a matter of

public record, we neverthele•• wish to reiterate the collective reVUlsion of the

GovernMnts and peoples of the six States both at the doctrine of apartheid and at

the regime in Pretoria that seeks to perpetuate it. We have spoken out against

this practice since 1946 when the South African National Party made a doctrine of

the then extant de facto discriaination against Blaoks and people of Indian origin,

even though we were then ourselves colonials and, consequently, racial conditions

in our own Bocieties were far le.s than equalitarian. Since taking on the mantle

of sovereignty, we have backed up our rhetoric with concrete actions, imposing a

total economic, political, diplomatic and cultural embargo against the South

African regime.

The United Nations aB an organization and, more specifically, the General

Assembly as a body, have found the doctrine of apartheid t\) be anathema from its

very conception. In the past four decades the Assembly has also dealt with a

myriad of other issues which threatened world peace and security, and in general

impinged on the fundamental right of people to life, liberty· and the pursuit of

happiness. But very few issues on the agenda of the past 40 sessions of the

General Assembly were of greater gravity or more fundamental to basic human life

and dignity than were the policies of .partheid of the ~vernment oi south Africa.

• I
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'lbe enunciation of the doctrine of aPartheid was a declaration of war by the

lIino~ity on the -.jority in South Africa. This war has been with us for half a

cantury, and the belligerents continue to be, on the one side, the vicious troops

of the Government of South Afr ica and, on the other side, anyone in South Afr ica

who dares to oppose the policy of apartheid. Just as every hot war intermittently

degenerates into the ..ssacre of innocent and defenceless civilians, so did this

war degenerate in 1960 into the Sharpeville massacre, when the South African

Government unleased a pogrom against innocent women and children. Every war has

its prisonera of w~r. Nelson Handela is a prisoner of war.

When it comes to apar!:!leid , we the Six are iconoclasts, perhaps even

heretics. That is why we cannot understand why the world community has not acted

sooner, and more decisi~oly, for the vitiation .of apartheid in South Africa. In

1973 the General Assembly, resting on the foundation of the erga omneJ! decision of

the International COurt of Justice in the Barcelona Traction case of 1970, declared

apartheid to be a crime against humanity and, as such, a clear violation of the

international legal principle of jys cogens. And, as we all know, treaties entered

into in a breach of jus cogens are automatically void.

Th~ point we are making here is that South Africa has from the outset invoked

Article 2, paragraph 7 - or the domestic jurisdiction clause - of the United

Nations Charter to ar9ue that the General Assembly has no competence to consider

the matter of apartheid. But, since we the Six are Promethean in international

legal matters concerning apartheid, we do not believe that this Article is

applicable to South Africa. Hence, in our minds there is not a single legal reason

why the Security Council should hav~ been repeatedly prevented from imposing

comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the South'African ~egime.
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Even if South Afri6a's apartheid system were purely within its donestic

jurisdiction, we can think of no better reason to re-examine the customary doctrine

of "absolute sovereignty. We all respect the aphorism that a man's house is his

castle. And within his castle a man has the right to colrect,' even punish, his

children when they are wtong. But a good neighbour would not etahd idly by while a

man maimed and killed his children merely because he did it in his own house. The

same must apply i~ international law. We cannot continue to let autocratic regimes

raise glass shields at their borders and proceed to do as they please under the

p~otection of domestic jurisdiction. So, ironically, those nations that continue

to give succour to South Africa are not its good neighbours. We who speak out and

fight against its policies are the good neighbours.

At this juncture, the Six would like to express their th~nks to, and their

solidarity with, those Governments, particularly in the Western Hemisphere, that

have of late joined the fight by breaking relations with South Africa. And in

those cases where the will of the people has fULced legislative branches of

government to act, despite the intentions of executive branches, we express our

solidarity with the people.

The Six have tried to be as emphatic as possible in order to convey how

strongly held our views against apartheid are. At present, we feel very confident

that apartheid is moribund. But we are not so naive as to believe that the

Prator.ia regime will let it die a peaceful, non-violent death.

The report of the Commonwealth Eminent Persons Group makes it unequivocally

clear that the Pretoria regime has no intention of facilitating the tranaitien to a

racially egalitarian society in South Africa. What the reg1m& persists in ~ing is

using a tricameral legislature which is two-thirds impotent to give an imprimatur

to a series of cosmetic measures designed to de!ude the world community into

believing that it is in favour of change, even incremental change.
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ARyan, ..,he) ~. fooled .bY the.. .henanlgan.de••rve. ~o ,be fooled. Af~er all,

~he Preto~ia r~~ ha. gl~bly and bl~thely prev.ric_tee! to the interna~ional

co-.uni~y for decade., al.y. indicating It, in~n~ion to dh..n~le apartheid 'and

to end i~. illegal occupa~ion of Naaibia.

Benc;e, only Uaite4 oppor~uni~ie. for .a~yaqraha, or non.."iolen~

non-eo-operation, re.in •• the final confronution near". Only the world

cOlllluni~y can enaure a peaceful ~ran.i~ion. We the Six, within our li.i~ed

resource. i are prepared to play a role.
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Mr. CBAGULA (Unite4 Republic of Tan.ania) I To begin, I wish to reit,erate

I

I

ay delegation' a deep and sincere condolences to the people of Mozallbique on the

recent d..ise of their President, sa.ora Machel. The untiaely death of President

SaIlOra Machel is indeed a grievous loss not only to the people of Mozubique, but

to the front-line statea, the Southern Urican DeveloPMnt CO-ordination

COnference, all Africa and the internationa). co-.unity as a .whole. His death in

very sUBpicious circuaatances is but one more blatant example of the lengths to

which the d~stabili.ation activities of the racist apartheid regime of South Africa

can go. However, we firll1y believe that the PeOple ~f Mozambique and southern

Africa as a whole will be the ultiaate WiM41rB and that the apartheid rclcJime of

South Africa is completely on the wrong _ide of history.

POr a very long time now the Assembly, toge~)er with most of its subsidiary

bodies and the other principal organs ot the United Nations, has been discussing

ad nauseall the abOminable eV~ls of the policies of apartheid of the Government of

South Africa, and hundreds of reeolutions have resulted from these discussions, but

with no commensurate action at the international level. Perhaps the time has now

come when the international community should concentrate mainly on prQ9rammes of

action de~igned to isolate increasingly the apartheid regime of South Africa with a

view to eliminating apartheid, rather than on long catalogues of the atrocities

perpetrated by the racist regime of South Af~ioa, with which the international

community is already only too familiar. Accordingly, OU~ brief statement on this

item this year will be mainly action-ori~nted. OUr statement will be based on the

excellent report of the Special COmmittee against Apartheid (A/41/22 and Add.l and

Add.l/COrr.l), the reports of the Secretary-General (A/41/506 and Add.1-3 and

1/41/690) and eome of the statements already made by delegations during this

session on this agenda item.

Pir.t, ~ delegation .i~cerely congratulate. the Special Committee against

Apartheid on its compr~hen8ive coverage, which includes, inter alia, action against
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South Africa's ~~gression against independent African States, campaign against

repre88ion and for the release of all political ~iaoners in South Africai

concerted international actiolll for the eli.ination ofaeartheid, encourage.nt of

world-wide action against .!2!rtheid, action against apartheid in sports, action

against aparthe~ in the cultural field ~nd action concerning assistance to the

oppressed PeOple of South Af&ica and their national libetation movements.

It is our sincere hope that all Member States will, both individually and

collectively, if they have not already done so, seriously consider the

recommendations of the Special Committee, as contained in section IV B of its

report, with a view to their adoption and implementation by e&ch Member State.

This would indeed provide a very wide and effective base for an international

onslaught against apartheid. My delegation would, in particular, urge the General

Assembly to adopt by acclamation the recommendations of the Special CollU1littee

against AParth~ on the arms embargo against South Africa, on the oil embargo

against South Africa and the draft resolution that will be submitted on it, on

concerted internati~nal action ag~inst the apartheid regime, on support for the

national liberation ~truggle and on assistance to the front-line States and states

members of the Southern African Development Co-ordination Conference.

At this j~ncture I should like to reiterat& ~at my Government hae alrQady

endorsed both the declaration adopted by the World Conference on Sanctions against

Racist South Africa, held in Paris last June, and the final declaration of the

Eighth Conf~rence of Beads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held in

Barare last September, on conce~ted international action against the aeartheid

regime. In addition, we have already signed the International Convention a9ainst

!eartheid in Sp~rts and, as one of the front-line States, we give our moral and

material support to the national liberation movements of South Africa, that is well

known and needs no elabora~ion.
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On the programme of wotk of the Special Qammittee against ~rtheid, my

delegation fully suppor.ts thti co.aitteels recommendations in Section IV C of its

report, and, considering its Jlul~iplier effect, the $US 375,000 which the committee

is requesting from the regul&r bUdget of the united Nations for 1987 is very modest

and should be approved by the General Assembly.

I now turn to the reports of the Secretary-General (A/41/506 and Add.1-3 and

A/41/638), for which we thank the Secretary-General.

My delegation would first like to pay a tribute to the Nordic countries - in

particular, Sweden, Norway and Denmark - for their positive contributions to the

programme of concerted international action for the elimination of apartheid, as

revealed in the Secretary-Generalis report (A/41/506 and Add.1-3). My delegation

also commends Canada for the very comprehensive steps it has taken in this regard.

Our special appreciation goes to New Zealand, which has taken anti-apa~theid

measures inversely proportional to its size. My delegation also expresses its

appreciation for the modest sanctions that bOth the European Economic Cpmmunity and

Japan have recently adopted against: the apartheid regime of South Africa. It is,

however, our sincere hope that in the foreseeable future they will find it possible

to make their sanctiona against racist South Africa more effective than they are at

present. Last, but not least, m¥ delegation again sincerely thanks the American

people for influencing their representatives in the United States Congress to adopt

the comprehensive anti-apartheid Act of 1986, against the wishes of the United

Statrs Admini~tration, and for the current divestment process by American

mUltinationals in South Africa. These developments, coupled with the internal

revolt of the oppressed people of South Africa, give cause for optimism regarding

the ultimate elimination of apartheid.

Now I wish to say a word about some of the statements made at this session by
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various delegations. I have salected only a few, for the sake of general

illustration.

Pirst, my delegation call1ends th, stateaents by SWeden, Worway ar.~ canada on

. this agenda item. we a,;-e strongly of the view thelt if other western nations had

the aaae national policie~ we would move very fast in the elimination of

apartheid. Secondly, while the statellant by the United Kingdom on behalf of the

European EConomic ~unity was very eloquent in verbally condemning apartheid in

all. its manifestations, my delegation firmly believes that the European Economic

Co.-unity has 80 far not gone far enough in its sanctions package against aeartheid

South Africa, and it is our hope that the Twelve will Boon find it possible to

include coal in their package of sanctions against racist South Africa. What I

have just said about the statement by the United Kingdom on behalf of the Twelve

applies equally to the statement ~ Japan.

In conclusion, my delegation fully endorses the final recommendations of the

Special committee against Apartheid as follows.

First, the most effective peaceful means available to the international

community to end apartheid is to enforce comprehensive mandatory sanctions against

the racist reg~e of South AfriQa. as the alternative to sanctions is the

escalation of violence and bloodshed.

Secondly, we should condemn any attempt to interpret the present conflict in

southern Africa as an East-West conflict. The conflict is rooted in the policies

and ~actices of the apartheid r'g~e of South Africa.

Thirdly, the institutionalized racism of the aeartheid regime of South Africa

has its roots in the same racist and bellicose ideology as nazism, a fact which

many Western countries tend to forget. Appeasement of the racist regime of South

Africa can, therefore, have the same disastrous consequences as nazism had in the

Second World War.
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Fourthly, we .houlel ca~\l for fUl,l anel unconelitional support of the legitillate

aspirations of the people. o~ southern Africa for peace, non-align..nt and freedoa,

inclucling .elf-cleteraination.

Pifthly, and la.tly, we .houlel appeal to ~ll Meaber states, as well as

anti-apartheid .ave..nt. anel other non-governmental organizations, to redouble

their efforts to secure the ~po.itiOft of Nandatory comprebel~ive sanctions against

racist SOuth Africa and their strict i.plementation. And my delegation would here

like to observe that, since the policy of apartheid is the worst form of violation

of human rights, anel actually borders on genocide, the protagonists of human rights

in the West should critically re-exaaine their. present conflicting policies towards

SOuth Africa in this regard. We very much rely on the non-governmental

organizations in ttose countries to initiate this agonizing exercise.

Mr. RAJAIB-KHORASSANI (Islamic Republic of Iran). 1 should ~ike to begin

my statement with a verse from the Holy Koran, which 1 think is very appropriate to

the issue under consideration. The verse iSI -And among His signs is the creation

of the heavens and the earth bnel the variations in your languages and your

colours I verily in that are signs for those w~., know. - (,&ranl Chapter XXX:

Verse 22)

Once again this ABsembly ls addressing the perennial issue of apartheid, which

seems to be the subject of enelless debates in this Organization, and which we hope

will soon be totally eradicated in all its manifestations.

Many eloquent spemk.rs have already offered elaborate accounts of the crimes

of apartheid. Statistics and facts regarding the area of co-ope~ation between the

apartheid regime in South Africa and other countries are very extensive and
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comprehensive. The anti-apartheid literature of this session of the General

Assf>.mbl.y, like that of its previous sessions, is both quantitatively as well as

qualitativelY very rich and very educative. I have no intention of adding further

to those facts and figures.

Some of the speeches made in this context deserve to be treated as reading.
texts in various fields of the humanities. Interestingly enough, eve" those who

are accused of supporting and collaborating with the apartheid reg~e did not

h~sitate to condemn apartheid or the apartheid policies of Sout~ Africa. Thus the

axiological perspective of all States Members of the Organization regarding

apartheid is more or less the same. Yet, in spite of the unanimity of opinion

regarding the criminal nature of aparthe~, practical approach9s to apartheid vary

greatly. Some, most regrettably, demonstrate so much accommodation in practice as

to maintain technical, economic, cultural and even military co-operation with the

apartheid regime.

Co-operation in nuclear technology between the United States and South Africa

as well as the economic activities of the United States and some other West

European countries with South Africa, cultural exchanges in the field of sports and

other areas are only some of the outstanding examples of this discrepancy between

theory and practice, or we may say between words and deeds. Incidentally, the same

hypocrites, who in practice support and verbally oppose apartheid, are also the

same Member States which are often the staunch supporters of human rights as well.

&,joying considerable influence in the Organization, they consistently bar the

mat~rialization of all decisions that this body takes to suppress apartheid.

ConElequently, apartheid and the apartheid regime survive, despite the fact that all

Member States condemn it.
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In other words, certain countries are sufferin~l so much from moral destitution

that their base material interests in South Africa rath~r than their professed

values determine their policies towards South Africa. The United States

Administration, with its long record of co-operation with the apartheid regime, is

the extreme example of this ~oral bankruptcy, though it is not the only example~ A

cluster of rich and so-called developed Western countries, which may owe a great

deal of their wealth and economic development to the poverty-stricken,

discriminated against and victimized black majority in South Africa, are to be

blamed as well. Hence in spite of all the facts and figures accumulated in the

verbatim records of every General Assembly, the apartheid regime remains strong,

thanks to Western loyalty towards it.

What has recently shaken the apartheid regime is the valiant struggle of the

deprived black majority that has entered its militant phase, and has therefore

'opened an entirely new and extremely decisive chapter in the age-old struggle of

the black majority against apartheid. This new development has also awakened many

more peoples, groups, institutions and national organizations to the situation in

South Africa. Great sacrifices by the rising masses have even made the United

States Senate challenge the pro-apartheid policies of president Reagan. It is

therefore necessary for us who ~\sh to fight racism and apartheid to go one step

beyond a political struggle in the United Nations and offer whatever mate~ial help

we can afford to those combatants who are actually fighting inside the apartheid

hell in South Africa.

Moreover, since zionism, racism and apartheid are three ugly manifestations of

the same crime against humanity, all anti-apartheid countries should treat the two

criminal regimes in South Africa and occupied Palestine equally. It is
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~rticul.rly ••••ntial that a~l thoa. countri•• which .r. sinc.r. in th.ir

.nti-aparthe£! po.ition .hould di."ntl••11 th.ir r.lation. withth. Zioni.t b•••

occupying Pal••tine. It h painful indeed that .ven .~ .of deprived Afric.n

countri.. have dipla.atic r.lations with the criainal r4giae occupying P.l••tin.

which is not only one of the practic.l alU•• of the Pr.tori. r4giM but al.o a

r4gime essentially of the .... i.-oral character.

'.
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It is such a criminal regi.e that, as has been reported, orohestrated a

premeditated scenario for planting a baab on an Bl-A! airoraft whioh was

accordingly sUbsequently discoverered - and attributed to Syria 80 aa to isolate

that country and have economio sanotions ~poaed against it bf the United States

and some other oountries.

We strongly condemn the apartheid r'g~e in South Afrioa and the Zionist base

occupying Palestine for what they are and for the economio, teohnological,

soientific and cultural ties and loyalties whioh the former holds to the latter.

While the United States policy of oonstruotive engagellent and economic,

technological, oultural and soientifio co-operation with South Africa deserves the

sincere condemnation of all of us individually and collectively, we should not fail

to commend the valuable and oourageous anti-apartheid developments in the Senate of'

the United Statee and by responsible people in that oountry.

A poin~ ~~s recently made by a member of the Dutoh Reformed Churoh in ~outh

Africa that should not go unmentioned in this Assembly. A so-called -Reverend

Father-, a chaplain to the South Afrioan army, is reported to have lIaid that those

Muslims who are fighting the apartheid r&gime in South Afrioa subscribe to a

"phoney religion- because their faith is being exploited for the war against the

South Africa r&gime.

First of all, it shQU1~ be noted that the participation of the Muslim PeOple

of South Africa against the oppressive racist regime is indicative R?t of the

phoniness but of the constructive and responsible character of the faith of Islam.

Secondly, Muslims fight apartheid on the basis of their faith. It is a duty

of every Muslim to fight apartheid and racism. Islam considers the differences of

colour and languages as one of the outstanding signs of Almighty God, comparable to

the creation of the heavens and the earth.
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I shall now repeat what I recited at th@ beg~nning of my statement.

"And among His signs is the creation of the ~eavens and the earth, and the

variations in your languages and your colours. verily in that are Signs for

those who know." (S. XXX, 22)

Elsewhere in the HOly !oran we read.

"0 mankind~ We created you from a single (pair) of a male and a female, and

made you into nations and tribes, that ye may know each other ••• verily, the

moet honoured of you in the sight of God is ••• the MOst righteous of you.

And God has full knowledge and is well acquainted (with all things)."

(S. XLIX. 13)

These diversities - diversities in languages and colours - according to Islam,

are Divine grad~ and favour and do not constitute the criteria of privilege or

superiority, the' best of us is only the MOst pious of us in the eyes of God.

The obligation of the Muslims of South Africa to fight against the apartheid

regime stems from the Islamic position of principle, because Islam is against

racism, racial discrimination and apartheid. This may remind us of the special

responsibilities of Muslim nations towards the apartheid regime and the leading

role that Muslim countries are to play in the global struggle against apartheid.

The principled position of Islam towards !2artheid, vis-a-vis the phony "Reverend

Fathers" whose ignorant support for racism manifests their blatant oblivion of

their own faith, is an important declaration that I thought I should make in this

Assembly.

Mr. ZUZE (Zambia). We meet once again in the General Assembly to

consider the critical question of the Apartheid policies of the South African

racist regime. That evil system which has its roots in nazism continues to be the

source of tensions in South Africa and the southern African region. Since we last
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_tto take up this itell, the situation in. SoQth Afdc. ha. deteriorated. 'tht'

murderous machine of apartheid has taken 'the live. of hundreds of innoctint black

South Africans, killed in cold blood, while thousand. have been thrown into gaols

and tortured under the Buccessive states of ..ergency.

May I, ~t this juncture, pay a very special tribute to the SPeCial COmmittee

againlit APartheid, under the dynamic and able leadership of Mr. Joseph Garba, for

the crucial role it continues to play in sensitizing international public opinion

to the plight of the oppressed people of Sou~h Africa.. The report of the Special

Committee to the forty-first session of the General Assembly provides unchallenged

testimony of South Africa's brutal repression of the black majority in South Africa

and its acts of destabilization in the independent African c~n~ries in our region.

The picture in that troubled country is gloomy. The racist regime continues

on a path of systematic acts of State terrorism and obstinately refuses to heed the

calls of the international community to engage in meaningful dialogue with genuine

representatives of the majority in order to bring about peaceful change. Thus, we

muat ask the question whether dialogue, in South Africa's opinion, has any meaning

at all. Dialogue, or in President Reagan's words, constructive dialogue, did not

prevent the murder of Steve Biko or Ruth First. Dialogue has not got South Africa

out of Namibia. Dialogue has made no change to apartheid, except for a few

cosmetic so-called reforms.

----------------------
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Dialogu~ ha. not preventftd fepeated attacks by SOuth Africa on it.

neighbours. Dialogue did not prevent Sharpevill-l1l or Soweto,nor ha. it secured the

release of Nelson Handela or the legitimisation of the African National Congress of

South Afdca (ANe) and the South west Africa Paople's Organization (SWAPO), the.
true voices of the majority of the people. Dialogue with the COmmonwealth Eminent

Persons Group and the envoy of the ~uropean Econamic CO.-unity ha. been a sham.

I wonder if there is any StAte Memb~r of the United Nations which can say no

to sanctions as a sure way of bringing about the end of apartheidOI No, because

that wo~ld spoil chances for dialogue. Are we all speaking with one united voice?

'Can we all happily coexist when on£: or more, Members refuse to accept the fact of an

evil that will not go away simply by hoping to persuade the South African regblft to

change its policies?

We are sometimes told that sanctions will harm black South Africans. Yes, w~

know that, but the last poll on the subject conducted by an independent

organization showed tbat almost 80 per cent of black South Africans were in favour

of sanctions. From Chief Luthuli to Desmond Tutu, responsible leaders have called

for sanctions to end the horrors in which they live today. We are ~~ld sanctions

will harm the front-line St~ates. We know that too. We know that that is so. But

we call for sanctions despite the fact that we will suffer, because it is better to

bring apartheid to a quick end than to go on with the attacks and the dangers under

which we live today.

Similarly we are told that sanctions will push the Afrikaners back into their

laager. But does anyone here, any Member of the United Nations, seriously believe

that President Pieter Willem Botha, or any other white administration in the

foreseeable future, intends to surrender or share the white monopoly of power in

that country? TO think so is self-delusion.

Sanctions will work, and that is why Pretoria has ceaselessly been trying to

prevent their imposition.
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I wish to reiterate Zaabia'. fi~. conviction that soft policies towards racist

South Africa will never have any t.pact for positive change. It is beyond any

shadow of doubt that South Africa ha. no intention whatsoever to grant equal rights

to the black majority. Its eco~y thrives or. the exploitation of the black South

Africans who provide cheap labOur. The near-slave conditions under which the

oppressed people of South Africa work have also attra~ted Western multinational

corporations whose only motive is to make huge profits.

South Africa continues to be more profitable for Western business, despite the

abhorrent conditions that prevail there. Thus, two of the permanent members of the

Security COuncil have done evertbing to prevent members of that body from tak;ng

appropriate measures under Chapter VII of the Charter. It is unfortun~te that the

privilege of the veto power has been frequently abused, particularly on issues

connected with ending apartheid and Namibia's early independence. My delegation is

of the view that the founding fathers' intent for the veto provision was that it

would be exercised prudently, only in the interest of the international community

at largei ~nd not used as an instrument for safeguarding self-centred national

interests at the expense of the United Nations obligation to redress situations

that threaten the preservation of international peace and security.

The oppressed people of South Africa have a right to demand that the

international community take effective measures to bring pressure to bear on South

Africa to end the obnoxious system of apartheid. They have repeatedly made luat

demand and they continue to do 80 today_ The Unitad Nations cannot but act

decisively to end apartheid.

During 1986 racist South Africa committed acts of aggression against my

country, Zambia, as well as Angola, Botswana and Zimbabwe. Mozambique has been

threatned many times, and as we meet racist South African troops are deployed in
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1ar,ge numbers near the Mozambican/South African border. Namibia is occupied by

more than 100,000 South African troops and mercenaries, and parts of Angola are

also occupied by racist South African forces. South African acts of terror in our

region pose a serious threat to international peace and security. No country or

organization in southern Africa, or indeed on the entire African continent,

threatans South Africa. The one and only serious ~hreat to South Africa is the

apartheid system. Thus apartheid is South Afr.ica's greatest enem¥, not the African

National Congress or the South West A~rica People's Organization. That is the

.simp1e truth.

I wish to reiterate that, in order to have favourable conditions for peaceful

change, South Africa must take the following essential ste~~. It must release

Nelson Mandela and all other political prisoners, lift the ban on the African

National Congress of South Africa and the Pan Aflicanist Congress of Azania, and

permit them to engage in a political process freely within that country, lift the

state of emergency in the affected areas, and abolish all discriminatory

legislation.

Today we can spell out details of the tragedy of apartheid and adopt

resolutions deploring it. We can ask for the sympathy of the nations of th~

world. We can urge the united Nations to take appropriate steps. If we do all

that we shall have done nothing, but much more important we shall have missed the

crucial point which the acts of war by South Africa have now highlighted. What is

at stake now is the greatest of issues which could confront the United Nations -

simply whether or not, in the matter of South Afric~, the united Nations has any

meaning at all.

We in Zambia are indeed greatly pained to see that in this day and age a

barbaric regime can be aUowed to coexist alOOng free nations. That is
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unacceptable and must not be allowed to continue. We have been told that Peace

does not mean only the absence of war but also the presence of justice. Justice

must therefore be allowed to prevail over evil. That is not too much to ask of the

international community.

Mr. DJOUDI (Algeria) (interpretation from French). The General Assembly's

debate on this crucial question of apartheid may, at times in the past, have given

the impression to some of being a s~ple ritual exercise. And yet, for nearly two

years and especially in recent months, everything has revealed its true importance

in the context of the inexorable course of events.

The Paris World Conference on Sanctions against racist South Africa, the

report of the Commonwealth Eminent Persons Group, the mission of the European

Economic Community (EEC), the summit meetings of the Organization of African Unity

(OAU) and 01 the non-aligned countries, and in particular the recent decisions of

the United States COngress, were occasions on which the international community as

a whole moved from mere perception of the dangers of apartheid to recognitif.n of

the urgency for concerted comprehensive action by the implementation of sanctions

against the Pretoria reg~e.
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Everyone, even those th,.,t take the mat lenient view of the supporters of this

regime, are f.inally recognizing that, as the late President SallOra Machal said,

-apartheid is th~ institutionalization of the violation of every human right-

and -apartheid, like colonialism, cannot be reformed but must be rooted out-.

We salute the memory of that great African, the victim of apartheid. In the wake

of the liberation of Mozambique he could not conceive o~ his struggle as having

been completed as long as the other peoplea of Africa, above all the South African

people, had not gained their freedom.

It is hardly necessary to recall here that the explanation for Soqth Africa's

hostility to Mozambique lay precisely in the courageous stand of the late President

and the geo-strategic position of that country in assisting the countries members

of the Southern African Development CO-Operation COnference (SADCC) to emerge from

economic dependence on Pretoria.

For the past year the situation in southern Africa has been deteriorating

tragically. The blind repression within South Africa based on the state of

emergency has been coupled with the pursuit of a policy of aggression against the

front-line countries, either directly or through the maintenance of armed bands

financed and equipped by Pretoria. In the space of a year the practitioners of

apartheid, have twice had to resort to the arsenals of repressf~n with which the

state of emergency provides them. Thus thousands of anti-apartheid militants from

various groups have been SUbjected to arbitrary arrest, detention, torture and

murder. Trade unions, student movements and the clergy have been the principal

targets of the so-called security forces of South Africa. Their leaders have been

subjected to mass arrests, some of them have died in detention and others have been

condemned to death and executed after mock trials.
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The Pretoria racists have a180 pursued their policy of forced displacement of

populations and bantust4nbation, despite the unaniaous condeanation of those

practices by the international co.-unity and the parties involved the.selves, as

was clearly shown on 12 August when the population of the territory of KwaHaebele

rejected the so-c:all~ independence that the apertheia ::egi_ was offering them.

The second stmte of eaergency enabled Pretoria to ~pose a new series of

restrictions on the 100&1 and foreign pross. The offieial media attempted to

distort the fight of the African population by presenting it as a clan or tribal

struggle, in order to lessen its inter~tional iapact.

South Afr ica must heed the voice of reason. External pretexts no longer

work. The resistance is indeed internal. Support for the African National

COngress (ANe) is strengthening, and everyone follows the example of Nelson

Mandela. Never has this resistance achieved such a degree of assertion,

organization and determinatioh. Schoolchildren, students, trade unionists and

clergymen are joining the patriotic forces determined to put an end to the

apartheid tyranny. It is incwnbent on the entire international community to pay a

heartfelt tribute to the just struggle being waged by the oppressed people of South

Africa, under the leadership of the ANC, and to sllpply them with the specific,

effective material assistance and political support required at the present crucial

stage in their valiant str~~~le.

The countries neighbouring on South Africa have not been exempt du~ing the

past year from acts of aggression and destabilization by the racists of Pretoria'.

Thus, more than five countries have repeatedly been the victims of acts of

aggression against their territorial integrity committed by the racist regime.

Apart from the loss of human life, for peoples just emerging from a long liberation

struggle, as fn the cans of Mozambique, Angola cnd Zimbabwe in partiCUlar, the

aaterial daaage caused by the direct attacks of the SOuth African army or sabcta9~
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carried out by agente in the pay of South Africa represents considerable sums. POr

Mozambique alone, that poor clountry, that dallage amounts to '4 billion. POr the

community of States lIembers of SADCC, the damage amounts to $10 billion.

In this connection it is t.portant to stress the role and functiQn of SADCC in

helping its mt.'JIlber countries to ellerge from dependence upon South Africa. Since

that function t~ ~ larg~ extent can be performed thanks only to the Moza~bican

ports and communications networlcs, it is clear why the whole strategy of South

Africa and the means it has mobilized are aimed particularly against that country.

These acts of aggression are unjustifiable infringements of the sovereignty

and territorial integrity of sovereign African countries. This is the forum in

which once again to denounce and condemn these criminal acts and pay homage to the

heroic resistance of Angolu, Mozambique, Botswana' and Lesotho to the subversive

actions of South Africa. 1bis is the forum in which to reaffirm to those

countries, and to the ANC and the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO),

the legitimate representatives of the South African and Namibian peoples, in their

struggle, the full solidarity of my country with them in their just fight.

It is an established fact that the South African regime persists in this

aggressive policy and its refusal to comply with the resolutions of our

Organization, and remains deaf to the injunctions of the international community,

only because of the collaboration between Pretoria and certain countries and

multinationals motivated by the colossal profits derived from exploitation of the

human and material resources of South Africa and Namibia.

The co-operation of many kinds that exists between Pretoria and Tel Aviv is

also important in this respect. The report on the co-operation between the two

regimes submitted by the Special COmmittee against Apartheid provides a complete

picture of the multiplicity of those links.
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The argunonts ~hat the supporters of dialogue with the Pretoria regime

continue to invoke to justify their opposition to the imposition of comprehensive

and mandatory sanctions against South Africa are in reality designed only to

pr~serve the privileged trade, military and scientific relations t~bat they maintain

with Pretoria. Par from pushing the South Afl:z:ican regime to return to

international legality, these trade, ec~omic and military exchanges only increase

the pauperization of the indigenous masses and the plunder of the natural resources

of the country, and encourage the South African leaders to pursue their policies of

apartheid and aggression.

That is the crux of the message that the authentic leaders of the oppressed

black populations entrusted to the Eminent Persons Group delegated by the meeting

of the Heads of State or Government of the Commonwealth to convey to their

principals and to the international community as a whole. It is also the message

that has been faithfully echoed during the past six months by the Conference of

Heads of State of the front-line countries, "the Eighth Conference of Heads of State

or Government of Non-Aligned Countries during the World Conference on Sanctions

against Racist South Africa. Finally, it is the message that was conveyed with

clarity by the failure of the consultative mission sent by the European Economic

Community to southern Africa last August and by the massive support of the Western

public in particular for the tmposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions

against racist South Africa.

While the development of the situation has led to the isolation of South

Africa, that is not enough. If we wish to avert the dangers that apartheid

represents we must provide ourselves with the means of eliminating it. To that end

the appeal for concerted international action in imposing comprehensive mandatory

sanctions must be heeded. The Security Council must ensure that that appeal is

followed by action, so that an end may be put to the crime of apartheid ~n South

Africa and the situation of'breach of the peace created by Pretoria.
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Po8itive though they .~y be, .elective sanction. have dellOn.trated the limits

of their .ff.ctiv.n.... Th. gravity of the ev.nt••xperi.nced in southern Africa

and the dang.r. they r.present for regio~al and int.rnational peace and security

require that the councries .till collaborating with the apartheid r'gime and those

that have the right of v.to in the Security COuncil ..k. their contribution to

bringing about an end to the .ufferings of the peoples of that region of the

African continent and the immediate disappearance of the hateful system of

apartheid.

The same appeal underlies the recammendations and draft resolutions that the

Special Committee against APartheid has submitted to the General Assembly.

Therefore from this rostrum we appeal to this important body to rise to its

responsibilities under the United Nations Charter and render justice to the peoples

of southern Africa.

In conclusion, I wish to pay a special tribute to the Special Committee

against Apartheid and to its Chairman, Mr. Garba, for their tireless activities in

disseminating the message from the South African people and informing the world

public about the misdeeds of the South African r~ime and the conditions necessary

for eradication of the apartheid system.

Mr. MUDENGE (Zimbabwe) I I wish at the outset to pay a tribute to the

Special Committee against APartheid for its preparation of the report contained in

document A/41/22. I should like to assure the Special Committee of my delegation's

full support for the conclusions and recommendations offered therein. My
.

delegation is also in total agreement with the very lucid and informative review of

the developments in South Africa and in the southern African region as a whole

presented in part III of the report before us today.

The apartheid monster is on the loose, and southern Africa is a dangerous

p1ac. to live in th••e day.. Th. monster mu.t be caged and destroyed before it
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lays everything to waate. 'l'bat ia the urgent .ssage 1 bring to this AIIs.Jlbly

today.

Last year in an a4dre.. to the Security CO~ncil 1 appealed to the

international c~nity to ca.e to our assistance then, as later it would be too

late. Alas, little did 1 know then that those prophetic words would be proved true

so tragically in the case of the heroic leader of Mozublque, a valiant comrade in

the Zimbabwean liberation atruggle, a revolutionary son of Africa and a leading

statesman of the last quarter of the 20th century, President Samora Moises Machel.

For hill international help, when, or rether if, it comes, will have cQllle too late.

He is another of the victillls of !partheid in South Africa.

Last year too, the world COIIUIunity decided that all the situation in South

Africa called for was to send what were termed signals to the apartheid regime.

Sadly, these signals were either 80 faint that they never reached their intended

destination or so confused and contradictory that Pretoria could not read, decipher

or decode thell. The result is that since then the agents of apartheid have killed

thousands, not only in South Africa but also in Mozambique, Angola, Zimbabwe and

Zambia.

What was Pretoria to make of signals that included invit£ltions to its bandit

puppet Jonas Savimbi to visit Paris and Washington, where he "'iiS wined, dined and

received by some of the leaders of those countries? Bow was Botha to understand

the donation of the lethal gift of Stinger missiles to his surrogate army in

southern Angola?

Let those who wish to send signals to South Africa send clear, unequivocal

messages. Vetoing Congressional sanctions against South Africa,> forcing the

European Economic COmmunity to adopt a paltry package, of measures by blocking the

inclusion of coal, agriCUltural products and over flying rights for South African

Airways in the Community's ~ckage or straining the unity of the Commonwealth and
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nearly threatening a constitutional crisis with the monarch by opposing the

imposition of the agreed Commonwealth measures against South Africa, as well as the

exercise of the veto by the United Kingdom and the United States to block the

Security Council from taking meaningful measures against South Africa - these

cannot be'descr,ibed as actions calculated to send powerful signals to the apartheid

regime to abandon its obnoxious policy.

When Hitachi replaces International Business Machines in South Africa or when

Olivetti tries to move in to,exploit a vacuum created by its competitors, what

message is South Africa to read in these signals? Shoula we be surprised if the

practitioners of !Rartheid feel this is not the time for panic or major changes but

for steady nerves, cool heads and cold assessment of the meaning of this

international witches' dance? Surely in so doing South Africa would only be acting

rationally. In the past year the international community failed to send a clear

message to Botha and his followers.

The Pretoria regime's actions in the past 12 months are 3mple evidence of its

contempt for what it has rightly seen as hesitation, prevarication and equivocation

by the world community. After realizing that the bark of the world community is

more fearsome than its bite, Botha abandoned all thought of genuine reform and

resorted to all manner of verbal dissimulation, now a characteristic of the

infamous Botha-speak. Hen~e we find in one place the artful dodger telling us that

apartheid is outdated and that his Government is "committed to the principle of a

united South Africa, one citizenship and a universal franchise." To the

unsuspecting, this might sound like the death knell for apartheid. But, having

raised our hopes thus, the dodger dashes them to the ground again when he states

that he is opposed to "integration of all in one open community" and

"one-man-one-vote within a unitary system" because, he claims, this would lead to

"the dictatorship of the strongest black group." This is Botha-speak at its best,
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when the democratic principle of majority rule is here equated with dictatorship.

Again he tries to lead us along the ga~den path when he declares that

"discrimination on the basis of race, ethnic character and origin is rejected" but

argues for maintaining segregation in education, residential areas, social welfare

and local government.

All these contradictory statements are churned out because Pretoria has no

respect for world opinion and suspects that some key players on the world stage are

not serious about their opposition to apartheid and are prepared to accept the

opaqueness of this language as an excuse for inaction.

It was in part to expose the fraudulent nature of Botha-speak that the Heads

of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, at their eighth summit

Conference, held in Harare two months ago, urged all Governments and

non-governmental or.ganizationsl

"to participate actively in the information campaign to sensitize

international public opinion on the realities of apartheid" (A/4l/697, annex,

2 .. 149)

and also endorsed the resolution of the twenty-second Assembly of the Organization

of African Unity, which in part reads,

"recommends to all Governments and educational institutions to devote the

first less ion of the 1986/87 academic year to apartheid, and to write on this

occasion on the blackboards and comment on the theme, "Apartheid is a crime

against humanity" (pp. 149-150),

in order to sensitize the youth on the question of apartheid.
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We earne.t1y c....nd the.e action. to all ""'er Stat... In this regard, we

welea.. with gratitude the t.portant initiative of the Secretary-General, in

c~peration with Meaber St.te. who.e tran••itter. c.n be he.rd in southern Afric.,

to broadc.st regu1.r r.dio progr..... directed to SOuth Africa in the main

langu.ges spoken in th.t country. We urge the inten.Uication of these vitally

important progr....., the present financi.1 con.traint. within the United N.tions

notwithstanding.

The Pretoria regtme has scorned and snubbed efforts ~ the United Nations and

other international bodies to facilitate a peaceful end to apartheid and has

consistently and deliberately engaged in activitle, clearly de.igned to undermine

any chance of a political dialogue which could 1e.d to the peacefUl ~bolition of

that evil system. Pbr example, w~ have witne••ed how, over the pa.t yea~, it

carried out its acts of State terrorism beyond its botders into the neighbo~ring

independent states of Angola, Mozambique, Zambia, Botswana, Leaotha and Zirnbabwe on

a gre.ter scale than ever before. We also .aw how it spurned the efforts of the

Commonwealth Eminent Persons Group, the mi..ion of Sir Geoffrey Howe on behalf of

the European Economic Community and many other unsung initiatives. The regime has

become more obdurate and violent.

It was in the light of this that the front-line state. leaders met in Maputo

on 12 OCtober and issued a declaration in which they drew the attention of the

world to the South African threats to provoke a generalized war in southern Africa

and appealed to the peoples and Governments of the world to take all necessary

measures against the racist regtme in order to safeguard peace in the regio~ ~e

declaration also aisclosed, inter alia, that a

·OVer the last few days Pretoria has unleashed an incessant campaign of

accusations and threats against the People's Republic of Mozambique. South
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African forces are concentrated along the border. with the People'. Republic

of Mozambique and Zimbabwe, and c;:caaando unit. bave been infiltrated to carry

out acts of terrorism in Mozambique." (A/41/737, para. 6)

On 19 OCtober, five days after tbat _eting, a mrning edition of Tbe Sunday

Mail, a leading new.paper in Zinlbabwe, carried a report of growing tensions between

Mozambique and Soutb Africa causod by the apartbeid r'gime's continuing support for

the MNR terrorists. The paper also talked of reports of a Soutb African plot to

assassinate President Samora Macbel. A few hours after tbat revelation, on the

same day, a twin-engine Tupolev 134 A jet carrying President Machel from a meeting

in Zambia crasbed inside South Africa under what were called "mysterious

circumstances". President Machel and '33 others on boacd perished. South Africa

was quick to disclaim any responsibility. A torrent of denials ~tarted pouring out

of Pretoria. Listening to tbe out-pourings and protestations of innocence from

Botha, metbinks he 40th protest too much. Botha is tbe only possible beneficiary

from President Machel's death. His fervent dream was that President Macbel's deatb

would result in chaos in Mozambique so that be could move into place his RENAMO

puppets in control of tbe Mozambique ports be so desperately needs for his

sanction-busting activities. If so, then Botha bas miscalculated badly. The

people of Mozambique will never allow it.

The racists in Pretoria have proved themselves to be systematic and sbameless

liars. The international community bas been deceived by them on countless

occasions. Tbey have made promises on Namibia, then bedged. In Mozambique, Botba

has sworn upon !partheid that bis regime never organized, trained, financed or

deplqyed the MNR terrorists, only later to admit sheepishly that "some elements" in

the racist army are doing just that. In 1982 the South Africans denied the

existence of special units made up of eX-Rhodesian soldiers and Muzorewa's personal

army called "Pfumo revanhu". But the racist Defence Minister, Magnus Malan, was
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forced to admit that something of the sort did exist after four of them were shot

and killed 30 kilometres inside Zimbabwe. In May last year, Malan was again

forced, after initial denial, to admit that the men who clashed with the Angolan

Dorces in the Cabinda enclave were South African soldiers. Be lamely claimed that

they were on an intelligence mission, as if that were a legitimate justification.

Today the Pretoria regime is again swearing upon apartheid that it ne~er

played any role in the tragic air crash of 19 October. But how can we now believe

South Africa when history teaches us otherwise? Incidentally, if Botha is so
r

,anxious to prove his innoceL}ce, why is he refusing to release the black box

recorder so many days after the crash?

We are confronting an intransigent racist regime that indulges in' acts of

State terrorism to defend the evil system of apartheid and to undermine the

economic infrast~ucture of its neighbours, a regime that is bent on dra~ing the

whole region into a generalized war, a regime whoae policies and practices the

international community has declared to be a crime against humanity, a regime

which, because of its continued illegal colonial occupation of the international

Territory of Namibia, has been declared an international outlaw, a regime that

remains undeterred by the reprimands of the world community, and which has scorned

all the peaceful means so far offered to bring apartheid to an end, to terminate
.

its colonial occupation of Namibia and to halt its acts of terrorism against its

neighbours"

On 19 June last year, the Security Council, the custodian of international

peace and security, adopted resolution 566 (1985) by which it demanded that "South

Africa co-operate fully with the Sec~rity COuncil and the Secretary-General" in the

implementation of that resolution and went on to st~te that "failure to do so would

compel the Security Council to meet forthwith to consider the adoption of
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appropriate measures under the Unlted Nations Charter, including Chapter VII, as

additional pressure to ensure SouthAf~ic.·s coapliancew with the relevant

resolutions.

The World Conference on Sanctions against Racist South Africa organiZed by the

Special committee against Apartheid in co-o~ration with the Organization of

African Unity and the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, and convened in Paris last

June, demonstrated the existence of the ever-growing consensus that comprehensive

mandatory sanctions are the only remaining effective peaceful means left to compel

the racists in Pretoria to abandon apartheid, to halt their acts of terrorism

against neighbouring States and to get out of Namibia. Representatives of

132 Governments attended that Conference. The Eighth COnference of Heads of State

~r Government of Non-Aligned Countries held in Harare last September also revealed

the wide agreement existing on the urgent need to apply comprehensive mandatory

sanctions against the Pretoria regime. The Conference condemned the Pretoria

regime "for conducting State terrorism against the front-line and other

neighbouring independent States· (AL4l/697, p. 43) and further stated thata
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the i~sltion of comprehenaive and mandatory sanctions against South

Africa in accordance with Chapter VII of the Ch~rter of the united Nations

remains the only peaceful option to compel the racist Pretoria regime to

abandon apartheid. Consequently, we endorse the call of the Organization of

African Unity for the early convening of the United Nations security Council

to impose comprehensive and Mandatory sanctions against South Africa under

Olapter ViI of the Olarter of the united Nations-. (A/41/697, annex, pp. 147

and U8)

Given that view of the international community and the unequivocal message of

the South African masses and the neighbouring States that they demand toe

imposition of sanctions, we find the reason cited by some of the apologists of

apartheid - namely, that they oppose the imposition of sanctions becauoe blacks and

surrounding States would get hurt - to be patronizing and obj~tionable. We fully

endorse the view of the eminent persons at the International Conference for the

Immediate Independence of Namibia in Vienna last July thata

-Those who refuse to impose [comprehensive economic sanctions against racist

South ~rica) become parties to South 'Africa's defiance of the united Nations,

to the suppression and repression in Namibia, and to the utter disregard of

basic human rights-. (A/OONF.138/l1, para. 169)

That is an important statement, carefully considered, with words well chosen by

leading world statesmen to express their sense of u~gency to all of us. We

disregard them at our own peril.

The time for sending faint or contradictory messages to Pretoria is over. We

must now send a clear, unambiguous, concerted and co-ordinated message to Pretoria

that the game is up. OUr message must be united, powerful and peaceful in

character. E~rlier this year the United States Congress, the Commonwealth, the

European Economic Community and many groups and individual countries sent signals
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to Pretoria. '!'bat was a useful beginning which we all welcomed. But now we must

go beyond faint smoke-signals. We must send a powerful nessagefrom the Security

COuncil of the United NatiQRs, a me8sage of mandatory sanctions, a message that

will be heard in the boardrooms of Hitachi and Olivetti as well as in the conclav~a

of the Afrikaner Broederbond, a message strong enough and clear enough to be heard

and understood from the Houses of Parliament in Cape Town through the platland to
.

Soweto. '!'bis is no time for equivocation, hesitation or prevarication. It is no

time for such dishonest arguments as Wsanctions will hurt neighbouring States and

black South Africans w• HOw can we fear the bitterness of the sanctions pill when

the apartheid disease is killing us? Why, the apartheid epidemic has already

killed President Machel and thousand of others in our region.

1 say we need the medicine, and in strong doses too. If th~'anti-toxin is

applied sparingly, in small and ineffective doses, then the virus may develop

immunity against the anti-toxin. Since 1980 apartheid has killed over

100,000 people, made over 1 million persons homeless and cost the surrounding

independent States over 100 billion potmds sterling. Those are horrendous costs

both in human and in material terms, and they ar.'e continuing to escalate, withclUt

any hope of coming to an end. That is why the victims of apartheid in the region

are p~epared to suffer a little more now so that apartheid may come to an end,

rather than continuing the present suffering without the prospect of bringing

apartheid to an end. And just as too little medicine may make the v!rus resistant,

to the anti-toxin, so too will ineffectual and half-hearted sanctions help to

discredit the sanctions weapon and strengthen !partheid. FOr that rea~on we call

for the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa.
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Pinally, we wish to appeal to the international community to render concrete

material assistance, in addition to moral and diplomatic support, to the peoples of

South Africa and Namibia. It may be true that man cannot live by bread alone. But

there can be no shadow of a doubt that without bread,man cannot live at all.

Reso~utions and ringing solidarity messages may encourage and inspire, but concrete

material assistance is necessary to destroy the apartheid system.

Our m9ssage is that we are running out of time. '!'he situation brooks no

delay. There is no time to linger, tinker or tarry. Bold action is called for.

APartheid must go - and go now. Comprehensive mandatory sanctions. that is our

message. Let this body request the security Council to impose such sanctions.

Mr. SAEMALA (Solomon Islands), My delegation wishes to record here the

consistent policy of Solomon Islands on the crime against humanity. Since Solomon

Islands became a Member of the united Nations, in 1978, its strong condemnation of

apartheid has been voiced in this Assembly in the general debates, and it has shown

its desire to see the total eradication of this atrocious, evil system of

government from the face of this earth. Today we are spe~king for the very first

time - and briefly - specifically on item 33. But tcday will not be the last time

that Solomon Islands will speak out with candour and genuine concern about the

political disease of apartheid until it has been wiped out.

Speaking on behalf of my small and least-developed country today, I am obliged

to state that our fundamental position regarding this debate is the following. We

approach this important debate not with diplomacy as defined by the former,

illegal, Prime Minister of what was then Rhodesia - Ian Smith - who said that

"diplomacy is a polite word for dece~tion". Our approach is straightforward

decency, which has no room for sugar diplomacy.



BeT/lib AI41/l-V.6.
54-SS

CM"'. Sae~la, Solomon Islands)

Solomon Islands has no veated interest in South Africa except the total

eradication of apartheid. Solomon Islands has no trade or diplomatic relations

with South Africa, except our link in humanity with the oppressed (leop1e there.

And Solomon Islands has nothiktg to gain or lose economically, milit~ari1y Ot'

politically, but we have muc~ at stake in the liberation of the opp~essed people of

South Africa, the majority of whom are the indigenous owners of the land of South

Africa. Their struggle for freedom and justice is our struggle, for we know only

too well that the policies of the racist regime of pretoria, singly or

collectively, are a real threat and danger to international peace and sec~~ity.
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I congratulate the Special Committee Against Apartheid on its reports (A/41/22

and Add.l and Add.l/COrr.l). I also ~lank the Secretary-General for his reports

(A/41/638 and.A/41/690). '!'he Special COmmittee's comprehensive report is a

manifestation of the dedication of its Chairman 8nd members to the important task

of eliminating apartheid. Many individuals as well as organizations have also

devoted time, money and energy to this cause. Their efforts are all praiseworthy.

with this clear international effort and the many resolutions adopted by the

Assembly condemning the South African Government, >,,:::t:' .:.oes apartheid still survive

today? '!'he answer lies in one simple facta like a house plant that needs watering

regUlarly for its survival in an unnatural setting, apartheid is being nourished

and nurtured by some States that have vested interests in the white minority

Government in South Africa8 Those States are the source of life for the

r~rpetuation of apartheid and raciom in that country. '!'heir Governmonts, as is

well .mown, are collaborating with racist Pretoria for historical, economic and

military reasons. We earnestly urge those States to renounce their immoral

activities with the South African Government and put to use their resources for the

betterment of mankind globally.

The Solomon Islands regards draft resolution A/41/L.25 as pivotal to meeting

the urgent need to change the course of South Africa's apartheid policies. If the

international community were unanimous on this and if those States that bind

themselves to the continuation of apartheid respected the growing international

condemnation of the system, it would be bound to collapse. In my delegation's

view, only concerted international action can contribute to the achievement of that

noble goal. In this context, we see no harm in singling out those States that are

determined to maintain the status quo in South Africa.

,. ,-.-0.
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!he tiae nust caae very soon for the world ca.munity to witness the burial of

the coffin of apartheid and thereby the end of the _tter of deaths of lUny victims

in SOUth Africa, whose only cri.. has b_n their fight for freedOll and justice.

'l'he time must caae for the world to Bee, for a change, tears of joy in the faces of

millions of South Africans, reflecting their achieveMnt of freedcm and genuine,

meaningfUl independenc.le, instead of tears of sorrow in lIOurning the innocent

victt.s of apartheid.

Por this reason, the Solomon Islands deleg.tion supports the draft resolutions

8ubllitte4 on this itell. !his support is based on my Govern_nt's cOlIIDitllent to the

principles of the United Nations Charter and its high respect for human rights.

Mr. LEGWAILA (Botswana). It is said tbat, when the Boer RepUblic of the

Orange Pree State was founded in 1854, some of the Boer settlers agitated for the

incorporation of the original law of MoS6' into its new constitution. In the

introduction to a heart-rending book on the extraordinary and venerable political

life of Mrs. Nandela there is the apt observation that.

"If one tries to find out what it is that makes the Afrikaners cling so

determinedly and desperately to the fiction that South Africa is a 'White'

country, several reasons crop up again and again, the religious motive is at

~he forefront, yet closely connected with this are very profane motives

indeed. greed, fear and the desire for power".

!he religious motive as the bedrock underlying the rationale for the espousal

and perpetuation of the sadistic ideology of apartheid has become mere quicksand.,

Last month, in a belated and desperate attempt to catch up with the twentieth

century, th8 Dutch Reformed Church declared apartheid a sinful ideology, as

indefensible ao any other sinful ideology, including nazism and fascism.
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And yet apartheid is alive and well and flou~ishing in South Africa, in

Afrikaner churches and outside, even when to~ally stripped of its religious

camouflage. It is alive and well and flourishing because its authors have become

hopelessly enslaved to its triple profanity of Mgreed, fear and the desire for

power M• Only through the perpetuation of aPftrtheid can the white minority continue

to enjoy the fraudulent ~ivilege of white domination in an overwhelmingly black

South Africa. The abolition of apartheid is inimical to the continuation of this

privilege.

So, to white South Africa, racist or not, apartheid is insurance for the

future. It is insurance against majority rule. It guarantees for the white South

Africans, so they think, and for future generations a better life. They are as

dangerously naive as that. This ls no joke. It is their belief that history is on

their side, that in the end its inevitable verdict will be in their favour.

Hence, in spite of so-called reforms, South Africa remains a rabidly racist

country. It is this rabid racism which fuels and buttresses apartheid, stimulates

the greed, intensifies fear, and fanaticizes the desire for power. What

Piet Retief's niece said during the so-called Great Trek of the mid-nineteenth

century is still valid today. She saidl

Mit is not so much their freedom which drove us to such lengths, as their (the

black people] being placed on an equal footing with Christians, contrary to

the laws of God and the natural distinction of race and colour. So that it

was intolerable for any decent Christian to bow down beneath such a yoke,

Wherefore we rather withdrew in order thus to preserve our doctrines in

purity."*

* Mr. Maciel (Brazil), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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The rulers of the white .inority have never stopped reaffirming their

determination never to bow beneath the yoke of racial equality and democratic

majority rule. The President of South Africa has often declared that he will never

lead his peo!1fle, the white people, to abdication. He is determined to preserve the

purity of his forebears' racial doctrines because white supremacy and domination

depend on these doctrines for survival in an overwhelmingly black country. And

there is no option for a twentieth century Great Trek.

Therefore, the struggle for freedom in contemporary South Africa is different

from that which took place between a settler Boer and a colonial,occupationist

Briton in the mid-nineteenth century. Today's struggle is a str~ggle between a

free Boer, an offspring of an accident of history and an enslaved African

determined to be free in his own land. Neither the Boer, nor the African has the

option of a Great Trek available to him to enable him to escape the reality of his

roots in an indivisible South Africa. The idea of Boer republics or Bantu reserves

carved out of the totality of this South Africa is a relic of the past and cannot

and must not be allowed to regain currency. If South Africa is to be trUly free,

liberated from the clutches of apartheid, racism, greed, fear and the desire for

power the creation of tribal enclaves and racial sanctuaries in South Africa cannot

be countenanced.

That is why the international community has rightly rejected the creation of

the so-called Bantu homelands and the granting of so-called independence to some of

t~em. The creation of ethnocentric republics, be they Bantu homelands or Boer

republics, is not the solution we seek for South Africa.

That the situation in that tormented country has deteriorated consider~bly

since the 40th session is beyond contention.

and around South Africa during the past year.

More innocent lives have been lost in

Pretoria is at war not only with its,

own people but also with innocent neighbouring States. With impunity it has
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esoalated the war of deatabilization partioularly in Angola and Mozaabique where

proxies in ~.he fora of odainal bandita are, oauaing untold havoc on the economio

infrastructul~e of thoJ'-;"I\ oountries not to mention the unspeakable suffering and

aisery th~. ca.aon folks in rural villages are subjected to every day of their lives.

And repeatedly, South African oomaandos have orossed borders on missions of

.urder and destruotion. Th~ southern part of Angola is -in permanent occupation by

SOuth Afrioan troops and has been transformed into a veritable wasteland. In May

this year the capitals of the three front-line States of Botswana, Zambia and

Zimbabwe were attacked. The brutal assault on the celebrated Nkomati Accord has

intensified 80 that the Accord has literally ceased to exist. To South Africa, so

it seems, the Accord was from the very outset to be used as ploy to strengthen the

hand of the RENAMO bandits.

Who then can deny the fact that the continued existence of apartheid and the

wrath it wreake against its victims within and without South Africa poses a serious

and dang6rous threat to the peace and stability of BOuthern Africa and even of the

world at large? Our region has long been in turmoil as a result of the violence

that must be employed to deter resistance to this evil policy. The violence has

taken far too great a toll in the lives of children, men and women of southern

Africa. Inexorably, the region is drifting towards a conflagration of catastrophic

proportions.

Only a callous world can for 80 long tolerate the continued existence of BO

murderous a political system as that which apartheid represents. And this is the

same world that has never ceased to swear and vow that never again will it allow

the scourge of nazism and fascism to be visited upon mankind. Yet daily the

scourge of apartheid, th~ South African version of nazism and fascism, is

destroying the lives of innocent black children, men and women on the streets of
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South Afrioa'. blaok townships and in the rural ha.let. of the oountrie. of

southern Afrioa. Daily we witne•• the unfolding of a tragedy who.. consequeno.s

one .huMars to oonte.plate. And the .o-called oiviliz.d world 18 f.igning.

I

helpl..sn... and ~potenoe while continuing to enrioh its.lf with the slave labour

of the oppr••••d in South Afrioa.

Th. world llUat ac::o.p~ that so far all the agitation for ohange in South Afrioa

has either fall.~ on deaf ••rs or has .lioited intransig.nt and arrogant responses

froll South l.frioa'. rulers. Peao.ful initiatives sUoh as that of the COJlUlOnwealth

Eminent Perll\')ns Group in whioh we hllld invested 80 muoh hope were responded to with

the brutal in~asion of three CO.-onwealth oountries in the course of the visit to

South Afrioa by the Group in ..aroh of peaoe.

The polioy of con.truotiv. engagellent' by whioh Pretoria was to be oharmed into

a oo-operative .tat. of IIind has proved to be nothing 1I0re than an exeroise in

futility. The polioy has only served to give the regime a new but fraudulent lease

on life as well as to oreate in its ndnd the wrong impression that apartheid oan

still be repaokaged and resold to its viotims. It has served to stiffen Pretoria'.

resolve to defy the will of the int.rnational oOllJlunity. It. has emboldened it to

bully its neighbours.

~Con.truotive .ngag.-ent has made life worse for the neighbouring States, and

is not a solution to the problems of southern Afrioa~

So observes Joseph Ranlon in a book entitled, ~Apartheid's Seoond Pron~~.

South Afrioa's friends have often assured us that only by treating Pretoria

w~th tender loving oare oan they be able to induoe the white minority regime in

that oountry to negotiate seriously the future of South Afrioa with the blaQk

majority. But all we have been treated to 80 tar are pious statements, empty

posturings encumbered with all manner of preoonditions by whioh the white minority,
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has consistently betrayed its unwillingness to negotiate a new constitutional

dispensation for South Africa~

We are told that for the negotiations to begin one party to the conflict, the

African Na~ional Conference (ANe) IIlUst abandon violence. In other words, the ANa

should allow the r8g~~ to enjOf a monopoly on violence, the violence perpetrated

by its troops against innocent and unarmed demonstrators'and funeral marchers, the

violence inflicted by the enforcement of the inhuman policies of apartheid.

Negotiations for a new dispensation i~ South Africa will bear no fruit if they

are to be held in an environment in which the ruling minor i ty is to be allowed

unilaterally to continue the violence of !£artheid. Political prisoners cannot

negotiate the political future of their country with their captors. Only free men

can negotiate their future.

So if the regime in Pretoria is sincerely keen to negotitate a new political

order in South Africa it MUst demonstrate its sincerity, first by releasing, as

the first order of business, all political prisoners, secondly, allowing all black

political and civic organizations free reign in their articulation of the political

aspirations of their people, thirdly, in partiCUlar, by unbanning the ANC and

Pan-Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC), fourthly, allowing the return in freedom

of all exiles, and fifthly, removing the occupation troops from the townships.

This is not asking too much of Pretoria. If violence is to be suspended to

allow negotiations to begin, it should be suspended on both sides. This was the

main objective of the Commonwealth initiative rejected by Pretoria in so brutal a

fashion. The rejection of the initiative confirmed our suspicion that the white

minority wants change on its own terms, not the type of change designed to save

South Africa for all its people, but the type of change contrived to leave power in

the hands of the white minority, that is, change through cosmetic reforms, reforms

that are clearly aimed at•.
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First, consolidating apartheid by preserving in a modernistic form the

ethnocenttic balkanization of South fi~rica, secondly, perpetuating the racial

dominance of the white minority by ensuring that the principle of majority rule, as

we know it, does not find its way into the COnstitution of a new South Africa,

thirdly, recruiting Indian and coloured South Africans to join the white man's

laager in a conspiracy of resistance to majority rUle.

But South Africa cannot be saved by such a conspiracy. South Africa is not "a

country of white minorities", as Pretoria would have us believe. There is a white

minority and a black majority in conflict in South Africa. There is a problem in

that country not because a group of minority races or tribes are at war with one

another, but because a white minority has arrogated to itself the exclusive right

to self-determination and to rule the majority against its will -.to SUbject it to

all manner of humilbtions, indignities and brutalities. That is the,;,roblem.

That is the root cause of the conflict in South Africa.

Thus, the solution to this conflict can be found only in the abolition of

minority rule in South Africa and its replacement with a democratic majority

government - a non-racial majority government. We insist on this - on the

abolition of minority rule and the creation of a democratic, non-racial majority

government - because we want genuine peace and true freedom in South Africa. We

want all the races which inhabit that country to recognize that they share a common

destiny because they are bound together by a common humanity, as by a shared

history. No amount of violence by one against the other can hide this fact, this

reality.

Hence, we urge South Africa's Western friends, in particular, not to continue

to labour under the dangerous delusion that even at this very late hour South

Africa can still be saved for the security and prosperity of Western economic
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intereats. SOuth Africa IlUst be aaved for all ita people, and it ia the Western

friends of the Pretoria regiae who .u~t Ay -enough is enough- to their protege.

All we are calling for ia peace and juatice in South Africa, not racial tyranny in

reverse, or the enslavement of the people of South Africa to a -communist

imperialism- •

We know how afraid the West is of sanctions, and yet we say, to avoid

agitation for the imposition of punitive economic aanctiona againat an intransigent

and increasingly desperate and violent South Africa, that the West must act with

great dispatcha to compel SOuth Africa to stop the bloody carnage on the streets

of its black townships, to compel South Africa to end ita war of aggression against

its neighbours, to compel South Africa to hasten·to invite Nelson Mandela,

Zephanlah Mothopeng and their compatriots in and outside apartheid's dungeons to a

conference table to negotiate the future of South Africa.

That is the road we would prefer. Because all of us in southern Africa know

what violence caused by the continuation of the statua quo in South Africa can do

to our countries and peoples, it is our earnest hope that South Africa can still be

persuaded - persuaded mainly by its Western frienda - to abandon violence and

negotiate peace.

Otherwise, the struggle must continue, and continue in earnest, with all the

ghastly consequences it implies.

Mr. ABISINlTO (Papua New Guinea) a The 'Pretoria regime's legalized system

of racism and denial of basic human rights to the majority of the people in South

Africa because of the colour of their skin has no place among civilized societies

of the world. The apartheid system in South Africa is much older than the united

Nations itself. Yet the expressions of abhorrence by the world community of

legalized racial segregation in South Africa were no less harsh at its inception

then they are today.
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Over the years, so ~ch has been said about the situation in South Africa.

The international cem.unity has r.pea~e41y danounced the policies of the South

African Government and adopted nu.erous resolutions which strongly conde.n South

Africa's apartheid syst.. as a fora of institutionalized cri.. against humanity.

South Africa has not only ignored the universal delUnd that it change its systea of

government but has ventured to take aggresaive hostile actions against neighbouring

front-line States.

South Africa is a fine iaage of a society where greed and race have built up

its repressive pillars. AB long as the legalized system of racial discrimination

and dispossession remains, South Africa will continue to suppress the legitimate

struggle of the people, and as Long as the oppressed, discriminated-against and

dispossessed majority continues to wage its just struggle against,the

long-discredited existence of apartheid in South Africa, we, the members of this

Assembly, will never run dry of harsh words. ~r the long and bitter, but just

struggle of the freedom fighters of South Africa is deep in the hearts of many of

us here today.

South Africa is able to maintain its policies because some Members of this

Organization maintain co-operative relations with it. Those countries which

actively trade, invest and maintain close working relations with South Africa are,

in fact, helping to ensure the continuity and survival of that racist system. It

is one thing to make colourful rhetorical statements from the rostrum of this Ball

condemning South Africa's apartheid policies and quite another to translate those

words of condemnation into practical action.

The Government and people of Papua New Guinea have always considered that

apartheid is abhorrent and intolerable, and therefore must be stamped out once and

for all. It is indeed saddening even to imagine that today some of us in this Ball
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can continue to talk about dialogue and -constructive engage..nt- at a time when

this weird system is manifesting its very nature in the mounting cost of human

dignity, life ",nd property. We in Papua New Guinea fail to see how sOlle people

continue to associate themselves with a sick reg~e which does not allow the people

of South Africa even to bury their dead in peace.

Papua New Guinea, for its part, has openly demonstrated its strong opposition

to apartheid through numerous public denunciations of South Africa in varioua

international forums, especially at united Nations and Commonwealth meetings. More

important, Papua New Guinea has always taken practical action against South

Africa. Successive Papua New Guinea Governments have always viewed the apartheid

system of South Africa as an evil practice which must be stamped out completely.

At independence, in 1975, Papua New Guinea banned all forms of contact with South

Africa. That policy, which terminated all political, economic, trade, investment,

sports and cultural exchanges, as well as other ties with South Africa, is still in

force to this day. FOr its part, Papua New Guinea has taken these concrete

measures not only in response to numerous United Nations resolutions and

international appeals for such action, but also to demonstrate our firm moral

commitment to the just struggle of the people of South Africa.
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Papua New Gui"ea's policy ~ard. SOuth Africa will be aaintained until the

situation there changes. We look forward to the day when we will establish

diplomatic relations with a SOuth Africa founded on truly democratic principles,

equal participation by all sectors of society irrespective of race, and where

opportunity exists for all individuals to realize their fullest capacity.

Papua New Guinea condemns the Pretoria reg~e'8 repeated unprovoked and

flagrant armed attacks on neighbouring States. We also condemn its illegal

occupation of Namibia some two decades after it was declared the responsibility of

the United Nations.

Papua New Guinea oncle again reaffirms its conviction that the imposi~ion of

comprehensive mandatory sanctions, in accordance with the relevant security Council

resolution, is ~le most appropriate, effective and,peaceful means by which the

international community can assist in the dismantling of the system of apartheid.

We urge all Governments with a capacity to influence events in Pretoria to work for

that forthwith and unsparingly.

We endorse the report and welcome the recommendations of the Special Committee

against !partheid.

We also note with satisfaction the declarations of the World Conference on

Sanctions against Racist SOuth Africa and the progress reports of the

Secretary-General.

We feel that if all Members of this Organization which on many occasions have

actively joined in the collective renunciation of the apartheid system would now

cease from paying lip service and take practical measures, however minimal they may

be, to damonstrate our position on South Africa's racist policy there is a ch~nce

that South Africa may begin to take us more seriously. Most importantly, certain

countries which are in a position to hurt South Africa most, eijpecially by imposing
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comprehensive mandatory econOllic aanctiona, have done little or nothing. 'lboae

countries should begin to exerciae somerlexibility in accommodating the

internatio~l demand for an end to collabar~tion with the racist r~tme.

Finally, Papua New Guinea's total opposition to the evil r'g~e in Pretoria ia

a matter of pUblic record. 'lbe decision of the Government of Papua New Guinea to

boycott the Commonwealth Gaaes in Edinburgh earlier this year over the polipy of

appeasement by the United Kingdom Government was but one of the I'Iany ways in which

we have expressed our solidarity with the oppressed people of South Africa. It is

.a tribute to the good sense and conscience of the people of Papua New Guinea.

The people and Government of Papua New Guinea will continue to act in any way

it can in support of the heroic struggle of the People of South Africa till the

very hour when a democratic, united and non-racial south Africa takes its rightfUl

place in this As~embly.

The PRESIDENT. The Assembly will now proceed to the voting stage on all

the draft resolution relating to this item. In this connection, eight draft

resolutions have been cirCUlated in documents A/4l/L.24 to A/4l/L.31. I shall now

call on those representatives who wish to introduce the draft resolutions.

Mr. GARBA (Nigeria). I have the honour, on behalf of their sponsors, to

introduce draft resolutions A/41/L.24, entitled ·Situation in South Africa and

assistance to liberation movements·, A/41/L.25, entitled ·Comprehensive mandatory

sanctions against the racist regime of South Africa·, and A/41/L.27, entitled

·programme of work of the Speciel committee against Apartheid·. The draft

resolutions are based on the conclusions of the report of the Special COmmittee

against APartheid contained in docum~nt A/41/22 and take into account the point9

emphasized in the course of the current session.

Draft resolution A/41/L.24 deals with the situation in South Africa and

assistance to liberation movements. Its salient points are as follows.
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Due to the contining escalation of tbe racist r':Jiae's reign of repression and

State terror, particularly under the state of emergency, the oppressed PeOple in

South Africa are undergoing unprecedented suffering and victimization. Opponents

of the regime, including woaen and children, are subjected to arbitrary arrest,

detention, torture, killing and Qther atrocities; by the racist police and security

forces who now enj~ limitless powers.

The draft resolution notes with grave concern that the policy of

bantustanization .. continues to be pursued for the purpose of uprooUng the oppressed

people of South Africa, dispossessing them of their inalienable rights q depriving

them of citizenship and fragmenting their country. The apartheid regtme's internal

repression is accomplished by its calculated policy of aggression, State terrorism,

destabilization and blackmail against independent African States •.

The draft resolution, in its operative paragraphs, reaffirms the legitimacy of

the struggle, including armed struggle, for the total eradication of apartheid and

the General Ass~mbly's full support of that struggle.

The draft resolution demands the abrogation of existing death sentences

against freedom fighters, the treatment of captured freedom fighters as prisoners

of war, as well as the immediate and unconditional release of all political

prisoners and detainees. It vehemently condemns the racist regime for its

continUed illegal occupation of Namibia, escalation of aggression~ State terrorism

and destabilization through political subversion and economic blackmail against

independent African Stat~s. It urges the international community to 'exert max~um

pressure, including comprehensive mandatory sanctions, for the elimination of

apartheid.

'rhe draft resolution also focuses attention on the continued collaboration

with the apartheid regime by the Governments of certain Western and other

countries, as well as transnational corporations, banks and other financial
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institutions. It reaffirms the view that policies emanating from -constructive

engagement- and -linkage- encourage the racist regime's obduracy.

The draft resoluti~n appeals to the international co_unity to strengthen its

support and assistance to the oppressed people in South Africa and their national

liberation movements, as well as to those front-line and other States'members of

the Southern African Development CO-ordination Council (SADCC) which are suffering

because of their support of the cause of freedom in South Africa.

I turn now to draft resolution A/4l/L.25 and COrr.l in which we focus on the

imperative and urgent need to impose comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the

'racist regime in order to compel it to dismantle apartheid.

The majority of States and world opinion in general are fully convinced that

the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions by the Security Council under

Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter is the most appropriate and effective

peaceful means by which the international community can assist' the legitimate

struggle of the oppressed people of South Africa and by which the United Nations

will discharge its responsibilities for the maintenance of international peace and

Set:: ..,rity.

As, many delegations have pointed out during the debate, save for a few

cosmetic chang1es the evil system of apartheid remains unaltered. It denies the

majority of South Africans their basic political, economic and social rights.

There is no indication that without external pressure a negotiated settlement can

be reached for the elimination of apartheid.

The World Conference on Sanctions against Racist South Africa, held in Paris

last June, concluded that the most e~£ective peaceful means available to the

international community to end apartheid was to enforce comprehensive mandatory

sanctions against the racist regime. It recommended a comprehensive programme of

action the central element of which was mandatory sanctions to be adopted under

Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.
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The present draft resolution, in its first operative paragraph, endorses the

Declaration of the World Conference and, in operative paragraph 5, calls upon the

~ecurity COuncil urgently to take action with a view to applying comprehensive and

mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII ~f the United Nations

Charter, and urges those Governments opposing the application of such sanctions to

reassess their position.

Pending action by the Security Council, the draft resolu~ion requests the

adoption of legislative and other comparable m\1i~fm~es by Member States to ensure

the total isolation of South Africa. The same call to isolate South Africa is made

to all organizations within the United Nations system, by excluding the racist

South African regime from their respective memberships and terminating credit and

other assistance to the apartheid regime.

The draft resolution expresses satisfaction with action taken by legislative

bodies, municipalities, universities, student groups and other organizations to

promote divestment from corporations and financial institutions that are

collaborating with South Africa.

Draft resolution A/4l/L.27 deals with the programme of work of the Special

Committee against Apartheid. This draft resolution endorses the recommendations

pertaining to the programme of work and activities to promote the international

campaign against apartheid contained in the report of the Special Committee against

Apartheid. It supports the efforts of the Special Committee to give effect to the

relevant recommendations of the Declaration of the World COnference on Sanctions

against Racist South Africa.

The draft resolution authorizes the Special committee to organize, co-~ponsor

or participate in conferences, seminars, hearings and other activities that will
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deepen knowledge of various a.pects of apartheid with a view to fostering an active

and action-oriented political coaaitaent in the discharge of its responsibilities.

By ~~e same token, it authorizes the Special ~ittee to hold consultations with

and to send missions to GOvernments, parliaments and other institutions and

organizations as appropriate in otder to strengthen co-ordinated and effective

action against apartheid. IOr carrying out the.. activities, it would make a

special allocation of $375,000 to the Special committee for the year 1987.

In this context I should like to recall that in response to an appeal by the

SecretarY-General in February this year the Special Committee effected economies in

its programme of work and voluntarily made substantial savings out of the current

year's special allocation of $500,000. In asking for a smaller amount this year,

the Committee is once again motivated by the need to assist the United Nations as a

whole in meeting the serious financial problems which it is facing at this

juncture. I should like to make it clear however that our Committee will in no way

diminish its support of the struggle against Apartheid or deviate from the

responsibilities and mandate give to it bf the General Assembly.

Last but not least, this draft resolution requests Governments and

organizations to make voluntary contributions or provide other assistance for the

special projects of the SPecial Committee and to make generous contributions to the

Trust Fund for pUblicity against Apartheid. It is the hope of the sponsors that

the General Assembly will adopt draft resolutions unanimously.

The PRESIDENT, I now call upon the representative of Sudan, who will

introduce draft resolution A/4l/L.26 and Corr.l.

Mr. HAMRA (Sudan), Sudan is honoured to introduce, on behalf of the

sponsors, draft resolution A/4l/L.26 and COrr.l, on relations between Israel and
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South Africa. 'lbe sponllOrs of this draft rellOlution ar.. Afghanistan, Algeri&,,

Angola, Renin, Burkina l'a80, the Byeloruuian Soviet Socialist Republic, Congo,

CUba, DellOCratic YeMn, Djibouti, Bthiopia, GaJllbia, Ghana, the Gerllan Democratic

Republic, Guinea, Guinea-Bis.au, India, Indonesia, the I81aaic Republic of Iran,

Iraq, Kenya, Kuwait, the Libyan Arab JaMhiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, ~li,

Mauritania, Mongolia, Mozaabique, Niger, Nigeria, pakistan, lWanda, Siflue Leone,

Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Viet Nail, Yugoslavia and Zambia.

Tbe collaboration between Israel and the apartheid regime h~s been a cause of

serious concern to the international community, a concern Which has been expressed

in several resolutions adopted by the General Assembly during the past few years.

While the international community has been witnessing a scaling down of

collaboration with South Africa on the part of other countries, Israel has been

building up its collaboration with the racist regime in almost all fields,

including the strategic, military and nuclear fields. The implications of this

increasing collaboration are, of course, a further consolidation of the repressive

and racist policies and more SUffering for t~~ oppressed people in both countries.

It is a mutual co-operation and mutual benefit formula, despite the abhorrent

policies of apartheid, and at a time when the imposition of sanctions against South

Africa is gaining momentum and receiving world-wide support. The apartheid regime

in particUlar has benefited from this collaboration by consolidating a~d

institutionalizing its racist policies, and compensating for the isolation and the

boycott imposed upon it by other countries, especially in the strategic areas of

co-operation.
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The Special eo.aittee against APartheid has given us a very comprehensive and

infcfmative report on the extent of collaboration between Israel and the apartheid

regime, including the .a,t recent develo~nts of collaboration in the economic,

military and nuclear field', including Idrae1', co-operation with the bantustans.

In its report (A/41/22/Add.l) the Special Committee quotes Israeli and South

African sources in evidence of that collaboration, inc1qding statements by Israeli

leaders and senior officials. Pacts have been established about South African

attacks against the neighbouring African States using Israeli-made missiles and

military hardware. This indeed is a hostile act on the part of Israel, not only

against the oppressed PeOple of South Africa but alsO against the entire African

continent.

If we really care about this serious situation in South Africa resulting from

the oppressive and racist policies of that regime, we must do everything we can to

isolate that regime and help speed international action for the eradication of

apartheid. That is why the inte~natiQnal community has expressed concern about the

continuing and increasing collaboration between Israel and the apartheid regime.
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'l'he Ministerial Meeting of the CO-Ordinating Bureau. of the Move1l8nt of

Non-Aligned COuntries ha. a44re...d itself to this i.sue, UlOng others, and

emphasized the grav~ ~~nsequende. for international p.ace and security of,

especially, the COll,l\ty.)ration bef,ween the two countries in the development of

nuolear weapons and tJlIelr d~1ivery .y.t••••

The draft r.solution before us i. in accordance with what 1 have just stated.

In the preambular part, reference i. mac1e to the report of the Special committee on

this sUbject, and the General As••ably reaffir•• its previous resol~tions, takes

note of the relevant provisions of the Declarations of th~ Eighth ,COnference of

Beads of State or Government of NOn-Aligned COuntries and reiterates that the

inoreasing collaboration between Israel and South Africa is a serious hindrance to

international action for the eradication of apartheid.

In the operative part, the General Assembly strongly condemns this continuing

and increasing collaboration, demands that Israel terminate all forms of

oollaboration with South Africa, particularly in the economic, military and nuclear

fields, and abide scrupulously by the relevant resolutions of the united Nations,

oalls for the exertion of influence to persuade Israel to desist from such

oollaboration, commends the SPeCial committee for publicizing the growing relations

between Israel and South Africa, requests the Special COmmittee to continue to

pUblicize i~formation ~ these relations, and requests the Secretary-General to

render all possible assistanoe to the Special committee in disseminating

information relating to the collaboration between Israel and South Africa.

As I said earlier, this draft resolution reflects the mounting conoern of the

international community over the issue of collaboration with South Africa, by means'

of whioh the apartheid regime will be ablG to continue and consolidate its

repressive and racist policies. We invite all those who call for the total

eradication of apartheid an~·for the establishment of a non-racial democratic

.. ,
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aociety in South Africa to lend their support by voting in favour of this draft

resolution.

The PRESIDBNTs I call on the repreaentative of Niger, who wishes to

introduce draft resolution A/41/L.28.

Mr. DIATrA (Nige%) (int~rpretation froll Prench)s I h.ve the honour to

introduce draft resolution A/41/L.28, entitled ·Status of the International

Convention agai~st Apartheid in Sports-, under agenda item 33, -Policies of

apartheid of the Government of South Africa-.

The sponsors of this draft resolut:l,on are the following, Afghanistan,

Algeria, Angola, Senin, Burkina Puo, the Byelorussit\n SSR, cameroon, CUba,

Democratic Yemen, Bthiopia, the German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau,

Haiti, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Iraq, Kenya, Kuwait, the

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritan!a, Mongolia, Morocco,

Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Sao Tome and principe, Senegal,

Sierra Leone, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Uganda, the Ukrainian SSR,

Viet N&m, Yugoslavia, Zarabia, and my own country, Niger.

It "ill be recalled that the General Assembly, in resolution 32/105 M, of

14 December 1977, adopted the International Declaration against Apartheid in Sports

and asked the SPeCial Committee to draft an international convention against

apartheid in sports, so as to strengthen the campaign against apartheid in sports

and completely isolate the South African racist regtme in international sports.

After eight years of intensive efforts the Special Committee has provided a draft

convention made up of a prearable and 22 articles.

In resolution 40/64 G, of 10 Dece.bo,· 1985, the General Assembly adopted this

draft convention in the deep conviction that it would make possible more effective

mea.ures at the international and national levels for the elimination of apartheid

in .ports. Indeed, there ,cannot be the .lightest doubt that participation in



.
sporting event. with toe....elected on the basis of apartheid can only prc.ote and

directly encourage the continu.nce of the cri.. of .partheid .nd th.t in this

regard energetic ....ur•••re neces••ry for the abolition of apartheid from
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OlYMPic principle, which ban••ny di.criaination based on race, religion or

political conviction.

Therefore the International COnvention against APartheid in Sports, adopted by

the General Ass8ilbly la.t ye.r, condeans apartheid and asks all States parties to

take the necessary steps to eli.inate the practice of apartheid in all its forms.

The obligations of the States partie. consist especially in discouraging or

preventing sporting contacts with apartheid athletes and the adoption of measures

to isolate apartheid in sports .nd, finally, to envisage collective measures in

cases where proponents of apartheid in sports try to hinder the objectives of the

convention.

Apartheid, as has been emphasized by all the speakers in the debate on the

policies of apartheid of the GOvernment of South Africa - and I thank them for

this - is a cri.. against humanity in that it represents the total denial of human

rights and fundamental freedoms. Everything that can be said has been said about

that repre88ive machine which reeorts to detentions, mass arrests, assassination

and harassment in order to ensure the supremacy of one race over others.

This Organization, aware of its special responsibility to the oppressed people

of South Africa, has, by adapting the International convention against Apartheid in

Sports, helped to promote the struggle waged by the people of South Africa for

liberation and for the building of a democratic non-racial State; in which a~l the

inhabitants of South Africa, whatever their race or colour, will be able to enjoy

in full equality all their civil, political and economic rights. This COnvention
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is indeed an effective means of isolating the South African racist regime, and we

hope th~s isolation will become total as a result particularly of the adoption of

measures such as cc.prehensive nandatory sanctions, so that this oppressive regime

will be brought to reason. It is in this spirit that are formulated the preamble

and the operative part of the draft resolution on which this Assembly is called

upon to vote.

The International COnvention agai'nst Apartheid in Sports was opened for

signature by States Members of our Organization on 16 May 1986. Since that day it

has been signed by almost 70 State~ Members but ratified by only ~pproximately 10

of them, according to our latest information. If the General Assembly can feel

some satisfaction at the significant number of States that have signed this

COnvention since 16 May 1986 - and this is the objective of operative paragraph 2 -

the fact remains that it would be highly desirable for all countries that hmve not

yet done so to sign and ratify the COnvention without delay, so as to enable it to

enter into force. That is the objective of paragraph 3 of the draft resolution.

Only in this way can we further demonstrate our commitment to the oppressed people

of South Africa, which is waging with courage and determination a relentless

struggle against the apartheid regime in spite of the ferocious State terrorism

that reigns throughout the country.

On behalf of all the sponsors, my delegation submits this draft resolution for

the consideration of the General Assembly, in the hope that it will receive the

favourable votes of almost all Member States.

The PRESIDENT, I wish to correct an error in the documents. It refers

to the sponsorship of some of the draft resolutions. The name of C8meroon should

not be included in the list of sponsors of draft resolution A/4l/L.24 but it should

be included in draft resolutions A/41/L.30 and L.3l.
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I now call on the representative of Norway to introduce draft resolution

A/41/L.29.

Mr. VRAALSEN (Norway) I I have the honour to introduce, on behalf of the

sponsors, draft resolution A/41/L.29, entitled -oil embargo against South Africa-.

The implementation of the oil embargo - or comparable policies to ensure the

cessation of the supply of oil and petroleum products to South Africa - has been

before the United Nations for a long time. At its thirty-third session the

~sembly adopted for the first time a separate resolution on an oil embargo against

South Africa.

Recent developments inside South Afrioa and, in particular, the escalation of

violence by the South African authorities against the black majority, its

intransigent and obstructive policy which hinders the independenc~ of Namibia and

its continued aggr~ssion and destabilization against neighbouring States, require a

combination of increasing internal and international pressure to force the regime

to abandon these policies. The oil embargo against SOuth Africa constitutes a

major component of the ongoing international efforts to bring about the elimination

of apartheid.

South Africans are fighting over basic issues of human rights and dignity

affecting the very fabric of society. The black majority, who will one day shape

the future of their country, are looking for tangible action by the international

community against apartheid. By imposing an effective oil embargo we would send a

message that we are committed, by deed as well as by word, to the elimination of

apartheid. Moreover, we believe that an effective oil embargo will contribute to

the solution of one of the great moral issues of our time by international pressure

instead of by' violence.

An effective oil embargo is complementary to the arms embargo against South

Africa. Therefore, the Security COuncil has been urged on several occasions to
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i.pose a ..ndatory oil eabargo again.t South Afdca. Since the Council ha. not yet

taken .uch action, and .ince .o.t oil-exporting State. have proc:laiaea Bbargoee or

.imilar policies, efforts have been made within and out.ide the United Nations to

ensure the effective t.plementation of the.. eabargoe. again.t South Africa.

In 1982 and 1983 attampt. were made to convene an international conlerence on

an oil embargo against South Africa. More preparations were needed to achieve that

goal. Ultimately this year the 'SPeCial Comaittee, in co-operation with the Norway

Government. organized the United Nations Seminar on an Oil Babargo against South

Africa in 0810 from 4 to 6 June. Participants in the seminar, which represented

oil-exporting and shipping States and ~mbers of the Security Council, agreed on

the need to impose a mandatory oil embargo against South Africa under Chapter VII

of the United Nations Charter. The seminar also urged oil-exporting States and

shipping States to adopt legislative and other measures to ensure the effective

implementation of the oil embargo. I am confident that the•• measures, if

implemented by all oil-exporting and shipping State., will make it very difficult

for South Africa to circumvent the oil embargo. The Oslo Hminar also agreed on

the establishment of a mechanism to monitor the implementation of an oil embargo.

An intergovernmental monitoring mechanism is urgently needed to ensure the

implementation of the oil embargo.

The World Conference on Sanctions Against Raci.t South Africa held in Paris in

June this year devoted particular attention to the question of an oil embargo. The

Declaration of the Conference emphasized three components of required international

action to ensure strict implementation of the embargo. first, the adoption of

mandatory measures 'r the Security Council, secondly, the enactment of legislative

and other regulations by oil-exporting State. and by shipping statas to enforce the

embargo, thirdly, the establishment of an international mechanism to monitor the

embargo.
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Operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of the draft r••olution take not. of the

Declaration of the Oslo ...inar and the r.~levant pcovisions of the Declaration of

the World COnf.r.nce on sanctions. ~ .tated in paragraph 3, the AIIsUlbly urge.

the Security COuncil to ~po.e a mandatory oil ••bargo against South Afric.a. Sinc.

most oil-exporting State. have announce4 the i.position of oil embargoes or .i.~lar

policies, and the A.sembly has repeatedly called upon the Council to adopt a

mandatory oil embargo, we earne.tly hope that the COuncil will respond positively

to these demands and take effective action to ~po.e a mandatory oil eabargo

against South Africa.

Operative paragraph 4 specifies detailed ....ur.. to be taken by all States to

ensure the complete cessation of the supply and shipping of oil to South Africa.

Operative paragraphs 5 to 8 deal with the e.tablishment of an

intergovernmental group which will be called the CO-.ittee on monitoring the supply

and shipping of oil and petroleum product. to South Africa. The establishment of

this group is essential to monitor the supply and shipping of oil to South Africa.

It is our hope that all oil-exporting and shipping States will contribute to

the work of this Committee. The establishment of this COmmittee does not mean

expanding the bureaucracy. The Centre against Apartheid, which rendered excellent

services for the Seminar on Oil Embargo and which has been actively involved in the

efforts to ensure the implementation of the oil embargo, will provide services for

the committee. Co-operation of all States, whether oil exporting, shipping or

acting as a c,entre for refinery and transport of oil is needed to ensure that the

mechanism achieves the expected results.

Finally, I hope that this draft resolution will meet with the approval of all

Member States and that the COmmittee on the monitoring of supply and shipping of

oil to south Afric~ will start its work early next year. I call upon the

Secretary-General to render all possible assistance to the COmmittee.
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The PRESIDENT. I r;ow call on therepr...ntative of SWeden to inttoduce

draft resolution A/41/L.30.

Hr. PERM (Swean). I have the honour to introduce draft resolution

A/41/L.30 concerning the United Nations Trust PUnd for South Africa, sponsored this

year by 49 Member States.

The Trust Fund was set up 21 years ago. Its purpose is humanitarian. to

provide legal assistance, relief and other assistance to persons persecuted for

their opposition to apartheid. OVer the years the Fund has played an increasingly

important role. The Trust PUnd has, IlOreover, been concrete testilllOny that the

United Nations and its Members are supporting the struggle against apartheid not

only in word but also in deed. Since 1965 the PUnd ha~ contributed about. .
$25 million in all to several thousand persons persecuted under the discriminatory

apartheid legislation in South Africa and Nandbia.
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The debate during the past week in the General AIIseably has shown that we are

all gravely concerned at the unprecedented repc...ion in south Africa and Naaibia

of several thousands of opponents of apartheid, including leaders of democratic and

non-racial political ma88 organizations, trade unionists, ca-aunity and church

leaders and studentn. In the Secretary-General's report on the PUnd we find ample

indications of the extent and depth of the repre..ion. Detentions without chargEI

or trial have increased immensely, to about 25,000 persons so far this year.

Despite the severe liaitations iJlposed on the courts, lawyers have been able!

to render significant relief to political detainees in South Africa and Namibia.

In many hundreds of cases this yeer detainees have been released, sentences

reduced, dependents allqwed access, and so forth, with legal assistance provided

through the United Nations Trust Fund. In one iaportant case, filed by the trade

union MANU, for instance, the provisions which denied legal counsel to detainees

were ruled invalid. This judgement facilitated also the exposure of the occurrenc:e

of torture. In another judgement with potentially great importance, the unfettered

discretion delega~~ to members of the security forces was ruled to be improper and

invalid and a number of detainees were subsequently relsased. However, the

apartheid Statels appeal against the judgement was later upheld by the highest

appellate court in South Africa.

During the past few months the Trust Fund has received alarming reports of the

desperate need for more funds. The agencies involved in this work cannot, to the

extent necessary, meet the soaring cost of supporting the drastically increasing

number of cases. ~spite their dedicated voluntary work, the agencies are now

forced to turn down a number of cases simply because they lack financial

resources. Therefore, we appeal strongly for generous and increased contributions

to the Trust Fund and to the voluntary agencies. We express our appreciation to
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the Gov.r~nts and organi8ations which have contributed to th.se .nds. Aa

Chairaan of the co.ittee of Trust... , I appreciate the fact that a large "".ber of

Government. do contribut. to the Pund and I appeal to those that have not

contributed 80 far to join. And I hope that Gov.ruent. will increae thoir

contributions at the n.xt pledging conf.r.nce, in March n.xt year. I c&nnot fail

to note that four Goveruent. contribute more than 75 per cent of the Pund'.

budget. It is indeed Iri hope that in particular the industriaUiled countries

concerned, and not least the large ones, will find it pos.ible to contribute or

,increase their contributions to the Pund. 'lbe uny words against aparth.id and of

solidarity with the detained and iapri80ned victims of apartheid that have been

spoken during the debate on apartheid that has concluded today should - as we

hope - be reflected in incr....d contributions to the Trust Pund.

In conclusi~n, I wish on behalf of the sponsors of draft resolution A/4l/L.30

to express the hope that ~le General Assembly will again this year adopt the draft

resolution unanimously.

The PRESIDBNT, I now call on the representative of Pinland to introduce

the last of the draft resolutions on this it.m, draft re.olution A/4l/L.3l.

Mr. KORHOHBH (Pinland)a On behalf of all the sponsors, I have the honour

to introduce for consideration and adoption by the General Assembly the draft

resolution in document A/4l/L.3l, on concerted international action for the

elimination of apartheid.

A similar draft resolution was submitted in the past two years as the result

of a joint effort by Western - inclUding the five Nordic - and African countries,

with the aim of rallying the broades~ possible support of the international

community, without which the endeavours of this Organization to eliminate apartheid

will not succeed. Once again we have had constructive and wide-ranging
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co-operation .-ong the sponaors, for which 1 wish to express D¥ heartfelt thanks on

this occasion.

·This ye" .. ' s draft resolution has been brought up to date in the light both of

developments within SOUth Africa and of the rapidly increasing number of national,

region.l, int.rgover~ntal and other ..asure. that have been introduced against

the aeartheid pol~ of SOUth Africa.

The aggravation of the situation in South Africa caused by the policy of

apartheid, and lately in particular by the reimposition and the extension

nationwide of the state of emergency, is noted in the draft resolution with alarm.

The resort by the South African authorities to killing, arbitrary mass arrests and

detention of members of mass organizations as well as individuals who oppose the

inhuman system of aeartheid cannot be accepted. Furthermore, the .fact that the

authorities of South Africa, through a combination of military and economic

pressures, have increasingly resorted to economic reprisals against, and

destabilization of, the neighbouring countries causes us deep concern. These

actions, whether overt or covert, are clearly condemned in the draft resolution.

The draft resolution demands that the authorities of SOuth Africa release

immediately and unconditionally Nelson Handela and all other political prisoners,

lift immediately the state of emergency as well as restrictions on and censorship

of news media, initiate without pre-eonditions a political dialogue with genuine

leaders of the majority popUlation, and withdraw all their troops from southern

Angola and end the destabilization of front-line and other States.

The draft resolution emphasizes the responsibility of the United Nations and

the international cOJlll1l,,-')ity to take urgent and concerted action for the eradication

of apartheid and, in partiCUlar, the need for increased and effective pressure on

the South African authorities as a peaceful means of achieving the abolition of
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apartheid. '.rhus, it urges thla Security Council to consider without delay the

ado~tion of effective mandatory sanctions against South Africa.

Similarly, the draft resolution recognizes the pressing need of the States

neighbouring South Africa for economic assistance, and appeals to all States,

organizations and institutions to expand assistance to the front-line States and

the Southern Africa r~veLopment eo-ordination Conference in order to increase their

economic strength an~ their independence from South Africa.

While continuing to favour effective mandatory sanctions by the Security

pouncil, the draft resolution, pending such action, appeals for an increase in the

pressure on the apartheid regtme of South Africa hy the tmplementation of a large

number of voluntary measures. Those have been ca~:efully selected, taking into

account not merely what has already been decided by various countries and groups of

countries.

At the same time, the sponsors have been guided by the desire to ensure the

·broadest possible consensus in the international community on ways and means

finally to persuade South Africa of the need to disl'Da!lltle apartheid without delay.

It is in the spirit of a concerted approach wi.t:h a view to a peaceful

solution, and in the light of the urgent need for joint international action, that

we recommend this draft resolution for adoption by the General Assembly.

The PRESIDENT. I shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their votes before the voting on any or all of the eight draft resolutions

that have just been introduced. Representatives will also have an opportunity to

explain their votes after all the voting has been concluded.

..
{
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'I

1 should like to re.nd the AaeBbly that. uncler rule 88 oCtbe rules oC

procedure,

-The Presidentsball not per.it the pcopoRt oC a Pl'opoaal or of an _nc!JIent
,

to explain his vote on his own Pcoposal or ...ndaent·.

May 1 also re.ind repre..nt.tives that expl..-t1ons of vote are liaited to

10 ainutes and should be .-de bY delegation~ froa their se.ts.
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Hr .McDOtlILL (Hew lea1ancS)' My delegation cUd not speak in the general

debate on apartheid. A hundred other delegations did, and we agree with auch of

what they ..id. But a&:ling our voice to the welUng chorus yet again would not

have affected the situation on the ground in South Africa, and would certainly not

have helped Uft the daily burden of oppr...ion which is the lot of the black

aajority in South Afdaa, the victi.. of apartheid.

What is Meded is not IIOre debate, what is needed, as the title of the

re801ution -r delegation is g~.d to co-sp0n8or puts it, is concerted international

action against apartheid.

I would emphasize two words there - concerted and action. Exhortative or

siaply declaratory resolutions, let alone ones w~iCh, like that on relations

bet"e.n Israel and South Africa, tend to have a divisive or diversionary effect,

have not succeeded in moving Pretoria.

On the other hand, the regiae itself has failed to convince either the

international community or its own black citizens of its comaitment to change.

What is needed now is a clear "'88age, sent by the international cOllJlunity acting

together and backed up by concerted action.

The events of the past year have illustrated vividly that the South African

r~i_ does not recognize a UfeUne when one is thrown to it. The COnnonwealth

Bainent Persons Group threw such a lifeline to Pretoria. After sensitively handled

consultatiops with all the intere8ted parties, inside and outside South Africa, the

Group submitted what it called a pos8ible negotiating concept to the South African

Government, ailled at replat:ing apartheid by a non-racial representative form of

government. The response to this serious endeavour to provide that Government with

a way ~,t of the blind alley in which it has entrapped itself - a way to ensure a.
long-term future in a free South Africa for the gran4childr~n of the white

ainority - ''fas contemptuou8. With thtt CoIIJIonwealth Group still in South Africa
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..eking to .dvance their propo.al., the SOUtb Afric.n .uthoriti•• launched armed

.ttack. on neighbouring oo..onwealth cou~tri...

RecoiUng, •• doe. ay country, frOll the pro.PeCt that the ~ntUll of events

will 1e.d inevitably to the de.truction of .partheid by the violence which it has

bred, and given the ab..nce of a will to negotiate on the part of Pretoria, the

Z.inent P.r.on. Group conc1ud.d that the int.rnationa1 caamunity .ust apply

concerted .ction of .n .ffective kind. In the Group'••••••••nt, the absence of

.uch .uure. and th6 beU.f of the SOuth Afr ican author i ti.. that they need not be

feared con.titute obstac1•• to change.

The Group's conclusion that fir.., action by the international community is

needed to facilitate negotiation between the parties in South Africa is shared by

t:Jle New Zealand Government. Like the 118l1ber8 of the binent Per30ns Group, my

Government does not consider such mea8ures to be punitive. They should not be seen

as an alternative to the path of negotiation. Rather, they should be designed to

tlnsu,. that negotiation is the chosen path. We do not go along with endorsement of

armed struggle or the blplication that there is no alternative to that course.

The measures applied by the international community should be carefully

selected and targeted. Their purpose is not to destroy SOuth Africa's economy, it

18 to persuade the South African r~ime that other countries will no longer shield

its economy from damage while it carries out its present policies, and that its own

interests, as much as those of the oppressed majority, dictate that it end

apartheid.

The nUl,eroUB practical measures that New Zealand has already taken reflect

th,1s approach. We do not need to spell them out here. They may be found in the

relevant United Nations documents. They have been carefully selected and

targeted. And since the failure of the mission of the COJlllDOnwealth Group the New

Zealand Gklvernment has taken steps to give effect to further measures as
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recOlllMnded by COIIIIOnwealth Beads of Goverrment. We invite all Governments of

Me~r States of the united Nations to consider implementing a range of similar

lleasures in a concerted llanner.

It follows that. we do not at this stage see the case for comprehensive

sanctions made in one draft resolution before us. We will therefore abstain in a

vote on that text. In the interests of endeavouring to maintain to the degree

possible a united inter.national front, we also oppose the singling out of

individual countries in such text~. We shall also abstain on draft resolution

A/41/L.28, because my Government has re~ervations about the appropriateness of the

International Convention against APartheid in Sports. Nevertheless, New Zealand

has taken a number of steps, with some success, actively to discourage sporting

contacts with South Africa, and it will continue by such means to seek this end.

The tone of the report of the commonwealth Group is one of sadness rather than

anger. Their consultations led them to believe that the ground existed on the

basis of which a negotiated settlement of South Africa's problems could be

attempted if there was the necessary political will among all ccncerned. The South

African Government chose not to display that political will. It chose to reject

the lifeline. It must now be brought to recognize the error of ita ways through

effective measures by a united international community. New Zealand is prepared to

play its part. OUr co-sponsorship of the text on concerted international action

for the elimination of apartheid and our supporting votes for the resolutions on

the oil embargo against South Africa, the United Nations Trust Fund for South

Africa and the very useful programme of work of the Special Committee against

Apartheid reflect that stance.
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Sir John TIIOMSOH (Unitttd KingQ) I The TWelve Mellber States of the

Buropean ea..unity have ..ae clear during this debate their utter revulsion at

aparthei4. We have repeatedly and uMquivocally ccnd.nttd it any U.es, both here

at the United Nations and in ..ny other for..s. There should be no doubt about our·

objective Which is, quite slaply, the eradication of this pernicious syst.. we

therefore regret aa.e of the wording of the report of the SPeCial ca..ittee against

Apartheid (A/tl/22). There should be no doubt of our deteraination to contribute

to the abolition of apartheid. The United Nations has a pd..ry role to play in

this endeavour.

All the speakers in this debate have cond..ned the practice and principles of

apartheid. This is so_thing on which we can all agree. It aee. to us that an

effort should have been made to reflect this unanimity of view more faithfully in

the draft resolutions before us. Some of the draft resolutions also contain

elements which have no bearing on the subject at hand.

The Twelve bolieve that the division of competence between the General

Assembly and the Security COuncil laid down in the Charter must be respected. Only

the Security COuncil is empowered to adopt decisions binding on Member States.

On this occasion we reaffirm once again our commitment to the principle of

universality of membership of the United Nations. We cannot accept that it should

be called into question, even in the case of SOuth Africa. The universal character

of the specialized agencies and the provisions of their rules of procedure must

also be respected. Similarly, we cannot support calls for the total isolation of

South Africa, since this would not in our view further the goal we all share - the

abolition of apartheid. Channels of communication with South Africa must remain

open in ordGr to enable the outside world to maintain and increase its pressure on

the South African Government for the establishment of a free and democratic society

without racial oppression.
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l8 ~
IWI we.ai4 in o-.t ,tate."t: ,J,!:' tbecSebate, '=be la.t 12 mntb. have .een a

deepening of! the cycle of violence and repre.ion in SOuth Africa. we, tbe Twelve,
. I~

re..in CCl'lvincecJ, however, that a proe... of peaceful change i ••tUl po••ible and

that the United Nation. has the obligation to pro.ote change by peaceful Man., in

accordance with tbe a.arter. Although we abare tbe fru.tration felt by the

ujclrity of the people of South Africm ewer their precJic_nt, we cannot ag~e. that

resolution. 8Il!0pt.cJ by tbe General Aunbly .hould endor... the \IN of force.
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The Twelve reject all foru of apartheid in .port.. Sports activities are,

however, organized in our re.pective cauntri.. at private initiative. Sport.

organizations within our countries are aware of the oppoaition of their Gover~nt.

to sport8 competition. that violate the Olyapic ideal of non-di~~riaination. we

continue firaly to di-eourage all sporting contact. that have any i.plication. of

racial di8crimination as an indication of our re.pect for the fundaaental right. of

the people of South Africa.

The Twelve reject once again all arbitrary, selective and unju.tified attack.,

whether by nue or implicitly, on MeIIber State. or groups of countries.

As to the financial i.plications of the draft resolution., we believe that in

view of the current financiai crisis of the united Nations new propo8als .hould be

SUbjected to the mo.t carefUl scrutiny.

We regret that, for the reason8 1 have jU8t stated, we will not be able to

vote in favou~ of all the draft resolution8 before U8 today. 1 8hould like,

however, to repeat our commitment to act both collectively and individually to

impre8s on the South African Government the ine8capable need for fund...ntal

reform. The South African Government mU8t be brought to see that the only way

forwartl lies in the abolition of ,:eartheid and the introduction of the ba8ic

changes demanded by the international community.

Mr. JAOOBOITITS de SZBGBD (Netherland8) I The Assembly has jU8t heard the

Permanent Representative of the united Kingdom, 8peaking on behalf of ~e Twelve,

setting forth in his statement on the draft resolution8 certain principle. to wbich

the Twelve canmonly adhere. It goes without saying that we fully endor.e that

statement. The sy8tem of apartheid i8 politically and morally unacceptable because

it is at variance with the ba8ic va1ue8 of human dignity, equality and freedom. In

its place should be e8tab1i.hed without delay a truly democratic and p1uriform
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society, in which white and black as well as the other sections of the population

can live in har.any with each other. The Netherlands Gover~nt will continue to

do everything in its power to realize the.e goal. through peaceful means,

nationally and internationally, and particularly in the framework of the European

ee:-unity. '!'he Netherlands Government follows a two-track policy. Q1 the one

hand, it supports South African non-governmental organizations and groups ~orking

towards the abolition of apartheid along peaceful line., thus encouraging peaceful

change in South Africa from within.

On the other hand, the Netherlands Government is, with the Twelve, steadily

increasing its political and economic pressure on the Government of South Africa.

In this respect it has pr-eference for selective mandatory sanctions, decided upon

by the Security CounciJL. Pending worldwide sanctions the Twelve have agreed on a

substantial pack~ge of political and economic measures against South Africa, whilst

a ban on coal remains under consideration.

Both tracks the Netherlands Government is pursuing should lead to change

through a genuine national dialogue, that being the only way the future political

configuration of South Africa can be developed without a further deepening of the

cycle of violence and bloodshed.

On~ would have expected that the draft resolutions before us would have been

drafted with a view to reflecting the existing broad consensus in this Ball on the

issue of apartheid. Unfortunately this is not always the case. Some of the draft

resolutions before us contain elements that are more likely to stir up controversy

and mutual recrimination than to contribute to our common cause. This is the more

regrettable since a statement of pri~ciple and a programme for concrete action, to

which all Members of the united Nations would subsc(ibe, would without any doubt

optimalize the effectiveness of our endeavours to bring about peaceful change in

South Africa.
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As already stated .ny ti.s, the M'lltberlands rejects naae-calling and

arbitrary criticis. against certain Stm~~ or groups of countries. This will not

advance our cOllD)n aim and it diverts attention frOll the subject at stake. My

delegation finds itself also in disagre..ent with some other ele.ents found in

various draft resolutions. The Netherlands objects to expre~sions of support for

the concept of armed struggle, which is incompatible with the Charter of the United

Nations.

FUrthermore, the situation in South Africa is in our opinion not a colonial

one. The consequence of this is that the Netherlands regards the A.~dcan National

Congress (ANe) and the Pan Africaniet Congress of Azania (PlC) as anti-apar.theid

movements. We do not recognize them as liberation movements. In this context we

continue to have reservations about the applicability of the prisoner-of-war status

under the Geneva Convention of 1949 and the Additional Protocol of 1977. These

general considerations lead us to an abstention on the draft resolution on the

situation in South Africa and assistance to the liberation mavenents (A/41/L.24),

although the Netherlands has expressed on numerous occasions its strong support for

a number of concrete demands listed in the draft resolution such as the

unconditional and ~diate release of all political prisoners and detainees,

including Mr. Nelson .Mandela, and the immediate lifting of the new nationwide state

of emergency.

The above general considerations apply to the draft resolution on

comprehensive mandatory sanctions (A/41/L.25 and Corr.l) as well. But there are

other elements in this draft resolution with which we disagree. We deplore the

spirit of hostility to one particular group of States displayed in this text. By

doing so it totally ignores the extensive and substantial packages cl political and

economic measures taken by these countries in the recent past, thus effectlvely

increasing their pressure on the South African Government to change its policy.
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'the Netherlands Govern_nt fears that the total isolation of South Africa and

the ~position of caaprehenaive sanctions against thst count~y will gravely

increase existing tensions, will ruin the country econoaically and therefore

inflict intolerable suffering on the people of SOuth Africa and of neighbouring

states and will once and for all eli_inate the chances for peaceful change through.
a genuine cUalogue. Pinally, we cannot accept any infringeaent on the principl'l of

universality, not even in ~e case of South Africa. Por these reasons my

delegation will vote against this draft reeolution.

'the Netherlands has always been in favour of an oil embargo against South

Africa to be uposed by the Security COuncil. In the absence of that the

Netherlands GovernRent has actively endorsed ~easures in this resPeCt in the

fra1l8WOrk of the European Couunity. The _lIber States of the European Community

have agreed to the cessation of the export of crude oil in free circulation in the

CoMunity. The draft resolution (A/41/L.29) now before us goes beyond an oil

umargo and the lleasures now taken by the European ConuIunity. Por that reason my

delegation will abstain on this draft resolution.

My delegation will also abstain on the draft resolution concerning the

progra'" of work of the Special Committee against Apartheid, (A/41/L.27) because

of the unbalanced character of parts of the report of the SPeCial COmmittee and its

unwarrant.~ criticism directed at a particUlar group of countries. I may

furthermore point out that the Netherland.. took part in the World COnference on

Sanctions against Racist South Africa only as an observer and that we cannot

support all the recomnendations in the Declaration of this COnference, partiCUlarly

not, as stated before, the recommendation concerning comprehensive mandatory

sanctions.
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so.. provisiona in the draft r.solution on the Statu. of the International

Conv.ntion again.t Aparth.id in Sport. (A/41/L.28) infringe ~ c.rtain

con.titutionally guaranteed freedCIM in ay country. ..th./ethan placing the

COnv.ntion again.t Apartheid in Sport. on the i..v.l ,.. the Buaan Rights

COvenant., we regard it a. oontradicting th_ in r••lr;8C!t.. '!b.r.for., we will

abstain on tt-e draft r.1I01ution on tbi. IlUbj-et. Howev.r, tbe Neth.rland.

Gov.r~nt i. of the opinion that a .port. boycott i. an eff.ctiv. instr~nt in

int.rnational .ffort. to .radicate aparth.id. Accordingly, the Neth.rlands has

brought SOuth African participation in sporting events in ay country to a virtual

stop by introducing ~trict vi.. l'equir...nts for South Africans.

,.....-.....



J.,/ljb
"

,
y'''' .'.

AI.)./W_6.
106

(I~. J.cobovit. IlIe S~e98d, Netherland.)

Aa w. did in the ,.,ue ofth. draft r.solutiOn l ••t ye.r, w. w111: vote in

f.vour of the dr.ft r.lOluti~ on conc.rted int.rn.tion.l .ctlton for the

.lillin.tion of apartheid. In our opinion, it i •• con.tructi". dr.ft r••olution

th.t .void~ unn.c••••rily controv.r.ial el•••nt. and pro~id.~ u. with • bro.d

pl.tfor. for concr.te .ction in ord.r to r••ch our cOllaOn g~'l, th.t is, the

i..-di.te total abOlition of the ebborr.nt .y.t.. of r.di.l oegr.gation and

r.pr.ssion.

Hr. LAUTBNSCIlLAGBR(Ped.r.l Republic of G.r_ny) I Th. r.pr.sentative of

the Unit.d Kingdc., .pe.king on beh.lf of the 12 m.mbl'r States of the European

eo-Jnity, has alr.ady cauwtnted on the draft resolutions on which we are abOut to

vote, rec.1ling essential politic.1 principles ahared by those countries, inclUding

.y own.

'!'he Gov.rnaent of the Pedlar.1 Republic of Geraanyv as is well known and as was

reaffirmed by the Ped.r.l 'Orei9n Minist.r in his st.te.an~ before the General

Assembly, strongly rejects the .!part:~ policy of South I '.I. as an unacceptable

institutionalized systea of r.cil\l diLscdmination. The Pederal GoverlUllent condemns

and repudi.t.s the .parth.id sysbua bec.u.. it vio1at.s human right8 and di8regard8

hwrum dignity.

'It is, th.r.for., with much r.gr.t th.t, in view of cert.in formulation8 in

the draft re80lutions, my GoY.rnlDent ia not in a po8ition to support all of, them.

My Government has ma~ it c1••r .11 .10ng that it deem.B mandatory sanctions. as

well a8 .r_d 8tru~gle, not to be the appropriate l18an8 of re801ving the apartheid

problem.

A8 we 8hare the basic goal of the work of the Speci.1 Committee again8t

Apartheid, n....ly that .p.rtheid 1lU8t be aboli8hed, we agree with the main thrust

of draft resolution A!41/L.27. Bow,ever, we have 8trong reservations concerning its

oper.tive paragr.ph 3 and will th.refor. abst.in.
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Furthermor., .y delegation ha. regularly voiced its opposition to singling out

individual Member States as ha. been done in 'ea.e of the draft reeolutions before

us.

Pinally, let me express the fir. hope of -r delegation that the General

Assembly will be able at it. forty-second session to deal with draft resolutions

which will eventually make possible support by all members of the Assembly.

Mr. BROCHAND (France) (interpretation from Prench). The Prench

delegation reiterated in its statement during the debate its unreserved

condemnation 'of the policy of apartheid. The French Government has embarked on a

policy of exerting pressure on the South African authorities to persuade the~ to

begin a g~nuine dialogue with all the political forces in the country with a view

to the speedy dismantling of apartheid.

It is in that spirit that m¥ delegation will vote in favour of dr~ft

resolution A/41/L.31, on concerted international action for the elimination of

apartheid. While supporting that draft resolution; we wish to make known our

reservations, in particUlar on operative paragraph 5, regarding which we would

recall the authority entrusted under the Charter to the Security Council alone, as

well as France's well-known position on mandatory sanctions. Furthermore, the

voluntary measures recommended in operative paragraph 7 do not necessarily cover

the national measures which France might choose to exert preSBure on South Africa.

For the French Government,' the measures taken against Pretoria must meet the dual

criteria of effectiveness and respect for existing commitments.

While it is totally opposed to the practice of apartheid in sports, my

delegation will have to abstain on draft resolution A/4l/L.28, on the status' of the

International Convention against Apartheid in Sports. My country cannot approve a

Convention which is incompatible with its Constitution and legislation.
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Pranc. aupport. the work done in conn.ction with inforaation and public

awar.ne•• br the Spooial co.alttee agalnat Apartheid. Bow.ver, -r delegation
, ,

deplore. once again the arbitrary, unju.tified critici.. in the ca..ltteQ ' a report

of certain countri.. and of the Buropean ~.ulUnity. !Or that reaaon -r del.gation.
will ab.tain On draft reaolution A/41/L.21, on the progr.- of work of the

CoIIJIittee.

The Prench Gov.r.....nt ia in favour of ....ur•• in conn.ction with oil, aa

delllOnstrated br- those it appU•• and which w.re adopt.d by the 12 countd•• of the

European COIIIIunity. In accordanc. with it. u.ual po.ition, "" del.gation winea,

however, to state its r.a.rvatlona of an in.titutlonal nature regardil'9 operative

paragraph 3 of draft reaolution A/4l/L.29, .ntitled -Oil eMbargo againat South

Africa-. Furthermore, we cannot agr.e to what is envisaged in operative

paragraphs 5, 6, 1 and 8 of the text concerning a monitoring mechani•• which would

make the recommendations set f~rth in the draft re.olution mandatory and th.refore

go beyond the area of cc.petenc. ...igned 'to the General b,eably under the

Charter. My delegation will th.refore vote again.t draft r••olution A/41/L.29. It

might have been able to ab.tain if the draft reaolution had not provided for the

establishment of such a aechanlaM.

Generally .peaking, Prance would have liked to be able to aupport without

re.ervation all the draft re.olution. on the que.tion of aparth.id .u~itted for

the consideraU"n of the Gen.ral Aaa••bly. Aa in previou. y.ar., the incluaion of

extreme wordill\g mak•• it i.poa.ibl. for all the draft r".oluti,on. to b. adopt.cl by

all members of the A....bly.
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A unanlJlOU. vote, expre••ing our unani.au. cond....t.ion of .partheid, would

tod.y mre thn ever before have oonat.it.ut.ecJ • warning t.o the SOut.h African

Ck~v.r...nt. of paruaunt. iIIpoi:'tance. My delegation regret.. that. the opport.unit.y wa.

not. t.a~en to achieve that. ext.re.ly de.irable objective. We .incerely hope that.

thi. 'will be po••ible in the near fut.ure.

Mr. AL-ANIH (Iraq) (int.erpret.at.ion froa Arabic). 'Iraq believe. that. it.

is a _t.t.er of principle t.o oppose the policy of apartheid of the SOuth African

r49iae. Th.t. po.it.ion ha. not. changed for years now. We have always adopt.ed ~e

.... at.titude again.t. that r~iae and other. that are 8iailarly anachronist.ic.
, .

This i8 a historical responsibility that. au.t be shouldered by the internat.ional

c~unity. It _.It uke every effort to ensure the eliaination of the apartheid

r~iae, which not only per.ec1ltes the people of SOuth Africa but. is oc:cupying the

Territory of ~ibia and ..eking to destabilize neighbouring independent African

Stat.. by political and econoaic sabotage.

It is also neceuary to ensure iaple_nt.at.ion of all General Aasellbly

resolution. on this subject and to bring about the total i80~.ation of SOuth Africa

by cea.ing relat.ion. of any kind with that r~iae. At. the sue tille, we IIUSt

continue to .upport. and assist the people of SOuth Africa in their struggle to

exerci.e their right. to aelf-deteraination and be able t.o build a democratic, just

society in South Africe.

Iraq i8 totally coaaitted to the illposition of a total embargo, inclUding an

oil 811bargo, on South Africa and believe. that no relation of any kind should be

lIaintained with that country, in accordance with the relevant resolutions of the

General Asse.bly and based on our policy of principle again.t apartheid policies ~f

any kind.
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My delegation bftllevea that all relevant united Nationa resolutions .8t be

iapl._ntecJ unconditionally. 'l'hat ia vhy Iraq will vote in favour of draft

resolution Alofl/L.2' on the oil Hbargo, which has been subll1tted to the General

Aa..llbly. Iraq will al80 vote in favour of all the other draft resolutions

aubaitted on the it.. under conaideration.

Mr. PBRBZ (Chile) (interpretation fro. Spanish).. As I begin this-
Qxplanation of vote I should like once again, mat unequivocally, to voice our

total cond.-nation of the syat_ of apartheid. I believe that the debate we have

had in the Aasellbly on this question will provide the SOuth African authorities

with food for thought about the views and attitude of the international community

concerning apartheid and the unaniaous .aral and political condemnation that we

have expressed of thia reprehensible practice which we are convinced will ~nd

sooner rather than later. This is a comai~nt which we should all assume.

We have considered with the keenest attention each of the draft resolutions

8ubllitted and will be voted upon in a few ilinutes by the General Assembly. We

believe that, by and large, they reflect the views of all nations Members of this

Organization. But we have also pointed out that the struggle against apartheid is

everyone's struggle, in which all of us must play our part if we truly want to end

this reprehensible syste. as quickly as possible. Hence, we believe that, if we

are really to assuae this ca.ait.ent we should not - for political or other reasons

wbich, particularly in this case, are of coaplete~y secondary importance - create

any obstacles likely to ha.per the achieveaent of the consensus that is required to

reall~e our aspirations of ending apartheid.

We have listened with the greatest interest to the statements of the majority

of delegations. We have not heard a single dissenting voice. All, without

exception, have CQld_ned apartheid. l'or that reason we believe it is regrettab~e
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~hat the draft ~osolutions whtch will be adopted in a few ainutes contain certain

ter.. ana refere~es that we deea ina~propriate beC.~se they pcevent the
•

achieve..nt of th~ consensus that has been expressed here.

That is • serious natter, because we are not reflecting the consensus that

prevailed in this Hall in the vote on the principal issue, na..ly, the condeanat1on

of apartheid and the atteapt to end that reprehensible pcactice forthwith. It

would therefore have been preferable, as we pointed out e.rlier in this forum and

others, to refrain from selective references to countri.. which we &11 know are

totally unfair and to questions that are with~n the cc.petence of each State.

Miss DEVER (Belgium) (interpretation fr08 Prench). The Per..nent

Representative of the United Kingdom, speaking on bahalf of the EUropean Bconomig

Community (EEC), has just made a statement on the draft re801utio~s dealing with

the policies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa. Since those comments

reflect ~ delegation's views on this question I shall not repeat them.

My delegation continues to believe that explicit support for armed combat is

inappropriate in our Organization'e resolutions. Nor can we join in the appeal in

favour of comprehensive mandatory sanctions or associate ourselves with references

to individual States. It considers, as it did in previous years, that they do not

take into account the'division of authority between the security Council and the

General Assembly.

We also have serious reservations about the criticism directed at the Western

countries, the improper demands addressed to the International Monetary PUnd (IMF)

and the specialized agencies, &~d the recommendatioas for South Africa's total

isolation.

My delegation must also dissociate itself from references to documents adopted

by international conferences and meetings in which we did not participate.

-------"------------------
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IOr the rea8Oft. ju.~ ..n~ioned ., delega~ion will vo~e a9ain.~ draf~

re80lu~ion. A/4l/L.24, en~i~led -Sl~uation in Sou~h Africa and a••i.~ance to

liberation mve..n~.-, A/4l/L.25 and oo.:r.l, enti~led -cc.prehen.ive and ..nda~ory

.anc~ion. agaln.~ the raci.~ r4glae of Sou~h Africa-, and A/41/L.26 and COrr.l,

enti~led ·Rela~ionllbe~ween J.rael and South Afdca·.

We .hall a180 ab8~ain fro. the vote on draft reeolution A/4l/L.27, entitled

·Progr.... of work of the Special co.aittee a9ain.~ APartheid.

We .hall a180 abltain fro. the vote on draft reeolution A/Cl/L.28 on the

.tatu. of the Interna~ional Conven~ion again.~ APartheid in Spo~t.. POr

con.titutional reA80ns, .a.e clau.e. of that COnvention create obstacle. to it.

fut~re ratifica~ion ~ our country's Parli...nt.' However, tha~ will not prevent

the Belgian authorities from continuing to di.courage .por~ing exchanges with South

Africa and to deny acce•• to our country to South African .port.men who wi.h to

take part in sports CCllpetitions in Belgiwa.

OUr delega~ion regret. that it cannot support draft re.olution A/4l/L.29 on

the oil embargo. we believe that the ~po.ition of that 8Or~ of .-bargo is up to

the Security COuncil. By abstaining fra. the vote on tha~ draft resolution .y

country i. not ab8~aining in practice, since a year ago we, together with our

European partners, introduced an e~argo sy.te. in re.pect of 8upplie. of crude oil

to South Africa and are ~arupulou8ly applying it.

Belgiua's caaaitment to the ac~io~ ~~ken by~hi. Organi.a~ion to abolish

ap!r~heid will lead U., to vo~e in favour of draf~ reeolution A/41/L.31 on concer~ed

international action for the eUaination of apartheid, 4e.pite the re.ervations

~hat ~ .till have on eaae of it. paragraph••

Belgiua rei~.r,~. i~s unequivocal condeanatioQ of apartheid and its

deter.ination to take part in any action unanillOu.ly decided uPon ~ the

international coaaunity.
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lit. IIADKA (Le~tbOh My OOUfttry'••td again.t and abhorrence of

racial c1i8Cdainatu. in it. wor.t fora call., aerthei4 a. practiH&! in SOUth

Africa i. a .tter of recor4. We cannot keep .ilent, th.refO£" iIO long a.

aparthei4 exi.t. in South Africa, beeau.e aperthei4 i. not only a crt.. against

huaanity. it elm 4eba••• aII4 cSehuuni.e. bot.. it. perpetrator. an4 it. vicU...

It. exi.tence ha. claiaecJ thouAn4. of live. in bOth SOUth Africa an&! the

neighbouring COURtd.... m.t of tbo.. victi.. are black.. 1I\11e SOuth Africa'.

gaol. are teeaing wlth thouuncJ. of aR!rthei4 victla., the aajority of thea not

even given the benefit of a trial.

OVer: 3 aiUion black. have been .ubjec:tecS to the lIO-Oal184 Group Areas Act,

the re.ult being that they have been f"rc84 to aove frOB their hcaea to areaa glven

highfalutin naae. INCh a. -Succe•• Town-, -Happy Villa-, -Happy- an&! ~ on. The

fact 1. they are barren 1an4a 4evo14 of any _an. of .u.tenance. I can go on an4

on to tell of what aparthe1cS _ana to us.
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However, since tIli.. is tile opPOl:t~n.ty for .. to explain aydelegation'a vote, I

wiah to point out that .. a utter of ~inciple and as huun bitings we fully

support the general thruat of the draft.resolutionanow beforeua, particularly as

they are designed to haaten the peaceful eradication of· apartheid , but u a

political ani..l ay delegat:.!on is forced to face the roality of the geo-political

situation. As ac.le would like to put it, it is as if we were literally inside the

belly ot the monster called apartheid. My country is cc:.pletely surrounded by

South Africa and depends on South Africa not only for t.ports and exports but also

,for employment, to .ntion but a few ite.s. It ls therefore practically and

physically impossible for my country to carry out ea.e of the obligations contained

in S0a8 of the draft resolutions now before us, and when we come to vote on them my

delegation will abstain.

Let me conc1.ude by repeating what the head of lIlY delegation said to the

Assembly in the general debate - that it is our sincere hope that members of the

international community will take the necessary steps to ameliorate the adverse

consequences that my country may suffer as a result of punitive measures that may

be taken against apartheid South Africa.

Lastly, my delegation has always had difficulty with the so-called

name-cal1ing and the singling out of certain countries by name. If such texts are

put to the vote my delegation will abstain.

Mr. STA~KHOUSB (Canada). On behalf of the Canadian delegation I shall

exp~ain Canada's voting intentions on the various draft resolutions under this

agenda item. In most cases our votes will speak for themselves and I shall

therefore principally focus on our p~imary concerns.

On draft resolution A/41/L.24, dealing with tha situation in South Africa and

a.sistance to liberation movements, Canada can support much that is in this draft

text. We have consistently voiced our condemnation of the current state of
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•••rgen<:y, and have joined with other ~r St~te. in ~king con'jr.t••ction to

pr.s. the SOuth African GOv.ruent to ·di...ntl. aparth.id, r.1•••• politic.1

prisoner••uch •• HellOn Handela. and lift th.ban on political parti... CAn.d. h••

been in the for.front of nation. c.lling on the GOY.rnaent of SOuth Afric. to .nt.r

into. di.logu. with .uth.ntic black l.ad.r.. In confor.ity with th. United

Nations Chart.r we have con.ist.ntly called for and .ncOur.ged peac.ful change and

reconcili.tion in SOuth Africa. To thlat .nd w. have in particular condean.d the

cycle Of viol.nc. that ha••xi.ted in 8OUth.rn Africa in r.c.nt y.ars. Howev.r, it

is also for those v.ry r.ason. that we have difficulty in voting in favour of a

draft reliiOlution which include. language in favour of an arlled struggle.

With respect to draft resolutions A/41/L.24 and A/41/L.25, we h~ve difficulty

with the name-calling in operative paragraphs 12 and 5 respectively of those draft.

resolutions. We have consistently voted against the inclusion of what we see to be

gratuitous citations of individual countries in the context of resolutions such as

these. We further question the validity of the continued and generalized

accusations against Western countries with regard to their support for South

Africa. My country, along with virtually all other Western countries, has already

adopted strong measures against the GovernlHnt of SOuth Af:ica. OUr actions surely

invalidate these stale accusations.

Our intended negative vote on draft re80~ution A/41/L.25 stems also from our

position of principle on universality, on n...-calUng, on mandatory sanctions, on

the independen~e of the International Monetaty Pund (IMP) and so on.

As we did last year on a similar draft re.olution, my delegation will abstain

in the voting in draft resolution A/41/L.28, concerning the status of the

Internation convention against APartheid in Sports. CAnada has already applied
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sporting boycotts against South Africa and the Government has published rigorous

guideUnes on spotting oonta~ts with South Africa. There are, however, as we noted

last year, legal and policy i~i..nts which preclude Canada fraa r~tifying such a
convention at this time.

Canada notes with interest the Ill.., draft r".:lOlution A!41/L.29, on the

iaposition of an oil &llbargo against South Africa, on which we shall abstai~.

Canada has already imposed an effective voluntary eJlbargo on the sale of petroleum

and petrolewa procSucto to South Afdca. we have two overriding difficulties which

~revent us fro. wting in favour of this draft resolution. We do not yet consider

that the time for llandatory sanctions has ca.e. Since we have frequently spoken

out against the proliferation of ~all, single-purpose, multilateral bodies we also

have diffiCUlty with the call for thllt creation of a new United Nations body, even

an intergover~n~al group. This otljection is particularly valid at a time when

the United Nations is facing a finalllcial cdsis, but it should be noted that Canada

has not shied away frQa taking strong ..asures to encourage South Africa to

dismantle apartheid. In that Ught, this proposal wUl be exuined closely £hould

further measures against South Africa need to be considered.

Canada will vote in favour of draft resolution A/4l/L.3l, on concerted action

for the elimination of apartheid. I have already referred to Canada's strong

opposition to apartheid. It should a180 be noted, for the record, that canada has

already implemented all the measures in paragraph 7 of the draft resolution. As I

have said, however, Canada does not consider that the time is ripe for mandatory

sanctions, which would in any case be a question for carefUl review by the Security

Council.

My delegation will also vote in favour of draft'resolution A/41/L.27,

concerning the programme of the Special Committee against Apartheid, but we do have
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serious re.ervations about the finanoial irregularity of eecuring fUnding for

projects which do not yet exist.
i~

In 1986 SOuth Africa has, for very unfortunate reuons, aga;\:(\ re..inee! high on

the agenda of international issues. We .st all play our part to encourage and

prollOte peacefUl change in south. Africa. The draft reaolutions before us today are

a clear .ssage to the Gover...nt of SOUth Africa that the tt. for concrete action

is at hand. Canada, for its part, intends to work in concert with others to

maintain unrelenting pre..ure on Pretoria to dis..ntle apartheid.

Hr. R.JYlUdlO ORTIGAO (Portugal) I The per.nent repre..ntatlve of the

United KingdOlfl, speaking on behalf of the 12 MeJlber States of the Buropean

Community, has already ~nted on the draft reaolutions on which we are abOut to

vote, rflcal1ing the basic principle. shared by all those countries. My delegation

would ju~t like to add _e considerations to that statelllent.

Portugal's utter rejection of apartheid has been repeatedly voiced here, as in

other forum..". We have cl\.'lll'ly condemned the total laCk of IIOral principles that

characterizes the apartheid systea, which sows the seeds of serious internal strife

. with which we ~re all fa.iliar. We have strongly denounced the policy of

bantu8tanization, which deprives the majority of the people of their citizenship.

The South African authorities must embark on a sincere effort to establish a

dialogue with all the different ca.aunities of their country, thus creating the

necessary conditions for all its inhabitants to have equal access to political

rights, to freedCIII, to work and to social justice. Only after having _t those

requirements can we consider that the SOuth Africans from any ca.aunity are free

and fully or fledged citizens of SOuth Africa. Only then can the international

community be satisfied that its struggle against institutionalized racism has

yielded positive results.
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we cannot but .xpr••• gr••t conc.rn .t the d.t.ri,or.tion of the .itu.tion 1n

SOuth Afric.. In this oannection, ......t.ted rec.ntly by the Mini.ter for

For.ign Aff.ir. of Portug.l in this AuablYI

-It i. • •••nti.l that the Gov.r~nt VJt an .nd to the .t.te of

••rg.ncy, fr•• HellIOn Handel••nd oth.r politic.l priaoner••nd 1eg.Uze

banned politic.l partie.. On the oth.r hand, aall the forc•• legitiaat.,ly

fighting the .parth.id .y.t•• ~.t .180 contribute to the c&•••tion of

viol.nc. and to the ••t.bU....nt of dil\logu., which is tUe only _an. tow.rds

• peac.fu1 and l ••ting reconciliation of the various inte:e.ts at stake.-

(Al4l/W.88, Je. 34-35)
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we are convincftd that ..intaining int.rnational pr•••ur. can contribute to

.ending a clear ._age to the South African Gover.-ent .. to the need to .p'J84, up

the proc••• of change in the country. Nev.rthel•••, w. do not beli.v. th.t the

total isolation of South Africa can ••rve our caamn and ••••nti.l PUrPO" of

bringing about the fund..nul chang•• that we h.v. call~'" on ,th.t ~auntry to _ke.

My delegation therefore regret. that it i. not .ble to aupport all the dr.ft

re.olution. on this ite.. Although we concur with the thru.t of ..ny of th.ir

•••ential propoul., we have reservation. about certain a.pect., n.ely those which

encourage violence and contain discriminatory, unju.tified, and sy.t.aatic

criticism, as well •• arbitrary language. My delegation deplorea the fact that

once again the inclu.ion of .c.e controversial element. did not make it pos.ible to

reach con.ensu. on all d:aft resolutions.

As la.t year, my delegation will vote in favour of draft re.olution

A!C.l/4l/L.3l, on -COncerted international action for the eliaination of

apartheid-. However, my delegation would like to .tresa that it ha. re••rvations

on'certain of its formulations in the operative part.

Mr. AOK~ (Japan)a Japan firmly and .teadfa.tly opposes racial

discrimination in all its gui.es and, in particular, apartheid, for the eliaination

of which it extend. maximum co-operation to the effort. of the United Nations. It

is in this spirit that we will .upport three draft resolution. before u., n..ely,

A/C.l/4l/L.27, L.30, of which we are a co-.pon.or, a~d L.3l.

As for draft resolution L.31, on -C()ncerted international action for the

elimination of apartheid-, my delegation will support it a. a positive effort to

achieve unj,ty in the international coaaunity al~hough we have ac.e difficul~y with

some of the wording in that draft resolution.

At the same time, my delegation believes that comprehensive mandatory

sanctions must be considered'with utmost care. Although we a180 find difficulties

I
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wit~ the wording of certain paragraphs in draft resolution L.25, yet my delegation

will not oppose that draft re~lution. We take this position as an expression of

-r country's indignation at the Government of south Africa for refusing to heed the

voice of the international ca-aunity and also to show our concern with the

deteriorating situation in and around south Africa.

AB for the remaining draft resolutions, although m¥ delegation fully supports

those ele_nts contained in them that arta cOlllllOn to those in draft resolution L.3l,

they also contain certain foraulations to which we cannot subscribe, such as those

cca.ending armed struggle and those which single out for accusation a country or a

group of countries, and hence R¥ delegation will vote on them accordingly.

Mr. SIMAS MAGALBAES (Brazil). Brazil intends to support the adoption of

all draft resolutions related to the policies of apartheid of the Government of

South Africa under agenda item 33. This year, a draft resolution has been

presented in document A/4l/L.29 aiming at strengthening international control over

the supply of oil and related products to South Africa, therefore increasing

restrictions which are already in force. The Brazilian Government places on record

its readiness to take pertinent measures within the limits of natio~l legislation

to translate into concrete action the requests contained in the draft resolution.

We take this oFportunity, however, to express our hope that the

intergovernmental machinery proposed in L.29 will be entrusted with the necessary

authority to fUlfil its task in a complete and impartial manner. Recent reporting

points, indeed, to the urgent need of reflecting properly new information on the

supply of oil to South Africa, information that has BO far not seen the light of

day. We refer, for instance, to the data contained in the ·Shipping Research

Bureau· report for the period 1983/1984, which will certainly be useful in

ascertaining responsibilities in the future.
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Other provisions of draft re.olution L.29 on the oil embargo will have to be

the object of careful examination by national authorities, since their legal

implications are unclear. We ~ould like, in this connection, to reserve at this

stage the position of. the Brazilian Government in relation to the provisions of

operative paragraph 4 (c) and (g), as well as on other provisions that may have

legal effects vis-A-vis our national legislation.

Mr. MORENO (Italy) I '!'he position of my delegation on the draft

resolutions before us derives from the statements made by the Italian ~oreign

Minister in the general debate on 23 September and by the representative of the

United Kingdom on behalf of the 12 member States of the European COmmunity in this

debate.

The Italian Government strongly condemns the apartheid system, which is the

negation of all the values on which Italian society is based and in which we firmly

believe. Over the last year my Government has spared no effort to engage the South

African authorities in a dialogue aimed at bringing about the fundamental changes

which are needed for a peaceful transition of South Africa to a political system

based on equality for all, pluralism and democracy.

We regret that no meaningful progress has been achieved so far in this

direction. We therefore feel that the time has come to increase international

pressure on the Pretoria regime. Together with our partners in the European

Community, we have, on 16 September, already taken significant restrictive measures

to this end. We recognize, however, that those measures can ~I considered only the

beginning of a process if the South African Government persists in its stubborn

resistance to all legitimate requests for radical and peaceful change in th~

country.

At the same time, we a~e convinced that, to be effective, restrictive measures

must be based on consensus•. OUr co~~n priority goal at this stage should
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therefore be to encourage such a consensus. Significant results" have been achieved

in this direction, thanks also to the work of the Special Committee against

Apartheid and it is iaportant to ~ui1d on ~ese tesu1ts. ~cording1y, this is no

t~e to resort to divisive language and controversial pcoposa1s which are

unacceptable to a number of us in spite of the universal rejection of the abhorrent

system of apartheid.

For theee reasons, while we feel that:. sanctions must be part of the action

conducted by the international community and complement political and moral

condemnation and domestic popular pressure, our purpose at this stage should be to

co-operate in this endeavour rather than to indUlge in recriminations and

condemnations. We therefore cannot accept the singling out in resolutions or in

the reports of the Special Committee of individual States or groups of States as

bearing an alleged responsibility for the situation ~revai1ing in South Africa or

Namibia.
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We do not feel it is appropriate for the General Assembly to try to infringe

on the prerogatives entrusted by the Charter to the Security Council. We do not

think that the General Assembly should ~ndorse armed struggle. We are aware that,

in the course of the st~uggles waged by oppressed PeOples, popular pressure may

become violent. That is a fact of life, and it would be naive to ignore it.

However, the goal of the united Nations is and must remain the search for peaceful

solutions rather than the legitimization of violencn.

For all those reasons, ~ delegation will have to cast a negative vote on

draft resolutions A/4l/L.24, L.25 and Corr.l and L.26 and Corr.l. Although we are

fully committed to the intensification of the efforts of the Special Committee

against Apartheid, to the abolition of all forms of apartheid in sports and to the

principle of an oil embargo - and I would remind members that a prohibition of oil

exports has already been agreed upon by the European Community - we shall abetain

from the vote on draft resolutions A/41/L.27, L.28 and L.29. We nhall vote in

favour of the draft resolution contained in document A/4l/L.31 and will join in the

consensus on draft resolution A/4l/L.30.

Miss KGABI (Botswana): Our lack of capacity to impose economic sanctions

against South Africa has dictated that we abstain on draft resolutions A/4l/L.25

and L.29 and that we reserve our position on any paragraphs in the other draft

resolutions that seek to commit us to such a course of action. But our position

should not be used as an excuse by those who are unwilling or who refuse to impose

sanctions. We fully recognize the need to adopt effective measures against South

Africa to compel it to abandon apartheid and thus avoid a bloodbath in that country.

Mr. VAN LIEROP (Vanuatu): We have as usual listened most attentively to

the debate on the policies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa. As

always, we have been moved by the very eloquent words of abhorrence and by I the very
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strong expressions of condeanation of that evil syste. of institutionalized

racis.. WOrds, however, no ~tter how eloquent or how strong, will never end

apartheid and will never free aouth Africa. Nowhere in the world is the old adage

that actions speak louder th~n words .are appropriate than in South Africa today.

Nowhere are more words expen~ad than here at the United Nations. Although every

delegation here has joined in condeaning apartheid, all bf us must search the

depths of our collective soul and ask whether we have taken all the action we

possibly could. Is there not .are that can be done, particularly by the IW)st

powerful amongst us, to help South Africa's people see the day when they and their

children will enjoy the same freado.s and share' the same dreams that so many of us

do now and that some of us even take for granted?

All of us know that the very sad reaUty of South Afr ica is that no resolution

or parliamentary decision is likely to be the final determining factor in ending

apar~. However, it seems to us that we must at the very least send a sign of

encou~agement to those opposing the Pretoria regime in body as well as in spirit.

We must send a sign of encouragement to those like Nelson Mandelav who refuse to

waver or bend no matter how seductive the personal inducements.

We must also send a signal to those who govern South Africa with reckless

disregard for every standard of common decency. With unmatched arrogance they have

even had the audacity recently to &Ccuse the Governments of Zimbabwe ai,d Mozambique

of conspiring to overthrow the Government of a neighbouring State when it is none

but South Africa itself that has plotted and conspired against neighbouring States

in the region. Once &gain, the criminal attempts to make the victims appear to be

the criminals.

Por those reasons, on instructions from the Government of Vanuatu, my

delegation will vote in favour of all the draft resolutions under agenda item 33.
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We do eo in affiraation of what has brought us here to reason together as

re8ponsible members of the world ca.aunity. We do 80 without aalice towards any

other Government except the illegally constituted and forcibly aaintained apartheid

regime in South Africa. We know that others will not support all the draft

resolutions and we understand why. We trust that they will siJlilarly understand

why we must Rupport these draft resolutions.

Some elementa of saae of the draft resolutions contain language that we

candidly agree OOI~ld be improved. Rowever, we ask what language would be

acceptable. Wh~t further cOllprOll1se would move the IIOst reluctant amongst us to

join energetically in the international campaign against apartheid? Furthermore,

as we have had occasion to state before, the imperfection of a few words pales in

significance next to the more seriQUs imperfection and injustice of the situation

in South Africa. How can we possibly look at the faces of the children of South

Africa, read the names of their martyrs and then tell them and their parents that

we could not support a draft resolution on apartheid simply because a few words

were either too strong or otherwise imperfect or inappropriate. I confess that for

us that would be not only difficult, but also unacceptable.

Mr. MANGWAZU (Malawi) I I want to add my voice to the voices of all

others who have eloquently and clearly condemned the regime in South Africa and its

legalized form of discrimination. Like all others, we condemn apartheid because of

the evils it generates. We call, therefore, for the replacement of apartheid

forthwith by a democratic form of government and for the creation of a society

which is blind to race or religion, a harmonious society. We believ~ that if

apartheid is "proo~ed there will be much less tension in southern Africa than there

is today.
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Having said thOle few word., I should like to comment on specific draft

reeolutions and indicate t~e ~ay we are likely to vote on them. I want to indicate

frCll'l tbeoutset that, unlike in previous years, we have shifted sOIIewhat in our way

of voting •. If that Mans anything at all, it must IleAn that we would like to raise

our voice a little more to let South Africa know where we stand.

We do not believe we can vote in favour of draft reSolution A/4l/L.24 without

first saying that we do not agree with the inclusion of paragraph 13. With regard

to A/4l/L.25 and Corr.l, we would have wished to see a form of words better than

the present one, particularly on specific paragraphs such as paragrephs 7 and 8.

However, we have decided thct we can lend our support to that draft resolution.
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With regard to draft resolution A/41/L.26 and COrr.l, we find it a very

strange draft resolution in that, if we are to speak of collaborators with South

Africa we could speak of many more and doing much more serious things. As it is,

we would have difficulty in supporting this draft resolution.

With regard to draft resolution A/41/L.27, we feel that paragraphs 222 to 226,

mentioned in paragraph 2, are not going to be helpful with regard to our own stand.

In draft resolution A/41/L.28, again there is a question of the form of words,

but we see no reason why we should not support it.

We feel that we cannot support draft resolution A/41/L.29, for very many

reasons.

Draft resolution A/4l/L.30, we feel, is innocuous, but we have great

difficulty with paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 of draft resolution A/41/L•.3l, therefore we

would have difficulty in supporting it.

These are the explanations of our votes. I should like to say to all

delegations that the position of Malawi with regard to the principle of a peaceful,

negotiated settlement remains unchanged.

The PRESIDENTs We have now heard the last speaker in explanation of vote

before the voting. I have to announce that several countries have signified their

desire to appear as co-sponsors of some of the draft resolutions before the

Assembly, as follows: draft resolution A/4l/L.24, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, the

German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Kuwait, Madagascar, Mali, Mongolia, Mozambique,

Nigeria, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Soc1alist Republic

and Viet Nam, draft resolution A/4l/L.25 and Oorr.l, Gambia, Ghana, Mongolia,

Nicaragua, Sudan and viet Nam, draft resolution A/4l/L.26 and COrr.l, Gambia,

Ghana, Mongolia, Pakistan, Sudan and Viet Nam, draft resolution A/4l/L.27, Cuba,

Democratic Yemen, Gambia, the German Democratic Republic, Ghana, India, Kuwait,
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Madagascar, Mali, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic,

Togo, the Ukrainian Soviet SOCialist RepubU,c and Viet Nail' draft resolution

A/41/L.28, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, the German Democratic Republic, Ghana, India,

Kuwait, Mz1dagascar, Mali, Morocco, Mongolia, Bicaraguat Pakistan, Sudan, the Syrian

Arab Republic, Togo, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and Viet NaiD, draft

resolution A/41/L.29, Angola, DeI1l«'!:;:.tic Yellen, Gambia, the German Democratic

Republic, Ghana, Madagascar, Mali, Mongolia, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Romania, senegal,

Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, the Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist RepUblic, the United RepUblic of Tanzania, Venezuela and Viet Nam,

A/4l/L.30, Cameroon~ Congo, Gambia, Ghana, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Senegal

and Sudan, and finally, draft resolution A/4l/L.3l, cameroon, Congo, Gambia, India,

Malaysia, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Senegal and Sudan.

We shall now begin the voting process.

I call on the representative of the United States of America who has asked to

speak on a point of order.

Miss BYRNE (United States of America) I OUr point of order concerning the

conduct of the voting.

As this Assembly has decided in the past, most recently in 1984, by a vote of

81 to 33, the question of apartheid is an important question within the meaning of

Article 18, paragraph 2, of the Charter. The entire history of the rightful

emphasis which the United Nations puts on the importance of bringing about the end

of the heinous policy and practices of apartheid would support no other

conclusion. Draft resolution A/4l/L.25 and COrr.l underlinee the rationale for

this, with its call for action under Chapter VII of the Charter, action which

requires a finding of, at the least, a threat to the peace.

The other draft resolutions contain similar language emphasizing the peace and

security aspects of the question be£ore us.
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Por tilese reaeons, we request, Hr III president, that you confirm that it is your

intention to proceed in accordance with the precedent to which I have referred,

establishing the applicability of Article 18, paragraph 2, of the Charter.

'l'he PRESIDENTa Of course, the vote required has to be determined before

the voting starts. 'l'he confirmation I can give is that at the thirty-ninth session

the Assembly decided that the question of apartheid was an iaportant question

within the meaning ~f Article 18 of the Charter and that the draft resolutions

~equired a two-thirds majority for adoption.

I also recall that the last time this question was formally raised was indeed

at the thirty-ninth session, when the proposal to determine that the question of

apartheid was an important question within the meaning of Article 18 of the Charter

and that tberefore all draft resolutions relating thereto were to be decided by a

two-thirds majority of representatives present and voting, was carried by 81 votes

to 33, with 18 abstentions.

On the other hand, I must also clarify that that was one decision taken in

1984 on this item on aparCheid. It is not in the same category as the decision

taken by the General Assembly on the question of Namibia a few years ago. But the

last decision that the General Assembly took on the voting procedure, in 1984, was

that a two-thirds majority was required.

If I hear no objection, I shall assume that the General Assembly is prepared

to act on the same basis this year.



RB/29 . AI41/PV'1I64
136

Mr. ERGO (CaJleroon) I Aa Chair..n of the ~frican Group for this mnth, I

have' the obligation to speak on behalf of the Group and to express an African

opinion which, I all afraid, is contrary to what has been prr.>posed.

We need not be lured into a side iSBue - whether the situation in South Africa

and the question of assistance for the liberation movement are important to

Africans. '!'he issue is not that.

~Rartheid is a despicable racist value which categorizes its proponents and

practitioners as being among those visited by the animal instincts of trying to

subdue the weak and which also, as has been said very often here, embraces

retrogression of thought and action at its most characteristic and worst.

This is not the issue. We have among us here States that have consistently

told us that they are against apartheid, that the situation in South Africa is a

bad one. But if we look at how each State looks on the situation in southern

Africa in terms of action, we find that most of those important States do not look

at the grave issue there as important enough for us to take action.

The tyranny of the tru~b that we are compelled to face is the ~esponse of many

of these States represented here. There is but one which demonstrates an

unwillingness to place the bloodshed in its proper perspective. '!'hat is why we now

have to face draft resolutions.

The substance of the draft resolution must be Looked into in order to

determine what in fact is important and what is not. If indeed we considered it

important, we should not be sitting here getting ourselves involved in unproductive

and repetitive debate on the wording of paragraphs. We would be taking collective

steps to stop this slur on our credibility as a generation who would do more than

send tranquillizers in the form of resolutions to those valiant peoples whose

values reject the subordination of any race and who ask no more than an opportunity
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to build a viable and united inter-raaial community that they can bequeath to their

children.

It is clear that we must turn to the ~ules of proced~re because if we argue as

to what is important and what is not, we will end up ,'ith a long diatribe in which,

given the various views, we will he wasting our tim6. We must go back to the rUles

of procedure by this Organization operates. It is very clear from rule 83 of the

rules of procedure that decisions on important questions shall be made by a

two-thirds majority of the members present and voting. The rule goes on to define

what it means by important questionsa

"These questions shall includea recanmendations with respect to the

maintenance of international peace and security "... .
I know that opponents ~n the other side, in terms of argument, wo~ld raise the

issue that what is happening in South Africa is a thing that involves international

peace and security. We have tried to make them realize this, and that is why we

ask them to take steps. We have been told that we cannot intervene in the internal

affairs of South Africa, that we must look at what is happening within that

strife-torn country as an internal problem in which people are trying to regUlate

the form of association between different human beings. Now, having held that

position, it would, I would SUbmit, be improper for us to begin to say that in fact

what is happening there is international. There are those outside who are trying

to make it international and at the same time blocking its being international.

But from our point of view, as you, Sir, have quite rightly said, there is a

great differen~e between what is happening in southern Africa - we prefer to say

Azania in this case - and what is happening in Namibia. In the Namibian case,

there are occupation forces holding down peoples, preventing them from exercising

their right of self-determination. And that is why this institution has quite
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rightly held the position t~.4t we should treat it. as an important matter. What is

hap~ning within Azania itself, ca.paratively speaking, and from the point of view

of juridical thou~ht, is quite different.

I would go on with the rest of what the rule enumerates. • ••• the election of

non-permanent members of the Security COUncil· - that does not apply - ·the

election of members of the the Economic and Social Councilw - that does not apply -

Wthe election of members of the Trusteeship Counoil in accordance with

paragraph 1 £ of Article 86 of the CharterW- that does not apply - -the admission

of new Members to the United Nationsw - nor does that - wthe suspension of the

rights and privileges of membership, the expulsion of Members, questions relating

to the operation of the trusteeship system, and budgetary questions w•

Into none of these does the question of apartheid fall. I think the rules of

procedure are very pragmatic. They also provide in rule 85 that if you wish to add

additional categories of questions to be decided by a two-thirds majority you must

make that a question in itself, and in putting that across you must take the

decision by a majority of members present and voting.

Therefore, in spite of precedent - precedant can be wrong - I do not think one

really can depend on precedent estab~lshed on one occasion under special.
circumstances. We know that 1n 1984 a precedent of sorts was created, but in the

particular circumstances that attended the General Assembly.

~sat year, 1985, the issue did not even arise. It was not raised by anyone,

therefore there was no such ruling. But today it is the feeling of the African

Group that if we are going to add this, and make it a definitive decision, it is to

this General Assembly that one must turn for such a decision. And we would ask

that the rules be applied in their proper form, and, in that way we would waste no

more time in the future deciding whether or not we are voting by a two-thirds or a

simple majority.
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I apologize for the length of a1 state_nt, but not for it. content. And!

would propose on behalf of the Africa~ Group that regarding the Pr••ident'.

9uggestion that this must follow the nor..l course of events, the no~l cour.e

here means ~e rules of procedure of. this Organization~

The PRESIDENTI We are, I suppose, all f_iUar with the definition. and

the significance, bOth political and procedural, of this question. ! think the

representative of C8moroon also made the point tha~ we should ~vold a lengthy

debate on this matter beeau.e the rules and the implications are clear.

The representative of ca.eroon read out rule 85. I would propose that without

further ado we take a vote under rule 85, which requires a slaple ..jol:"lty to

decide whether the vote we are to take tonight on the eight draft re.olution. will

require a two-thirds majority or a simple majority. If I hear no .objection, I

shall take it that the Assembly decides to put to the vote the question whethel:" the

eight draft resolutions before us are to be decided on by a s~ple majority or a

two-thirds majority.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT. Those who consider that this is an ~portant question

requiring a two-thirds majority should vote yes, those who favour a simple aajority

should vote no. A recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour. Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, El Salvador, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, .
Honduras, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
Portugal, Spain, united Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Against. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet SOcialist
Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, central African Republic, Chad,
China, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mald1ves,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal,
New Zealand, Nicaragua,! Niger, 1,qigeria, Norway, Oman, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Christopher and Nevis, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu,
Vene~uela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Abstaining. Bolivia, Burma, Cameroon, Cote d'Ivoire, Cyprus, Dominica,
Ecuador, Greece, Ireland, Japan, Liberia, Mexico, Morocco,
pakistan, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa,
Somalia, Thailand, Turkey, Uruguay

The prOposal that a two-thirds majority be required was rejected by 113 votes
to 20, with 21 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT, The General Assembly will now begin the voting process

and take a decision on the various draft resolutions before it.

We turn first to draft reSolution A/4l/L.24 and Corr.l, entitled "The

situation in South Africa and assistance to liberation movements".
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A separate, recorded vote has been requested on t~e words "by the United

States Administration" the second and third in lines of operative paragraph 12 of

the draft resolution. If I hear no objection, we shall proceed accordingly.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Bahrain, Benin, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China, Congo, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao people's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, seychelles,
Solomon Islands, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against. Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Ric~,

C8te d'Ivoire, Denmark, Dominica, Dominican R~puolic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta, Mauritius,
Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Saint
Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, TbgO, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Zaire

Abstaining. Argentina, Barbados, Belize, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burma,
cameroon, central African Republic, Comoros, Cyprus, Egypt,
Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Mali, Mexico,
Nepal, Niger, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Swaziland,
Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uruguay, Venezuela

~prds "by the United States Administration" were retained by 60 votes to
52, with 35 abstentions.*

*Subsequently, the delegation of Bahrain advised the Secretariat that it'had
intended to abstain.
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The PRESIDENTa We shall new vote on draft resolution A/41/L.24 and

Oorr.l a8 a whole.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favoura Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, BahaJllls, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgariar
Burkina Faao, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet ~ialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
China, Colombia, comoros, Q)ngo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominica,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againsta Belgium, France, Germany, Federal RepUblic of, Italy, Luxembourg,
Portugal, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstainim,,: Australia, Austria, Canada, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Denmark,
Finland, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Japan,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Spain, Sweden

Draft resolution A/41/L.24 and Oorr.l, as a whole, was adopted by 130 votes to
8, with 18 abstentions (resolution 41/35 A).
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The PRESIDENT. We turn now to draft resolution A/41/L.25 and Corr.l,

entitled "Comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the racist regime of South

Africa". Separate votes have been requested on parts of this draft resolution. If

I hear no objection, we shalL ~toceed accordingly.

A separate, recorded vote has been requested on the words "and Israel" in the

third and fourth lines of the ninth preambular paragraph.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour.

Against.

Abstaining.

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgarb, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cape Verde, Olina, Comoros, COngo, CUba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait t Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Mf.sldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland,
IQatar, Rwan~a, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia~ Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yuqoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, canada, Chile, COlombia,
COsta Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Denmark, Dominica, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, El Salvador, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamai~a, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Portugal, Saint
Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zaire

Argentina, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Japan,
Lesotho, Mexico, Nepal, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Swaziland,
Thailand, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela

The words "and Israel", were retained by 83 votes to 44, with 21 abstentions.*

*Subsequently, the delegation of Bhutan advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote against. '
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The PRESiDENT, A separate, recorded vote has also been requested on the

words ·of the United States of America, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland and others· in operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/41/L.25

and Corr.l.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour, Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbudaf
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbadosf Belize, Benin, Bulgaria,
Burkina Paso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 30cialist
Republic, China, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democrati" Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicaragua,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Solomon Islands, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Rep'lbH~, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against, Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Canada,
Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Denmark,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Fiji,
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta, Mauritius, Morocco,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Saint Christopher and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa,
Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, zaire

Abstaining, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon, Central African Republic,
Cyprus, Egypt, Equator ial Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, Jamaica,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Mali, Nepal, Niger, Papua New Guinea, Rwanda,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo

The words "of the United States of America, the United Kingdom ef Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and others" were retained by 73 votes to 50, with
23 abstentions.
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The PRESIDENT. I now put to the vote draft. resolution A/41/L.25 and

Corr.l as a whole.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was tak~.

In favouri Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuado~, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic ~public of),
Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Christopher
and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
RepUblic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire~ Zambia, Zimbabwe

~ainst. Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining, Australia, Austria, Botswana, COte d'Ivoire, Fiji, Finland,
Greece, Japan, Lesotho, New Zealand, Samoa, Swaziland, Sweden

Draft resolut~on A/4l/L.25 and Corr.l, as a whole, was adopted by 126 votes to

16, with 13 abstentions (resolution 41/35 B).

•
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The PRESIDENT. We shall now vote on draft resolution A/41/L.26 and

OOrr.l, entitled -Relations between Israel and South Africa-. A recorded vote has

been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour. Afghanistan, Alb&nia, ~lgeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Bra~il, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faao, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socia,ist Republic) cape Verde, Chad, China,
Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, DelllCXlrz\tic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao people's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Rom6~~!a, Rwanda, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,' Somalia, Sri La~ka, Sudan,
Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, ~o, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, united Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, ~ambia, Zimbabwe

~ainst. Australia, Austria, Belgi~, Canada, Costa Rica, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Finlund, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Spain, Sweden, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, united Statee of
America, Zaire

Abstaininjl' Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Burma, Cameroon, Central African
Republic, Chile, COlombia, cate d'Ivoire, Dominica, Equatorial
Guinea, Fiji, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Jamaica, Japan,
Lesotho, Liberia, Nepal, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Saint Vincent
and the Grenadines, Samoa, Swaziland, Uruguay

Draft resolution A/41/L.26 and Corr.l was adopted by 102 votes to 29, with 26

abstentions (resolution 41/35 C).



MLG/ljb A/4l/PV.64
153

The PRESIDENT. We turn now to draft resolution A/4l/L.27, -Programme of

work of the Special COl'llllittee against Apartheid-. A recorded vo::'~ has been

requested.

A recorded vote was tlli2..

In favours Afghanistan, Albauia, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Bcubados, BeliZ8, Benin, f"lutan, B._livia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burk~na Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape
Verde, central Afric~n Republic, O1ad, Chile, China, ColC!lllbia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethicpia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, G~eece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao ',:dol'le's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascat,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint
Christopher' and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, SWaziland, Sweden; Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, TOgo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against. United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of ~~erica

Abstaining. Belgium, c8te d'Ivoire, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, Portugal

Draft resolution A/41/L.27 was adopted by 145 votes to 2, with 10 abstentions

(resolution 41/35 D).
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~he PRESIDENT. We turn now to draft resolution A/4l/L.28, entitled

·Statue of the International Convention against Aparthei~ in Sports". A recorded

vote has been requested.

A r~orded vote was taken.

In favour. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, ~ngola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
China, Colombia, Comoros, COngo, COsta Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Israel, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, M~!awi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicara~~a, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qat~r,

Romania, Rwanda, Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Tbgo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Abstaining. Aus~ralia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Cote d'Ivoire, Denmark,
F.iji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, portugal, Spain, Sweden, united Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Draft resolution A/41/L.28 was adopted by 131 votes to none, with 24

abstentions (resolution 41/35 E).
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The PRESIDENT. The Assembly will now vote on draft resolution ~/4l/L.29,

"Oil embargo against South Africa". A recorded ~ote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei
Darussala.m, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, camoros, Congo, Costa Rica,
CUba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic~ Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic RepUblic of),
Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint
Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia u Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, ~~malia,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab RepUblic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against. France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining. Belgium, Botswana, Canada, Cote d'Iv~ire, Greece, Italy, Japan,
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, Portugal,
Spain, Swaziland

Draft resolution A/41/L.29 was adopted by 136 votes to 5, with 15 abstentions

(resolution 41/35 F).
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The PRBSIDENT. We turn now to draft re80luti.on A/4l/L.30, -United

Rations Trust Fund for South Africa-.

May I tak'l it that the General Assellbly decides to adopt this draft

resolution?

Draft resolution A/4l/L.30 was adoPted (resolution 41/35 G).

The PRBSI~BNT. The Assembly will now vote on draft resolution A/4l/L.3l,

entitled -Concerted international action for the elimination of apartheid-. A

recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
canada, cape Verde, central Africdn Republic, Chad, China,
COlombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmar.k,
Dj ibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic RepUblic, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,.Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, .Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent
~nd the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lar~a, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againstl United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America

Abstainini' COte d'Ivoire, Germany, Federal RepUblic of, Israel, Lesotho,
Malawi
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Draft resolution A/41/L.31 was adopted !'Y 149 vote. to 2, with 5 abstentions
I

iresolution 41/35 H).*

The PRBSI~. I shall "'~ call on repre..ntatives who wish to explain

their votes.

Mr. PERM (B'weden)a 1 have the honour to speak on behalf of the Nordic

countrbsl Denmark, I"inland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden.

'!'he Nordic countries have consistently condemned the .!2!.t~l.\eid policy of the

South African Government as a violation of fundamental human rights and fundamental

freedoms as laid down in the United Nations Charter and the Universal Declaration

of Human Rights. In the view of' the Nordic countries, aertheid also constitutes a

serious threat to international peace and security. Consequently, the Security

COuncil should adopt as soon as possible effective sanctions against SOuth Africa

as a means of achieving the peaceful abolition of apartheid. Mandatory sanctions

adopted by the Security COuncil are the most effective instrument to this end.

*Subsequently, the delegation of Lesotho advised the Secretar iat that· it had
intended to vote in favour~
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(Hr • Perm, SWeden)

In accordance with the existing joint Nordic programme of action against South

Africa, the Nordic countries will further strengthen their efforts to contribute to

the abolition of the apartheid system by peaceful means. 1hey will intensify their

work to achieve decisions as SOO~ as possible on effective sanctions by the

Security Council. Pending 6uch sanctions, the Nordic countries have adopted a wide

range of unilateral measures against apartheid.

1he Nordic countries consequently strongly agree with the main thrust of the

draft resolutions that we have just voted on. However, some of them continue to

raise difficulties wi~~ regard to questions of principle impo~tant to the NOrdic

countries. Let me brief11 describe them.

First, the Nordic countries consider universality a basic principle with

respect to the united Nations organizations, and we cannot, the~efore, accept any

formulation that puts this principle in doubt. I wish to refer, in particular, to

operative paragraph 8 of draft resolution A!C.l/4l/L.25 and COrr.l that has just

been adopted.

Secondly, the need for peacefUl solutions to conflicts is a fundamental

principle enshrined in the very Charter of the united Nations. Therefore, we canot

accept that the United Nations endorses the use of armed struggle.

Thirdly, the Nordic countries deplore the continued practice of selectively

singling out individual countries and groups of countries as responsible for the

policies pursued by the South African Government. This practice - most evident in

the draft resolution on relations between Israel and South Africa - makes it all

the more diffiCUlt to achieve concerted international action in the struggle

against- apartheid.

Fourthly, certain formulations would encroach upon the constitutional £reedoms

and rights of NOrdic citizens and private organizations. This appl!es, in

particular, to certain parts of the International Convention for the Prevention of
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(Hr. Ferm, Sweden)

Apartheid in Sports~ In view of the strict and active policy of the, Nordic

countries against sport contacts with South Africa, the Noraic countries regret

that they cannot fully endorse th~ draft convention.

Fifthly, because of the strict adherence of the Nordic countries to the

provisions of the Charter, we must reserve our position with regard to formulations

which fail to take into account the fact that only the Security Council can adopt

decisions binding on Member States.*

The situation in southern Africa has drastically deteriorated during the past

year. The responsibility for this situation rests with the South African

Government and its policy of apartheid. But the world'community has moral as well

as legal obligations under the Charter of the United Nation~. The international

community should tlrgently increase its economic and humanitarian assistance to the

Southern African Development Co-ordination COnference and to individual countries

and persons that are victims of South Africa's aggressive policy. We must all

voice our strongest condemnation of apartheid, but also strive to agree on

conoerted international action entailing effective concrete steps to achieve

rapidly the abolishment of apartheid.

Mr. FISCHER (Austria). Austria is on record as having consistently

condemned and opposed,the policies of apartheid as a particularly serious violation

of human rights depriving the majority of South Africa's population of their civil

and political rights. We therefore hold the view that the eradication of this

system of institutionalized racial segregation remains one of the most important

challenges confronting the united Nations.

For these reasons, we find ourselves in agreement with the general thrust of

the texts submitted under this item. There are, however, a number of provisions in

the draft resolutions which Austria cannot support.

*Mr. Moushoutas (Cyprus), Vice-President, took the Chair.,
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(Mr. Fischer, Austria)

In particular, Austria has always held the view that the United Nations should

concentrate all its efforts on bringing about political and social change by

peaceful means and therefore cannot support the concept of armed struggle, since we

firmly believe in the resolution of conflicts exclusively by peaceful means. Let

me also reiterate that Austria, as a matter of principle, is against singling out

Member States in General Assembly resolutions, and that this practice, in our view,

does not promote the cause of the oppressed people of South Africa. Furthermore,

we oppose any provision which runs counter to the recognized goal of universal

membership in the United Nations and its specialized agencies. Finally, Austria
.

believes that the General Assembly should respect the prerogatives of the Security

Council with regard to comprehensive, mandatory sanctions.

In the light of these considerations, Austria has co-sponsored L.30 and L.3l.

Furthermore, the Austrian delegation has voted in favour of L.27 and L.29•
.

Although Austria has taken significant measures aimed at severing sports relations

with South Africa, Auscria, for legal reason~, felt obliged to abstain from the

vote on L.28. Moreover, Austria abstained for the vote on L.24 and L.25 and

Corr.l. For the reasons I have stated, Austria had to cast a negative vote on L.26

and Corr.l.

OUr votes on these draft resolutions are meant as an expression of support for

all the efforts deployed to bring democracy to all the people of South Africa.

Mr. ALIANOS (Greece). Before the voting we listened to the

representative of the United Kingdom who, speaking on behalf of the 12 States

members of the European COmmunity, commented on the draft resolutions which, in the

meantime, have been adopted by the General Assembly. We do not want to repeat the

political principles touched upon in the statement of the representative of the

United Kingdom to which my Government subscribes.
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(Hr. Alianos, Greece)

We would like only to refer to draft resolution L.28, on which .y delegation

abstained. However, our abstention ~s not iaply any deviation fro. fundaaental

human rights and basic democratic principles, such as tho principle of

non-discrimination on the basis of race or colour. Those principles permeate the

COnstitution of the Hellenic Republic, as well as the whole structure and

philosophy of Greek society. Besides, Greece, along with the deJIocratic worl~

community, has, as is widely known, repeatedly condemned the abhorrent system of

apartheid, for the eradication of which we will continue to strive unwaveringly.

Our abstention was due only to the fact that certain of the provisions of the

Internation~l Convention against Apartheid in Sports, and in partiCUlar, that

concerning the freedom of movement, are incompatible with our Constitution. Were

those elements not included in the Convention, Greece would have ~ted in favour of

the draft resolution and would have signed the Convention.

Hr. McDONAGH (:i:reland). The procedural motion that we voted upon a short

while ag~ was couched in essentially the same terms as the proceural motion put to

the thirty-ninth sesison of the General Assembly. Ireland abstained from the vote

on that occasion. TOday Ireland has again abstained for precisely the same reasons

as those cited two years ago. that is, that an important issue of substance was

being introduced in the General Assembly for procedural reasons and we did not

consider that we could indicate our positions on the two separate issues involved,

the procedural and the SUbstantive, in )ne positive or one negative vote.

Ireland shares the reservations held in common by the 12 States members of the

European Community, set out by the representative of the United Kingdom. The Irish

Government's condemnation of the policy of apartheid was most recently expressed in

our statement on Friday last: in the general debate on this question. In keeping

with the views set out in that statement, Ireland supported four of the draft

resolutions before us today, two of which we were pleased to SPOlrlSOl'.
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Unfortunately, however, we were unable to support all the draft reeolutions

since they contain some formulations and ideas which are not consistent with the

approach of my GovernMnt to apartheid.

I turn first to the resolutions which Ireland supported. Ireland voted in

favour of draft resolution A/41/L.27, on the programme of work of the Special

COlMlittee against Aeartheid. We strongly support the work of the Special Committee

in pUblicizing the appalling situation in South Africa and in mobilizing the

international cClllU1lunity to repudiate apartheid. Of course, our attitude to the

.recommendations contained in the report of the Special Committee must be understood

in the context of the general policy of my Government on aeartheid, outlined in

this and previous statements.

Ireland voted in favour of draft resolution A/41/L.29, which deals with the

question of an 011 embargo against South Africa. My Government is on record as

having fo,r a number of years now favoured the imposition by the Security COuncil of

a mandatory oil embargo against South Africa.

Ireland was among the sponsors of draft resolutions A/41/L.30, on the United

Nations 'lrust Fund for South Africa, and A/4l/L.3l, on concerted international

action against aeartheid, Which, inter alia, urges the Security Council to consider

the adoption of effective mandatory sanctions against South Africa.

Ireland abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/4l/L.24, on the situation

in South Africa and assistance to liberation movements. My delegation would have

wished to be able to vote in favour of that draft resolution, which contains so

many provisions we support. HOwever, we cannot accept its explicit endorsement of

armed struggle. My delegation has ~de it clear in the past that we do not wish to

see this Assembly endorse violence. Even if we can'understand the growing sense of

hopelessness and bitter frustration from which such violence might spring, my

Government cannot condon~ it.
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Ireland abstained on draft resolution A/4l/L.28, on the status of the

International COnvention against Apartheid in Sports. We would have wished to be

able to support a resolution on that topic. Ireland supports the principle of

non-discriaination in sports. The Irish Government therefore does everything

possible to prevent international sporting contacts between Ireland and South

Africa and refuses to give financial aid to Irish sports organizations which engage

in contacts with South Africa. The Government has also prevented representative

South African teams from taking part in sports caapetitions in Ireland.

Regrettably, however, the International Convention contains a number of provisions

which are incompatible with Ireland's Constitution.

Ireland voted against draft resolution A/4l/L.25, on com~r.ehensive mandatory

sanctions against the racist regime of South Africa. As I indic,'lted in our

statement in the general debate, Ireland supports the application ~r the security

Council of mandatory sanctions against South Africa. We continue to have doubts,

nowever, about the wisdom of calls for comprehensive sanctions at the p,esent

juncture. We believe that the right policy for the international community is onc

of steady and graduated pressure for change through carefully chosen, selective,

graduated sanctions, such sanctiona to be manuatory, that is, properly imposed by

the Security Council and fully implemented by all.

There are also other elements in that text which do not accord with the

apporach of my Government to apartheid. Ireland's commitment to the principle of

universality of international organizations is well known. We believe also that

under a policy of the total isolation of South Africa, as called fo~ . this

resolution, the outside world would have increased diffiCUlty in' continuing .to

monitor the situation of black South Africans. In such circumstances Ireland would

have the gravest fears for their welfare. It is our firm belief that the complet~.
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.evering of all COntacts with South Africa would only have tbe effect of abandoning

black South Africans to the wM.. of the South African authorities, who, without the

reprobation of the international cc.IUnity, would 'be even freer frOll restraints on

their treataent of black South Africans.

As in ~evious years, Ireland voted against the draft resolution on relations

between Israel and SOUth Africa in view of its selective-singling out of one State

Mellber of this Assellbly for condemnation.

Mr. TILLETT (Belize). The Belize delegation supported all draft

resolutions under agenda item 33, RPolicies of apartheid of the Government of South

AfricaR, with the sole exception of draft resolution A/4l/L.26, which deals with

relations between Israel and South Africa, on which we abstained.

We do, however, have some reservations, as follows. The Belize delegation

abstained on the amendment to draft resolution A/41/L.24, on the situation in South

Africa and assistance to liberation movements, because, in our view, singling out

the United States in this context attributes the status of fact to what is an

opinion. While the Belize delegation does not support the policies of constructive

engagement or linkage, the name-ealling in paragraph 12 seems intentional and

unnecessary. While we abstained on the amendment, we support the draft resolution

because it addresses itself to the early abolitio~ of apartheid.

Draft resolution A/4l/L.25 deals with the question of comprehensive and

mandatory sanctions against the racist regime of South Africa. In the ninth

preambular paragraph the words Rand IsraelR do not add any import to the paragraph

and are viewed by the Belize delegation as unnecessary singling out of ~ nation, we

therefore abstained in the separate vote on those words.
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The Belize delegation supported the inclusion of the words ·of the united
i

States of America, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and

others· in operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/41/L.25, becaus~, in our

view, removing them would have rendered the paragraph of little or no effect. MY

delegation believes that the privilege of the veto in the Security Council carries

with it the responsibility of reason, and that it was never the intention of the

drafters of the Charter that the veto would be a tool of powerful States to

paralyze the Security Council. The friendliest of relations exist between Belize

and the United Kingdom and between Belize and the United States, and our position

cannot and should not be interpreted as anything greater than a difference of

opinion between friends.

Draft resolution A/41/L.26, on relations between Israel and South Africa, is

an example of singling out a nation for name-ealling. There are many nations that

have relations with South Africa, yet only one is mentioned in that draft

resolution. My delegation therefore abstained. OUr abstention, however, should

not be interpreted to mean that Belize condones such relations. Belize does not

condone any kind of relations with South Africa that aid and abet apartheid, and

urges all nations that maintain such relations to bring them to a speedy end.

Miss BYRNE (United States of America), We all agree that apartheid

should be abolished and a non-racial, democratic and representative Government

established in South Africa as rapidly as possible. That conviction unites more

delegations in this Hall than perhaps any other political issue debated in the

united Nations. How ironic it is, then, that the means to the common end of

eradicating apartheid should so often be the subject of divisive, vituperat~ve and

futile argumentation.
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The focus of our argumentationeacb year is ~ series of draft resolutions

prepared in the Special co_ittee against Apartheid and pcesented to General

Assellbly for its consideration. 'l'hose draft resolutions, however, do nothing to

help, but rather worsen the situation within South Africa. The Un,ited States seeks

a solution to South Africa's problems, not their intensification. We are for an

end to apartheid, not for measures that increase racial Polarization. We are for a

truly representative Government in South Africa, not for anarchy or the replacement

of ~ne tyranny by another. At the outset, therefore, I must state that my

Government once again finds that it could lend its support to only one of the eight

resolutions before us. Six of the other seven are objectionable and inconsistent

with United States principles and those of the United Nations Charter. On these

the United States was compelled to vote "no·, on one draft resolution the United

States abstained.



EMS/35 .Al41/PV.64
):71

(Miss Byrne, United States)

'!'he resolution on sanctions, for example, was unacceptable for many reasonsl

first, it calls on the Security Council to impelse comprehensive mandatory

sanctions. The United States has stated in the past its clear opposition to such a

move. Governments should remain free to adopt the policies they deem most

effective as we all pursue our common goal of leading South Africa towards free and

democratic government. We do not accept that the Security Council's power to

impose conformity is the correct or appropriate means by Which to harmonize our

policies with those of others in pursuit of this goal. I say this despite the fact

that the United States has adopted more sweeping economic sanctions against South

Africa than have many of the sponsors of this resolution.

Secondly, the resolution condemns the activities of transnational

corporations. It refuses to acknowledge that the South African economy, in which

those corporations play a role, has significantly contributed to weakening the

premises of apartheid and has improved the living standards and skills of many

people otherwise disadvantaged by the apartheid system. Many of the most ardent

and directly-involved opponents of the apartheid system recognize this.

Thirdly, by calling for the exclusion of South Africa from all organizations

within the United Nations system, the resolutin strikes directly at the principle

of universality, a principle that my Government upholds. In some cases such

exclusion would harm the oppressed majority of South Africa as much as the ruling

group.

Lastly, the resolution criticizes my Government and its policies by name. The

United States has repeatedly made clear that such language is flatly unacceptable.

We will not accept name-calling directed against the United States. We shall

automatically and without hesitetion vote against any draft resolution in which it

is retained.
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The United States delegation also did not support the resolution on the

situation in South Africa and. assistance to liberation .c¥e..nts, because it

reaffirms the legitiaacy of ar-.d struggle. On that point, .y Government

completely rejects the contention that it is depriving others of the .,ans the

united States employed to achieve its own independenee. Today's W'<orld, saturated

with sophisticated weapons of all kinds, ls a far cry fro. that of th~ eighteenth

cantury when a man spent a minute to fire a single musket shot. The southern

Afr~can region is charged with conflict in nany quarters. The last thing it needs

is an escalation of armed strife in South Africa, which would easily transfor. the

entire region into a war zone. That could have devastating and lasting

consequences for South Africa's neighbours. I also note that this resolution, like

the one I mentioned before, contains a hostile reference to mr GOver~nt.

As regards the resolution on concerted international action for the

elimination of apartheid, it too calls upon the Security council to adopt nandatory

sanctions. The United State. rejects it for the reasons I mentioned earlier.

Elements of the resolution on the status of the International COnvention

against Apartheid in Sport. run counter to United States law. It iI!I for that

reason that the United States was ca.pelled to abstain.

Moreover, my Govefnment could not support this year's new resolution on an oil

embargo against South ~rica. The 8a1Ie reasons mentioned earUer apply. we c)ppose

the destruction of the businesBes that serve directly the interests of oppressed

South Africans.

Most of the remaining resolutions advocate policies that the United States

cannot support. They single out one or another country for actions c~itted by

many, including by a great nuaber of countries that-~ on the Special COmmittee

against Apartheid. They also allocate funds for projects that in sa-e cas.s

interfere in the internal -affairs of mf country.
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In SUll, the o~ly one of the eight resolutions under consideration that the

United States could vote in favour of was that on the United Nations Trust Pund for

South Africa, a fund to which we contribute because its goals are commendable. It

is,a pity that the underlying philosophy of this resolution, aimed as it is at
q

directly assisting the victtms of apartheid, is not more in evidence in the other

resolutions.

Before closing; I should like to address directly the principles underlying

the question of punitive sanctions. In accordance with ou~ own constitutional

processes, my Government has decided on a mix of pressure and persuasion which we

believe proper for the United States but which may not be suitable for othar Meaber

States. Therefore, we believe that this Organization should not force on all

Members a single formula for coping with the terrible problem of apartheid in South

Africa. Each Member should feel free to adopt those policies which it believes

will contribute the most to a solution of this problem.

In this connection my Government believes that the approach taken by members

of the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development is the appropriate

one. They are united in categorically rejecting apartheid and in seeking to bring

democratic government to South Africa. Nevertheless they have never sought, nor do

they see good reason to seek now, to adopt absolutely identical measures to bring

about these common goals.

Many oppressed South Africans oppose sanctions. Comprehensive sanctions could

result in the loss of hundreds of thousands of jobs in that country, most of them

held by blacks. The limit~d sanctions recently imposed by my Government underscore

the United States commitment to continue striving for a non-violent settle~nt of

the South African problem. Unlike some other countries~ when we pass a law in the

United States we enforce it. President Reagan's Administration will implement in.
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full all the measures contained in the new law, including the civil and criminal

penalt.ies to be imposed on th,?se who seek to circumvent its provisions.

A, policy of sanctions, however, is not an end in itself. Now ~.s the time to

shift attention to political measures ~ which a dialogue can be advanced for the

good of all South Africans.

My Government deeply regrets that the tone and thrust of nearly all the

apartheid resolutions on which we have voted fly in the face of dialogue. By their

nature, these resolutions serve to erect barriers to communication in South Africa

rather than to foster it. If that communication breaks down detJ.nitively, we can

all foresee the terrible consequences for the peoples of the region. Therefore, it

behoves this Assembly to rise to its responsibilities and foster dialogue in South

Africa.

The PRESIDENT. I call next on the representative of Nigeria, who will

speak in his capacity as Chairman of the Sp~oial Commit~ee against Apartheid.

~~. G~ (Nigeria), Chairman of the Special Committee against

Apartheid. As the General Assembly approaches the conclusion of its consideration

of agenda item 33, "POlicies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa, I

should like to express, on behalf of the Special Committee against Apartheid, our

appreciation to the delegations which contributed to the debate. I wish also to

thank those delegations which commended the work of the Special. Committee over the

past year, and those which very kindly addressed appreciative comments to me

personally as its Chairman.

The fight against apartheid is gaining ever greater sup~rt in the

international community. The debate here , .ffirmed, without the shadow of a

doubt, that the United Nations and the international community are determined to
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intensify their efforts to eli~inat. apartheid. It al.o indicated a growing

consensus that coercive measure. must be applied against South Africa to en.ure the

speedy eradication of apartheid.

Let me say that the Special comaitt.e again.t Apartheid is not interested in

polemice. We welcome and appreciate action. by those Govern.-nt. that are

contributing to the struggle agains~ apartheid. If on the other hand we criticize

certain States for theit collaboration wit',l';i,!":th Africa, and in particular .ingle

out Western permanent members of the Security COuncil to urge them not to prevent

the COuncil from adopting effective measures, we are not ~tivated by id~ological

or political considerations, or by any animus. We dO this rather because without

the support of those countries, international efforts to eli.inate apartheid by

peaceful means are severely hampered.

I would, indeed, go further and say that on the basis of the kind of reasoning

we have heard this afternoon, especially in statements in explanation of vote by

certain of those countries, the South African Government might well feel it has

nothing to fear from the United Rations. When those who called for a boycott of

the Moscow Olympic games and who effectively boycotted them turn around and tell

this Assembly that sports are privately organized in their countries, what

conclusion are we supposed to draw when it comes to south Africa? Memorie. are not

that short. Let us, in the interest of the image of this Organization, stop this

idle double-talk and these'multiple standards.
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It ls in the hope ot eliciting th_iractive support that the Special oo..ittee

has called on Japan and the Buropean Bco~ic COIIIIunity tQ reconsider the lbaited

_ ..~t'es adopted recently in order to expand their restrictions on trade and other

econoaic relations with South Africa.

We have aiso cc:.JIended the action of the United States Congreu, and we urge

that the Gov'ern.Wlnt of the United States, along with other Western permanent

_Jlbers of the Seourity Council, agree to the iap;osition of OCIIlprehensive mandatory

sanctions against South Africa.

I listened very carefu11y to the MOst persuasive argument by the

representative of the united States, who spoke a few lIinutes ago, but I am sure

that, like the aajority of Members, we cannot see any other alternative to armed

struggle except the'illple_ntation of cOlllprehensive and mandatory sanctions against

South Africa.

The SPeCial Committee has devoted special attention to the question of the

i~le..ntation of the oil embargo against South Africa. The seminar on an oil

e.bargo, which was held in Oslo, and the separate draft resolution presented on

this subject will provide a good basis for monitoring the supply of oil and

petroleum products to South Africa.

I sincerely hope that the report of the Committee on monitoring the supply and

shipping of oil and petl:olewa products to South Africa which, is required by the

draft resolution on an oil eJ!Ibargo - and which, by the way, will not involve the

United Rations in extra expenditure - will provide a basis for the United Nations

to contribute to the effective monitoring of the oil embargo against South Africa.

Let .. place on record our appreciation to those delef-'ations that have pledged

to incre... the assistance of their Governments to the PeOple of South Africa, to

their liberation mov.ments and to the front-line States•

..
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AIIs:Latance ia need.',l now and _at be increased in view of the esc.lation of

repression by the aeartheid r~iae and ita aggr...ion against independent African

States in southern Africa. Sanctions ahould alwaya be combined with supportive

programmes to enable the Gover~nts of independent African countries to cope with

tremendous taak., auch a. resiating South Africa's aggression and providing shelter

for thousands of refug..a and other peraons displaced as a result of the acts of

aggression, subversion and deatabilbation ca.itted by the apartheid r~i.e.

I urge the General AIIseably to act on the resolutions against apartheid in

suc~ a united manner aa will give unequivocal sUpPOrt to the struggle of the people

of South Africa to.eli.ina~. !f.artheid and liberate Africa from the last vestiges

of coloniali8JI and racia••

The PRESIDENT. W. have heard the 14st speaker ~or this afternoon.

I shall now call on those representatives who wish to speak in exercise of the

right of reply. May I re.ind membera that, in accordanQe with General Assembly

decision 34/401, statements in exercise of the right of reply are limited to 10

minutes for the first intervention and to five minutes for the second, and should

be made by delegations frc. their seats.

Hr. STACIQIOUSE (canada). I all speaking in exercise of the right of reply

at this late hour not in this instance to respond to a particular allegation made

against canada. What I have to say is IDOre in the nature, if you wUl, of a

generic right of reply to sweeping anti-Nestern and in themselves almost generic

all-inclusive remarks that were made by certain Eastern European countries earlier

in this debate.

By way of pertinent example, I take issue with what was stated last Thursday

by the representative of Byelorussia when he accused Western POwers of -all-round

co-operation- with South Afr·ica. The previous day, the representative of the



RR/35, 'A/41/PV.64
178

(Hr. Stackhou.e« CAnada)

"

Ukrain. had .aid ~ch the .... thing. And again on Priday we h.ard the Sovi.t

r.pr...ntativ. echo the r.frain fro. hi. clo.e.t brethr.n who had pr.ceded hi••

!hat .ort of pol••ical broadside adeJa nothing to the quality or the sub.tance

of ~r di.cu••ion. Proaoting divi.ion on thi. is.ue also does nothing positive to

help the people ,of South Africa. All of us are surely of co.-on cause in our total

rejection of apartheid. It flows fro. what we and ..ny other western countries

have said during,thi. debate that, together and individually, we are taking very

effective ....ur•• against the Government of South Africa.

We doubt very auch, in the light of We.tern sanctions, that SOuth Africa would

believe that we.tern ,countries are engaged in all-round co-operation with it.

Neither, obviously, does CAnada. tbr should any lnforll8d and objective member of

this AaseJlbly.

In the open society which exists in Canada and most Western countries,

cc.nents such as those to which we object have another unfortunate result. they

, lead to cynicis. about the United Nations and its valued work in this area. They

a180 detract fro. the public image of those who endlessly reiterate suoh hackneyed

opprobrium at a ti.e when they are devoting so much energy stmply to the

establishment of some .easure of credibility.

In this broad context we were gratified to hear the relevant positive remarks,

inter alia, of the representative of the African National Congress last !hursday

afternoon with respect to Western actions, including those of Canada. We thank

hi., and we offer him as the example.

Mr. OUDOVENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepUblic). Since the remarks

just made by the representative of CAnada contained a reference to the statement of
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~pre..ntativ" of Canada. if in our .tate.nt. we .ay anything aeau.atory, we,

bolst:er it with concrete facts. In our .tatellent before the AaHllbly, for exuple,

it wa...aid thr:-, '15 billion was inve.ted in the South African 800neay by the

United States. That is a fact. We did say that. we ..de no whol••ale accuution•
.

about co-operation between Western countries and South Africa. We .poke of

co-operation between certain Western countries and South Africa. We could talk

about canada, by the way, and cite specific figures and facts about co-operation

between canada and the racist regille of South Africa.

The General Assembly has just adopted a re.olution that refers to co-operation

between a number of Western countries and the racist regille of South Africa. I

would point out that, both in the Special COI'NIlittee against Apartheid, as was just

quite rightly noted by t'.he Chair...n of that ComJIlittee, Mr. Gerba, and in the

General Assembly, we are endeavouring to establish constructive co-operation and to,.
.'

. find m~tually-acceptabledecisions and solutions so that we can put an end to the

shameful system of apartheid as quickly as possible. ~ do that, we must apply

comprehensive mandatory sanctions. The representatives who criticized the

statements of uur representative in the General Assembly should address themselves

to that ...tter. We are talking about the application of Mandatory ca.prehensive

sanctions under Chapter VII of the United Nations Olarter. As ha. just been

emphasized ~ the representative of Nigeria, that is the only way .of bringing about

a peaceful solution of the shameful situation in South Africa, which exist. only aa

a result of the support of a number of Western countries, including canada. I all

not afraid to say that.
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Mr. BTAC!HOUSB(canada). I thank the repre..ntative of the Ukrainian SSR

for hi. contribution to thi. di.cu••ion. However, I wi.h he had elaborated on .c.e

of the fact. he enuaerated, for instance, he could have referred to the '500

ailllon that canada ha. cOBaitted to humanitarian aid in southern Africa over the

next five year.. I wi.h that, in hi. pa••ion for fact., he would parallel that

canadian contribution with one froa the Ukraine that aight equal it, ca.e elo.e to

it, or even begin to ooapare with it. In'addition I wi.h he would note - a. he
.

identitied fact. connected with the aeartheid i ••ue - that it was canada and its

Pr!ae Mini.ter and .poke..an a generation ago that took the lead in the

~~nwealth COnference that led initially to the withdrawal by South Africa from

it~ coa.onwealth ..~r.hip. It has been under the leader.hip of the present

Pri~'Mini.ter of canada along with the leader. of other ca..onwemlth members that

the Co.-onwealth countries bave taken the notable .tand in initiating sanctions

again.t the Governaent of South Africa and it. ~,th.id policie.. Thi. example

ha. been followed bf countries in many other part. of the world .ince canada and

its Commonwealth partners took that po.ition.

There i8 not the 81ightest shred of truth in any allegation that there i8
"

ongoing all-out co-operation between the community of We.tern countrie8 and South

Africa.

,Mr. BBLYAEV (Byeloru88ian Soviet Sociali.t Republic) (interpretation fro•
.

Ru••ian). In connection with the fact that the canadian representativ~ expressed

his di.plea.ure at mr delegation'••tatement, I would .imply sugge.t that the

repre.entative of canada look once again at the report of the United Nations

Coqncil for Namibi~ contained in document A/41/24, Part 1. In that document he

will find very .pecific, and preci.e facta and figure. on co-operation between

We.tern countries and South Africa, and, on which .pecific countries are involved.
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It i8 tho.e c\)Untd~. tOwhichllY delegation referred in it••tate.nt "hen it

..ntionedWe.tern countri...

'l'he PUSIDBHT. 'lbe AaHllbly ha. concluded it. consideration of w:;enda

ite. 33.

'!'he .etins ro. at 8. 55 p•••
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