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AQQ3DA ITEM 109: ACTIVITIES OF FOREIGN ECONaIC AND OTHER INTERESTS WHICH ARE 
IWPEDINO THE IMPLEMENTATICW OF THE DECLARATION ON THE QRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO 
COLaoIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES IN NAMIBIA AND IN ALL OTHER TERRITORIES UVDER 
COLQIIAL DCMINATIa AND EFFORTS TO ELIMINATE COLONIALISM, APARTHEIP AND RACIAL 
DIBCRIWINATIOb0 IN BUJTHERN AFRICA ( oontinuad) (A/43/23 (Part III), 2261 
A/AC,109/935, 943, 946-949, 952 and Corr.1, 954, 955 irnd 960; A/AC.l31/203 and 286) 

1, m. PAIS (Yugoelavia) raid that the positive changes that were taking plsce in 
iatornational relations might hasten the solution of some long-etandiag problems, 
at the core of which wae the denial of the legitimate rights and aspirations of 
colonial peoplec to freedom and independence. Unfortunately, major obstacles stood 
in the wayI ruoh ae the activities of foreign economia and other interests in the 
aolonial Torritoriec, which led to unhampered exploitation of their resources. 
Namibia rtood ae an example of the way in which foreign economic interests could 
frurtrate the yearning of colonial peoples for freedom and independence. In its 
report, Standing Committee II of the United Nations Council for Namibia clearly 
doraribed the coneistsnt pattern of oollueio~ between the tranenational 
aorporationo and South Africa in plundering Namibia’s resources and subjugating its 
people. 

2, For yeafar South Africa had used Namibian territory to perpetrate acts of 
aggrreeion against neighbouring countries and crush their support for the 
legitimate struggle of the Namibian google under the leadership of the South West 
Atria8 People’s Organixation (SWAPO), their sole and authentic representative. 
Thoee dcte of aggression had transformed the whole of southern Africa into a 
da:lgeroue source of international tension. 

3, Yugoelavia, like the rest of the international community, was following with 
interest the progress of the negotiations between Cuba, Angc’a and South Africa, 
with the mediation of the United Statee. The hope wae that tiecurity Council 
rerolution 435 (1976) would finally be implemented. However, pust experience in 
dealing with South Africa indicated that pressure must continue to be brought on 
the Pretoria rdgime until the Namibian people actually exercised their right to 
independence. 

4. Yugoslavia opposed the militarisation of the Non-Self-Qoverning Territories in 
tho Pacific, the Atlantic, the Indian Ocean and the Caribbean as an obstacle to 
self-determination by their peoples and a threat to international peace and 
security. 

5. a. WERNANDEZ (Cuba) observed that despite United Nations resolutions 
and Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia, the South 
Af ricea corpor&ions, allied to the transnational corporations of the United States 
and Western Europe, were continuing to exploit its wealth in minerals, fisheries 
and other resources, to the detriment of the indigenous majority population. The 
illegal occupiers of the Territory were entrenched and the underpinnings of 
aDsrthefd were being strengthened, The Qovernment of South Africa, relying on 



continued aollaboration in the nuclear and military areas by the United State& 
Israel and other Western Powers, had used Nemibiaa eoldiorr as oannon fodder in 

aggreeeive attaaka againet Angola, 

6. However, faced with a collapse of its aggrseeive policy, South Afriaa had been 
obliged to some to the negotiating table. The tslke in whioh Angola, Cuba, South 
Africa and the United State8 were participating, the latter ae mediator, oould lead 
to a politiaal rrolution of the problema in the region and, in gartiaular, to the 
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1979). Cuba trusted that at the 
next reseion it would be poeeible to welcome, as the youngert member of the 
Organisation, a free Namibia, completely in the hande of a mettlesome and nob18 
people. 

7. Yet it wao not only in Namibia that the natural and human reeouroea of LI 
people were under colonial domination. In Puerto Riao, Quam, Yicronecia, the 
Malvinas Islands, Bermuda, St. Helena and other aoloaial Territories, capitalist 
economic intereete, combined with their strategic interrrtr, were hindering the 
people from exercising their right to e8lf-dOt8rminatiOn. Cuba oallod for the 
strict implementation of Qeneral Assembly reeolution 1514 (XV) and reiterated its 
Fupport for the draft raoolutions and decisionm rubmittod by the Spooial Committee 
on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countrirc and Peopler, 

6. Mr. (Morocco) said that, despite all the deoirionr and 
repeated appeal@ by the international community, the Pretoria rigime, with the 
eupport of foreign eoonomio interest6 , wa8 continuing the brawn exploitation of 
the abundant resources of Namibia and the eubjugation of it8 people. Militarily, 
South Africa was feeding tribal discord, recruiting Namibianr by force to fight 
againet the Territory’s liberation forces and using m8rc8nari8r in its inCUrSiOn@ 

into neighbouring countries. 

9. The recent diplomatic activities had helped Me peace procoos in southern 
Africa and probably would facilitate a rapid solution to the queotion of Namibia, 
ae well a6 the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1976). Morocco 
insisted on the need to protect Namibia*8 natural r860urceaI the inalienable 
heritage of its people. However, the Pretoria rigime did not oeom diopossd to 
observe the dictates of international law or world opinion. The international 
community should therefore be alert to any new strategem by South Africa to gain 
time and continue its illegal occupation of the Territory. The Organisation muot 

avail itself nf all the resource8 of the Charter to achieve its objectives. It 
should also adopt further measures against South Africa, such a8 breaking off trade 
relation6 and taking effective disinvestment measures, and preventing indirect 
collaboration through practices such as issuing licences and making arrangements 

with eubsidiariee and local branches) in other worde, the selective sanction6 
imposed 80 far should be supplemented by compraheneive mandatory sanctions. 
Morocco reaffirmed its clear and constant position: it condemned in its entirety 
and it syetematically rejected South Africa’s policy of apartheid and ite illegal 
occupation of Namibia. 
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10. Mr. OKEYQ (Kenya) said that his delegation was watching with interest the 
latest developments in southern Africa, especially as they related to Namibia. 
Although there were those who'maintained that a positive change in the situation in 
Namibia and southern Africa was imminent, South Africa's conduct and its blatant 
breach of the terms or the mandate to administer the Territory did not inspire 
confidence or optimism. The Organieation should take the necessary steps to secure 
the independence of Namibia in accordance with Security Council resolution 
435 (1978). 

11. It was unacceptable that racist South Africa and the transnational 
corporations from industrialized Western countries, particularly those in the 
mining sector, should continue to plunder the Territory's resources, which were the 
inalienable heritage of the Namibian people, in violation of the Charter, the 
relevant General Assembly and Security Council resolutions, Decree No. 1 for the 
Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia, and the advisory opinion of the 
International Court of Justice. 

12. The international community must redouble its efforts to free the peoples 
still suffering under the colonial yoke. On behalf of the people of Kenya, he 
expressed appreciation for the leading role that SWAP0 had played and would 
continue to play in the struggle for the liberation of Namibia. 

13. Mr. LAPITSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that the work of the 
forty-third session of the General Assembly was taking place at a time of major and 
positive changes in the international situation. The recognition that racial and 
colonial methods of domination were inadmissable in the nuclear space age had 
underscored the need to settle international problems peacefully. The spirit of 
the times imposed that need, in an age oriented towards greater democracy in 
international relations. As Mikhail Gorbachev pointed out in his book on 
perestroika and the new political thinking, all peoples had the right to choose 
their own development and determine their own future. 

14. In that respect, his delegation hoped for the success of the current 
four-party negotiations towards a peaceful solution to the problem of southern 
Africa. He urged the Secretary-General to intensify his efforts to bring about the 
implementation of the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia. 
However, one of the main obstacles to the implementation of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples was the activities of 
foreign, economic and other interests tha.t continued to exploit the natural and 
human resources of the Territories. 

15. In Namibia, the last colony on the African continent, forces opposed to the 
logic of historical development were still alive. Western and South African 
transnational corporations were still causing enormous dizznage to the natural 
resources and the inhabitants of that Territory and reaping vast wealth as a result 
of the favourable conditions granted to them. The South African regime and foreign 
economic interests were supporting each other and obstructing the attainment of 
Namibian independence. His delegation had repeatedly stated that it was impossible 

/ . . . 
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to justify the crimea of the m 6y6tem. It could not be transformed, it 
would have to be eliminated. 

16, The sctivities of foreign economic interests alco had consegueaces for other 
Small Territories under colonial domination. It was evident that the adminietering 
Powers did not wish to promote the development of those Territories, but to further 
subordinate them in order to continue investing capital and taking advantage of 
cheap labour. His uountry oalled on all States to sot as mediators and to bring an 
end to activities which were contrary to the interests of the inhabitants of the 
dependent Territories. 

17. The international community was also concerned at South Africa’s mi!.itar,y 

activitiee in southern Africa, eepecislly its military presence in Namibia, wnere 
no lese than 76 of ite military base6 b*ere installed. The dism6ntling of those 
besee dnd the withdrawal of South African troops ~60 eosenti61 in order for Nwnibia 
to 6Chieve its independence and for peace to be established in the region. Tt wea 
evident th6t the increase and modernisation of South Africa’e military might in 
Nsmibie would be impossible without the brO6J milit6ry support provided to the 
e regime by various States and trsnsn6tiox.\sl aorpor6tions. That aid 
constituted a flagrant violatiorr ol’ the arms embarqo against South Af riC6. His 
delegation strongly supported the demsnds for an end to all forma of military 
cc -vration with Pretoria, especially in the nucl.aar sphere, since that was an 
especielly serious threat to intexational peace rnd security. 

18. Despite repeated calls by the United Nations, the colonial Powers were 
continuing their military activities in the Territories under their domination, 66 
seen in the Special Committee’6 reports on Guam, BermUd6, the Virgin Islands and 
Micronesi6. Hi6 delegation coneidered the msinten6nce of those military bases 6nd 
their u6e for military manoeuvres to be activitiee which were incompatible with the 
purpose6 6nd principle6 of the United Nrtione Ch6tt6r 6nd which merited universsl 
condemnation. 

19, Mr. a (Nepal) 66id th6t his cwntry firmly supported the right of the 
peoples of dependent Territories Lo self-determination and independence, Under the 
provisions of the United Nations Charter, it was an obligation of the adminietering 
Powers to promote the welfare and interests of the peoples of the Territories under 
their administration. The natural resource6 of those Territories were the heritage 
oi the inhsbitants. The explaitbtion of those resources by foreign economic 
interests were 6 blow to the aspirations of th’T peoples and a violation of the 
principle6 on which the Organisation was besed. 

20. The negative impacts of foreign economic interests impeding the implementation 
of Qeneral Assembly resolution 1514 (Xv) we.re nowhere more evident than in South 
Africa and Namibia, His delegation strongly condemned the continued exploitation 
of Namibia’s natural re6ource6 by the recist South Aftic6n rigime. The foreign 

economic interests operating in Hsmibia in disregard of the legitimate afipiretions 
of the Namibian people were acting in open defiance of Decree 50. 1 enacted by the 

/ . . . 
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United Nationr Council for Namibia. His delegation urged all aouatrh to 
diaaontiauo all l aonomia, fiaaaaial and trade ao-operation with the raaiet South 
African r&gime. It alro l upportod the aall for all Government6 to take appropriate 
mraouror to rnd their aollaboratioa with the raaiot rbgimr in the exploitation of 
the minoral and marine roaouraoa of Namibia. 

21. Ten yoarr aftor tho adoption of Seaurity Counoil resolution 435 (19781, there 
wan a revival of hope for an and to South Afriaan oaaupation. The recent vieit of 
tha Soorotary-Qonoral to Aagolb and South Afriaa, aa well 80 the ongoing 
guadrigartite talker gromlrrd to c:*ate the neaerrary background for an early and 
full implementation of the VrPited Nation0 plan for Namibian independeaae, 

22. Mr. a (Uaitod Ropublio of Tansania) oaid that it wao regrettable that 20 
yeara after the Ooneral Arrembly had deaided to aaoume direct reoponsibility for 
the Territory of Namibia, it8 people were rtill suffering under the wotat oolonial 
rule. South Afriaa had aonthued to perpetuate itc oppreoeive, exploitative and 
dicariminarory polioier againrt the Namibian people in total defiance of the outcry 
cf both the Nlrmibian poople and the international cornunity, and the Pretoria 
raairt rdgims had ryrtsmatiaally aontiaued to turn the Territory into another: 
banturtan. 

23. The policy of m had boon able to continue unabated owing to the tacit 
rupport South Africa roaeivod from oortain indurtrialired countrier with economic 
iaterertr in the Territory. ?urthermore, the collaboration of tranrnational 
aorporatioar in Namibia wao impodiq the Namibian people’0 right to 
self-determination, There foreign l aonomia aativitiee had reoulted in extreme 
roaial injurtice and untold hardrhip for the majority of the Namibian people, His 
delegation regirtered itr rtrong aondemnation of the contlrrued exploitation of the 
Namibian people’c natioaal heritage against their Lntereote. 

24. Furthermore, South ASriaa had conoietently used Namibia ao the springboard for 
launahing ito dertabilising aotivitieo in the region, eepecially again& Angola, 
The frequent incurrionr into the front-line States and South Afriaa’o eupport to 
the bandit@ of the RRNAMO and WITA in Mozambique and Angola, resgectlvely, were 
yet another manifeotation of the entrenahment of Souttl Africa’s inhuman gyetem of 
m, Conservative ertimateo of the dertruction aaueed by the destabilisation 
policieo of the racict rdgime to ito neighbour@ had been oet at more than 
$20 billion over the laot five year@, not to mention the uncountable human 
cuffering and displacement of refugees. 

25. Hio delegation was following with keen interest the current tripartite 
negotiationa which were aimed at the withdrawal of South African troop6 from Angola 
and at making poreible th@ implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia. 
The United Republic of Tanennia hoped that the South African regime would &ide by 
the letter and opirit of the negotiations and would proceed to the implemcr;‘.rrclon 
of Security Counail rerolution 435 (1978) which, fntet, called for the Lolding 
uf free and fair electiono under the eupervieion of the United Nations. 
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26, Military collaboration encouraged the -a&d rbgime to obetruut 
international efforta aimod at bringAny ha end to South Africrr’o illegal occupation 
of Namibia, Hic delegation urgsd the intornstional community to carugulourly 
observe Security Council reoolution 418 (1977), which oallefl for the impooition of 
an arms embargo against South Africa. 

27. Mr (Bulgaris) said that the Qeneral Arobmbly had repeatedly conir.dbmaod 
the aativitiac of foreign iotorrrtc in thr Non-Self-Oovetning Torritorieo aa au 
obstsals to the political indeprodenae of i~¶igrnour people6 and to their crnjoywent 
of the natural raaouraee in their Territories. Unfortunately, cuah aativitirr 
continued to favour the foreign aorporationo , which made enormous profits, and to 
harm the intorertr of the population, Acoording to United Nation6 statirtior, more 
than 2,000 trancnational corporation6 continued to operate in the dependent 
Territorieo, where they rxploitod the natural and human reeouraoa and repatriated 
huge Profitr to the detrimoat of thr interertc of the local populationc. Capital 
inveotmeats were aonaentrated primarily in the production end prooeesing of raw 
materials. 

28, In Namibia, it wag known that sgproximately 40 per cent of the groer natAr=.lel 
product was neat abroad mad only 10 per cent of all aesoto derived from the work of 
Namibisnc were UO8d for their benefit, The raaiet r6gime of Pretoria had treated 
the Territory virtually a8 itr fifth province and had appropriated agprorimately 
60 per cent of the total land area for the oxclucive uoe of the white minority. 

29. Hi6 delegation 86prrarod concern at thq COntinU8d military aCtiVitie@ of the 
colonial r’ow8re, 2%~ report of the COrnmitt On d8COlOni66tfOn indicated that the 
milit6ry preeence in the colonial and Non-SOlf-OOV8rninQ Territories could 
constitute a major obctaale to the jmplementation of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Ind8pend8nC8 to Colonial Countriee and Peopleo. For many years the 
Qeneral Assembly had Called for an end to such activities and for the dinmantling 
of the elieting military baeea and faailitirc. However, the colonial Powrrc had 
continued to dieregard the explicit will of the internstionel community. 

30. Mr. N,. U. D (Bangladesh) oaid that it wa6 ironic that even after the 
adoption of Qensral Aeoembly resolution 1514 (XV), debate continued on 
decolonis6tion in Nsmibia and other TertitOri8Ii under colonial domination, On the 
threshold of the twenty-firot century, the legrrciee of colonialism lingered on) the 
most glaring enample of that wao Namibia, which was still under the illegal 
occupation of Pretoria, The systematic exploitation of N6mibia’s natural r86ourc86 
wae the result of close collaboration between the South African rigime and 
tranenational corporation6 operating in the Territory and impedail the realisation 
of the legitimate aspirations of the N6mibianf in violation of international law 
and all relevant United Nation6 resolutions. Tranonational corporation6 
collaborated with South Africa in its illegal occupation of Namibia by paying 
t6ne6, providing fuel and other eupplies for the occupation forces and directly 
helping the Pretoria r6gime to violate international law and defy the international 
institution6 seeking self-determinatfun axed independence for Namibia. 
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31, Sangladesh strongly aondemned the aativitiss of tlw foreign eoonomia intcrrests 
that WQ~O Qsploitiag the natural and human rQeOuroeO of Namibia, inOlUding its 
marine resouroea and its uranium dopoclts, and rugportal the payment of 
oompenration to an indrgendeat Namibia for the Qoonomio lorsrs it had QuffQred. 
His ilovernment also oondemnrd there aountrier and tramnational oorgoratione that 
OUppliOd the raoirt rigime with teahnologioal assistanoo, in particular in the 
nuoloar field, whiah l nhanaed Prrtorio’r pOlitiOa1 strength and eoonomia reoistanoe. 

33. Hir delegation welaomed the rsoent initiativrr taken in QOUthOrn Afrioa to 
pave the way for a pO8aiblO implementation of the United Nations Plan for Namibia. 
It should, howover, be rdoallrd that South Afrloa’a attitude towardo the United 
Nation0 in reogeat of Namibia’s liberation had at every turn been one of oontempt, 
duplioity, bad faith and intranaigenae. Pretoria murt not bQ allowed to UBO 
ertraneouc icruoo to elude the contra1 guortion of the Namibiaa pe0p10’0 right to 
@elf-drturmination and indepondenoe, Bangladoah hopod that South Afrioa would live 
up to the lmttclr and rpirit of the tripartite agreomrnt and would proored to 
implement 8oourity Counail resolution 435 (1978) on thr indop@ndenoe of Namibia. 

33. Mr-M (Mongolia) raid that, 1ikQ thQ ovrrwholming majority of fhates, 
Mongolia oondomned the eoonomio, finonoial and other aotivitier being carried out 
by foreign interests in oolonial Territoriec, broauro they dQpriVed the indigQnous 
populatione of their right to thQir oountries’ reaouroelr inoluding the right to 
Own thQ land, The advereQ oonoequenorr of foreign roonomia aativitiee were 
partioularly glaring in Namibia, whom South Afrioa and other eoonomio interest6 
continued thair pillago of the natural rbaouraoa of the Territory. That had 104 to 
a eituation in which the Namibian economy was totally degrndrnt on the nerds of 
foreign aapital, in particular from South Afrioa, and was geared primarily to 
exporting raw materials. 

34. There were no rerttictionr on thQ eoonomio aotivitier Qf foreign intQreQt8 in 
Namibia, whiah were oonduoted with thQ oomglioity of the oooupyiag rigime and 
transnational oorporationo, The abatthaid rdgimr offered favourable conditions to 
those enterpriser Qo that they could reap huge profits by plundering Namibia’8 
eoonomto reoouroe6. In ;aturn, thQ transnational oorporationo supported the 
illQga1 ocoupation of Namibia by South Africa. 

35, Ths military aotivitiee in Namibia an8 in other colonial TQrritorieQ were 8 
threat to peace and security, in partioular thQ nuclear-weapons teeting in the 
Territories of the Paaifio Ocean, which jeopardised peaoe in that region and 
constituted a violation of the principles of the Chartsr. The uninterrupted 
military precenor of imperialict Power@ on the ieland of DiQgo Oarcia and in the 
Peteian Qulf was also a oauQe for deep concetrnr 

36. The poeitivs change0 currently taking placQ in thr world had created a 
favourable climate for settling international problema, including the elimination 
of colonial anaohroniQme* Mongolia had been following with intereet the talks 
between Cuba, Angola, the United States and South Africa on thQ granting of 
indepQndenCe to Namibia in accordance with Security Council resolution 435 (1978). 

/ . . . 
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It was to br hog03 that those talks would lmad to aa agrosment on a ooagrehsn.sive 
and definitive settlement of the Namfbiaa problem and that an end would he put to 
the aativitirs of foreign roonomia aud other intorrsts exploiting Namibia’s 
fe10Ur0.s. 

37. Mr.- (Nioaragua) said that his dolegation was participating in the 
dobate on agenda item 109 boaauso it woe opgosod as a matter of prinaiple to the 
abhorrent system of m and ranial disorimination in southern Afrioa, as well 
as to all aativities of foroiga l aoaomia aad other intoroots whiah were impeding 
the implementation of the Dsalaratioa on the Qrantirrg of Xndrgendenoe to Colonial 
Countries and Peogles, Tim deaoloaisation prooess irad still not been concluded 
despite all the claims made to that offeat, Thr most shameful example of that 
reality was the situation that existed in southern Afrioa, where the Territory of 
Nsmibis continued to be illoqally oooupiod by the odious Prrtoria rbgime. There 
was no doubt that if the Powers allied to the m rbgime withdrew the support 
that thoy had been giving it for ysarsr an independent Namibia would now be 
partiaigating in the disaussioas of the Fourth Committee and firmly sugeorting the 
ctru$gle of other peoples that wore still suffering the ooneeguences of colonialism, 

30. The part played by Westrra transnational aorporatioas in South Africa and 
Nsmibia was wsll known, Not only wore Namibia’s natural resouroes being plundered 
in flagrant violation of Dsareo No, 1, but itr human rosouraes were also being 
eXplOited without respite. Niaaragua had always OUppOrtOd and would continue to 
ougport the imposition of aomk~rshonsivr and mandatory sanations against Pretoria 
under Chapter VII of the Charter, His delegation notod with satisfaction the 
holding of guadripartite talks. It was to be hoped that they would lead to the 
longed-for indepeadenae of Nsmibia aad that South Afriaa would cease Its aggression 
against Angola. It was, howsvor, noaessary for the international conununity to 
continue to bring pressure to bear upon Pretoria in order to prevent that regime 
from reversing its steps , as it had dono in the past. 

39. In addition to the situation in southern Afriaa, there were other Territories 
where the activities of foreign, politiaal, rconomia and military intsssts 
continued to hinder those Territories in obtaining their full independence. That 
was the case in Latin Amerias with regard to the island of Puerto Rico, which had 
been converted into an international centre for training mercenaries and holding 
military manoeuvres for rshearsing invasions. A similar case was that of the 
Malvinas Islands where, in Marah 1998, British military manoeuvres had been held 
which, in addition to unnecessarily warsening the tension in the region constituted 
a blatant attempt to perpetuate colonial rule there. 

40. m. sl,WlUW (Lao People’s Democratic Republic) said that the Pretoria regime 
and its Western supporters continued to disregard Qeneral Assembly resolutions 
2621 (rcxV) and 42/74, which called upon Oovernmsnts to take measures to put an end 
to activities detrimental to the interests of the inhabitants of the colonial 
Territories. The Lao Psople’s Democratic Republic , which had gone through the 
bitter experience of being deprived of independence, supported the cause of the 
Nsmibian and other African peoples, which were waging a heroic struggle to 
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oliminrto the vertiges of aolonialism, raairm and m, Thr, deao:oniaation of 
hnibia had net been effeated because South Afriaaa and traarnational corporations 
had formod an allianae to exploit Namibia’r natural reaouraea in disrogasd of loos1 
development and the need to improve the ooaio-eaoaomia aoaditionr of the 
Tmritory. Aware of the powerful proteatioa afforded it by aortain foreign 
aountrier that rupportod itc poliay and blocked the imglemontation of ranations 
again& South Afriaa, Pretoria had aonsolidated the m rbgime and ite 

aoloaial domination aud had intonrified tha p]Lundoring and draining of Nsmibia’s 
human aad natural reeouraee. l&en more serious wao the increased South Afriaaa 
military preoenae in the Territory, whioh etrengtheaed tha illegal oaaupation and 
enabled Pretoria to attaak neighbouring Statec, The international aonununity 
aondemned suah aollaboration and aotivitiea, whiah threatsnod international praao 
and seaurity and aonstituted an obotaale to the granting of independence to Namibie. 

41. Other Territorier, ruoh ar Wiaronoria, alro aontinued to cuffer the 
aonsequenasr of the foreign eoonomia and military aativitier of the administering 
Powerr. The eetablirhment of military barer had rerulted in l ignifiaant 
demographia ahangec and had woakoned the eonao of national identity in thooe 
Territoriec, Hir Qovernment rtrongly aondomned all thorr aativitier and hoped that 
that obrtaale would be removed in order to l nmuro tha full implemrntation of the 
Denlaratioa on the Qranting of Indopendonae to Colonial Countrier and Peoglex. He 
hoped that the selfish aolonialirt mentality would abase no that all peoples would 
be able to enjoy liberty, equal rightr and human dignity. 

42. Yr. (Demoaratia Yemen) l aid that the aativitior of foreign l aonomia, 
military and other interertr in the #on-Self-Qovrrning Territories were having 
adveree effoatr on the pooglrr of there Territorior and violated the Prinaipleo of 
the Charter and of international law. Varlour Qearral Awombly rorolutiono, 
including there on the quo&ion adopted at the forty-reoond xoexion, urged States 
to take mearurrr to guarantee the riqhtr of the googler in the Territoriee aud to 
enable them to live in goaae. The adminirtsring Powore’ milifary grerenoe in the 
Territorieo must not be an obctaalr to the right of self-determination and 
independenoe, and the Territorier chould not serve a6 storehouoeo for nuclear arms. 

43. It would be uoeful to know what meaaurea the adminictering Powers had taken to 
comply with the relevant reoolutionot what had been done to put an end to the 
aotivities of the interetate whiah were impeding the implementation of the 
Declaration on deaolonirationt what had been done to dismantle military 
inotallationor ond what had been done to enable the colonial pe~gle~ to accede to 
independence. Nothing had been done 60 far, as indiaated by the inclueion of the 
item under consideration in the agenda for 60 many yearc, 

44. Statec with intereoto in the Territories under colonial domination, such au 
South Afria,a, continued to deny cubjugated peoples their righta. The transnational 
corporation6 continued to plunder the Territories’ natural rexourcex, preventing 
the indigenouc populationo from exerciring their rights. For example, the Namibian 
People lived in grossly unjust conditiono imgoced by the racist Pretoria regime, 
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whioh denisd Namibians political and eooaomio rights in their own oountry. Some 
Western oountrire and Ioraal aoatinued to maintain trade and politioel relationa 
with the m riSgims, in defianoe of the international carnmunity’s appeal, se\. 
forth in the relevant Unitrd lationc reeolutionc, to isolate the raoict regime of 
South AC rioa, The ctrengthoaing of relations between llouth Afrioa and Israel in 
the military and nuclear apheree wao a matter of great oonoern, shoe it threatenod 
the stability of the Afrioan and Arab peoplee, 

45. Demooratia Yemen oalled for the implementation of immediate and offeotive 
meaaureu to gut an end to the relations between the raaict rdgim&o of South Africa 
and Ilsrael, and aalled upon Btateo whioh marintained relation& with the Pretoria 
rdgime to rupport the international aonmuaity’o appeal and to break off relationa 
with South Afriaa, cinae that was the only effective way for the South African and 
Namibian peoples to aohieve indepeadenoe, freedom and eoonomio and soaial progress* 

46. Mr. (Togo) caid that hie Quvernment wiehed onoe again to denounoe tho 
actSvitiee of foreign eaonomia, military and strategic intereeto, whose magnitude 
and pereistenoe impeded and prohibited unreatrioted implementation of the 
Deolaration. In the eaonomio sphere, the exploitation of oolonial Terrltorieo and 
the reduotion of their populations to olavery remained the general rule wherever 
oolonialiem still otisted. Namibia wae the moat outrageous aase, That Territory, 
which wau being illegally ooaupied by the raoiet regime c.? South Africa, in 
disregard of the international uonmunity’c unanimouc oonds..sation, of the Charter 
and of the relevant Qenervl Aarembly reoolutions - was being robbed of ite natural 
rexowc!ex by South Afriaan, Wootern European and North American aompeniee xnd 
financial institutionr, The latter were drawn to Namibia beaaure of the enormous 
profits which could be obtained, owing to the fact that Pretoria had eotabliohed 
the heinous agat.t,’ d regime in the Territory, thuo encuring abundant, cheap slave 
labour. The minrng oompanies were engaging in unrectrictsd groopeation for and 
mining and exportation of Namibia’0 reaouroes. Over 1,000 multinational 
corporatione were plundering Namibian natural resouroee. The banko were inveetitlg 
in the Territory and tranoferring their profito to the mother oountriee. For every 
dollar iaveeted in Namibia in the 19700, $4.3 had been repatriated. In the 
military sphere, some Power@ aontinued to oonoider South Africa a otrategia ally 
and extended to it their military and nuolear ao-operation, thus enabling the 
e regime to intimidate oovereign State6 in the region and to thretten 
international peace and oeaurity. 

17, Togo believed that, in cgite of the efforts of the racist minority in South 
Africa, Namibia, like the other Territoriee end peoples under colonial domination, 
would accede to independence, Pretoria’s vast machinery of repreesion had been 
unable to weaken either the spirit of the Namibian people in their struggle for 
freedom or the determination of the black South African majority to free itself 
from the yoke of m. Togo, which was committed to the inviolable principle 
of human righte, would continue to oupport all peoples etruggling for their freedom 
in order to achieve peace and justice in the world. 

/ . . l 
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40, @.BRI8Mt (Nigeria) oaid that the aativities of foreign eaonomia and other 
intereoto in the Non-Self-Governing Territories, engaged in an incatiable quest for 
huge profitc adversely affected the oreraise of the right of celf-determination and 
indegendenoe of the peoples of the Territories, einae they dictorted the indigenous 
economies and integrated them into those of the adminirtering Powers, thuc impeding 
freebom~ The view had been expressed that euah aativitier were not inherently 
negative, end that foreign inveetment aould promote the welfare of aolonial 
peogleo . However, it wae for the pogulrtions oonaerned to deaide, onae they had 
attained their inalienable right to indegendenae , whether euah intereete should 

, play a role in their economies. 

49. Nigeria wao aoaaerned about the imgoveriehment and mindless exploitation of 
the Non-Self-Qoverning Territorieo resulting from the plunder of their human and 
natural remouruea by foreign intereetc in collaboration with the adminiotering 
Powera, In the largest aoloniea, foreign capital wac conaentrated in mining, 
agriaulture and firhing, while in the small icland Territorier, it wao being 
invected in tourirm and fiaanaial eervioea, The developneat of local ekillo and 
integration of the various seotors of the local eaonomy were being completely 
negleated. The Territorier nerved only (LB eouroes of raw material0 for the 
administering Powero and ae a market for goods manufaatured in the mother 
aouatriee, thur ertablirhing a aentro-patighery model in international economic 
relationa, whiah enaauraged politiaal manipulation, aultural alienation and soaial 
anomy in the Territorieo. Some of the Territories had been aonverted into centre@ 
for money laundering, gambling and drug traffiaking. Moreover, Nigeria wiohed to 
draw the Committee’r attention to the possibility that the dependent Territoriee 
ware oearetly being ured a8 dumps for torria and radioactive inductrial waMiea, an 
had ocaurred in Afriaa and in other developing aountriea, which was why it was 
neaersary to monitor ruch activitiee, 

SO. Foreign interest8 had hindered the implementation of General Aeoemblg 
resolution 1514 (XV) in Nemibia more than in other Territoriee. Namfbian resources 
were being plundered by tranonational aorgoratione with South Africa’6 
co-operation. The gartiaipation of euch corporation6 not only rustained and 
nurtured the m rdgime but aleo eerverl ao the baefo for the illegal 
occupation of the Territory. Namibia’8 mineral wealth wao being plundered without 
any reinvestment in the country’e economy, in blatant violation of Dearee No. 1 for 
the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia. The eotablishment of the 
~ syotem in the Territory had ensured the making of windfall profits 
through the exploitation of abundant, cheap manpower. Most of the companiee which 
hsd allegedly dieinvested from South Africa and Namibia were resorting to other 
types of participation, with a view to perpetuating their preeence in the economies 
of those countries. 

51, Nigeria recognised that nearly all Stats6 had implemented political, economic, 
diplomatic and moral meaouree against the racist rigime, and believed that change 
in southern Africa could be expedited if all those meaauree were harmonised and 
generalised in the form of comgrehensive, mandatory and universal sanctions, with a 
view to forcing the Pretoria rdgime to relinquish ite pernicious domination over 
Namibia and to eliminate e in South Africa. 
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52. tk_UUUA (Morambique), expressing ooncern at the situation in southern 
Afxiaa, said that colonialiom persioted and was both a eourae of violence and 
COnfliot and a serious obstacle to peace and inBegendsncel The illegal ooaupation 
of Namibia by South Africa, the ooatinuous exploitation and plundering of Namibia’s 
natural re(louraee, aad South Africa’s denial of the right to independence to the 
Namibian people wore a clear indication of m’s nature. However, it would 
be impossible to eliminate raaism, racial discrimination and m as long as 
aomb countries aontinued to give eaonomic and military support to the m 
r&((ime, which already posseeeed nualear capability. Neverthelees, such current 
peaoe initiatives aa the talks between Angola, Cuba and South Africa, .with the 
United State@ ae mediator, and the Secretary-Qeneral’e recent effort6 to implement 
Security Council reeolution 435 (1978) were a response to the aspirations of the 
region and of the world, In addition to those promising initiatives, there were 
other equally important one8, such as those concerning Western Sahara and East 
Timor. 

REQUESTS FOR HEARINQS (Eantinued ) (AK.414317 end Add.1) 

53. Tha raid that the Committee had before it two communications 
aontalnrd in doauments A/C,4/43/7 and Add.1 requesting hearings concerning the 
question of Namibia. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee 
decided to grant thoce requeots, 

SS. The.. informed the Committee that he had received two communications 
containing requeeto for hearings concerning Western Sahara, under agenda item 18, 
and conaerning Namibia, under agenda item 29. In accordanae with the usual 
practice, the communicationa would be circulated as Committee documents for 
oonsideration at a ouboeguent meeting. 


