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The weeting was called to order at 4.25 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The sgenda was adopted.
THE SITUATION IN SOUTHERN AFRICA

LETTER DATED 21 MAY 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF SENEGAL TO THE

UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED T0 THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL REQUESTING

“AN URGENT MEETING OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL IN ORDER TO CONSIDER SOUTH AFRiCA'S

AGGRESSION AGAINST BOTSWANA, 2ZAMBIA AND ZIMBABWE®" (S/18072)

The PRESIDENT: In accordance with decisions taken by the Council at

previous meetings on this item, I invite the representative of Senegal to take a
place at the Council table; I invite the representative of zZambia to take a place
at the Council table; I invite the representatives of Argentina, Botswana, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, India, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriys,
South Africa and the United Republic of Tanzania to take the places reserved for

them at the side of the Council Chamber.

At the invitation of the Pregsident, Mr. Sarré (Seneqal) and Mr. Ngo (Zambia)

took places at the Council table; Mr Mufiiz (Argentina), Mr. Legwaila (Botswana),

Mr, Oramas Oliva (Cuba) , Mr, Cesar (Czechoslovakia), Mr, Ott (German Democratic

Republic), Mr. Xrishnan (India), Mr. Treiki (L.ibyan Arab Jamahiriya),

Mr, von Schirnding {South Africa] and Mr, Chagula {United Republic of Tanzania)

took the places reserved for them at the aide of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform members of the Council that I
have received letters from the repre.iuntatives of the Islamic Republic of Iram, the
Syrian Arab Republic and Zimbabwe in which they recuest to be invited to
participate in the discussion of the item on the Council's agenda. In accordance
with the vsual practice, I propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite

those representatives to participate in the discussion, without the right to vote,



BR8/no 8/PV.2686
3-5

{The President)
in conforaity with the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the
Council's provisional rules of procedure. There being no cbjection, it is 8o
decided. '
At the invitation of the President, Mr. Rajaie-Rhorassani (Islamic Republic of
Iran), Mr. Al-Atassi (Syrian Arab Raepublic) and M. Mudenge (Zimbabwe) took the

places raservad for them at the side of the Council Chamber.
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The PRESIDENT: The Security Council will now resume consideration of the
item on the agenda.

Mr. de REMOULARIA (France) (interpraetation from Prench): Mr. President,

may I first of all say, as have my colleagues, how very pleased my delegation is to
see you presiding over the Council. Since you have joined us feelings of the most
cordial friendship have developed which reflect the excellent relations that exist
between vour country and mine. I hope and I am convinced that your presidency will
be most successful.

I shall not refer in detail to the events which led to the present series of
meetings of the Security Council. Once again South Africa has used armed force to
launch attacks against the territory of its neighbours, After Angola, it was
Botswana and Lesotho in 1985; now it i{s Zambia, Zimbabwe and once more Botswana
that are victims of that aggressive policy.

A8 soon as it learnad of these incursions by South African armed forces
against sovereign countries, the Prench Government condemned them most firmly. Our
embassy in Pretoria was instructed to convey that firm condemnation to the
Governnment of South Africa and to lodge a strong protest against military actions
that endanger the peace and stability of the region.

I extend my Government's sympathy to the Governments of those three countries
and its condolences to the victims and their families.

The attacks of 19 May on targets in the capitals of three countries of
southern Africa demonstrate the level of sarious tension and danger that the
situation in South Africa and in the region has reached.

These wmilitary actions have taken place at a time when South Africa's
neighbouring countries are demonstrating great moderation in their relations with
the Pretoria Government. Those countries are facing with dignity and generosity
the problems posed by the growing flood of refugees fleeing the tension and

violence within South Africa,
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The policy of dgartheid of the Governament of South Africa constitutes the very
cause of the troubles afflicting that country and the region as a whole. France
has spared no effort, as the Council is aware, to induca the South African
Government to put an end to that policy. The Prench delegation is firmly convinced
that armed action by South Africa beyond its borders can in no way resolve the
problems of southern Africa. It is above all important to dismantle apartheid
through dialogue and negotiation.

Efforts to create the conditions for that dialogue were under way in the
region when the attacks took place. My delegation can only hope that those efforts
will continue and that they will make poseible a pesceful transition by South
Africa towards a democratic, non-racial régime.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of FPrance for the very kind
words he addressed to me.

Mr. RABETAPIRA (Madagascar) (interpretation from Prench): In
congratulating you, Sir, on your aasumption of the presidency of the Council, I
cennot fail to refer to the special ties that exist between our two pecples and
Governments, which are characterized by the similarity of positions and the close
co~operation of our two delegations. 1 have known you personally for & long time
nov and, at the risk of offending your irberent modesty, I amust pay a tribute to
your foresightedness, sense of moderation and negotiating talents, as well as to
your persistence and courage. Uur delegation 18 very pleased to see you prasiding
over the Council.

I am told that last month - and I am sorry that I was not here - was a very
busy and trying one in many ways and that the Permanent Representative of France,
Mr. Claude de Kemoularia, gquided the proceedings of the Council with his customary
akill, vivacity, sensitivity and courtesy, On behalf of my de:egation, I should

like to express to him our gratitude and our particular appreciation,



JSM/gnr 8/vV,2686
8~10

(Mr. Rabetafika, Madagascar)

The Permanent Representative of Senegal, on behalf of the current Chairman of
the Organization of African Unity (OAU), has recuested that during the present
emergency meetings the Council should consider the South African acts of aggression
on 19 May against Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe. The facts are clear., Full
responsibility has been claimed by the authorities of the racist régime and we feel
that it is no longer necessary to determine whether these were or were rnot acts of
aggression. If doubts persist, suffice it to refer to the definition of aggression
and to recall the firm and unequivocal condemnations of those that sometimes plead
mitigating circumstances for the banefit of the racist réagime. The unaninous
condemnation by international public opinion should be stressed, for this is
already a form of isolation which some would like to gpare the racist régime.

As for the justifications put forward by Pretoria, it is very casy to refute
them one by one. Attempts have been made to put these acts of aggression witiin
the framework of the struggle againet international terzorism. We shall not deal
here wiéﬁ our.ditfe:ences concerning the definition of this phenomencm, but will
merely recall that the United Nations has discussed this for years now without
being able to achieve a consensus. Two things come to mind., fThose among us who,
in the light of the present political environment, could have backed the South

African hypothesis, rejected it from the very outset.
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Thus they recognized that the African National Congress of South Africa (ANC) is
not a terrorist organization and that by supporting its action Botswana, Zambia and
Zimbabwe are not guilty of any crime. Secondly, it is morally and politically
unacceptable that a régime that is quilty of terrorism against the African majority
of the country - 1,600 dead in 20 months - and against neighbouring States should
claim participation of any kind in the struggle against international terrorism.
Then shame no longer exists and nonsense reigns supreme.

Mention has also been made of the facilities made available to the ANC,
facilities which would not have existed if, following the Sharpeville massacre,
that organization had not been banned from South Africa. In any case, no proof has
been given us that those facilities - a villa, a two-room office, a refugee camp -
wore used by the ANC to launch armed attacks against the racist régime. It was
also stated that the arms and ammunition “found® in South Africa could have come
only from the north and therefore it was necessary to block that route by attacking
a capital city more than 500 kilometres from the South African border.

Who could possibly beliave that a police régime, so concerned about its
so-called security could not have seized those weapons at the border? As for the
argument of self-defence, we reject it, for we have already had occasion to stress
that defence of territory takes place within borders and not by means of
adventurist expeditions.

1 do not wish to take up too much of the Council's time. We understand what
is at stake; we cannot shirk our duty to condemn the racist régime of South Africa
for the recent acts of aggression against Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe and at the
same time to reaffirm our solidarity with those countries. We must then draw the

necessary conclusions from that condemnation, basing ourselves primarily on our

Charter,
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The South African régime has been condemned by the Council on numerous
occasions and for the most valid reasons. It has many times been found guilty of
acts of aggressior committed against neighbouring States. It has not fuliflled its
obligations under the Charter, and it has consistently violated the principles of
the Charter. Therefore, Article 6 is applicable to it. It may be said it is not
the expulsion of South Africa that is on the Council's agenda, but South Africa‘'s
acts of aggression against three Member States. That must be admitted, but we nust
recognize that the matter wer are considering at the present time falls precisely
within the ambit of Article 39, We made recommendations regarding the measures to
be taken by States, individually and voluntarily, following an earlier act of
aggression by South Africa. The time has therefore come to decide what measures
will be taken in accordance with Article 41.

Positions regarding the isolation of South Africa's régime and the sanctions
to be applied to it are well known. We do not want, at this stage, to prejudge the
reactions of any party, but we should like to make it clear that it is the Pretoria
régime that has itself chosen isolation and, by its unacceptable actions, drawn
upon itself the sanctions of the international community. Moreover, in our
statements we have all expressed our concern regarding the security of southern
Africa and the negative repercussions of regional instability on international
peace and security. We are all agreed that the system of apartheid must be in one
way r another dismantled. We all hope that Namibia will accede to true
independence.

We believe that this unanimity, if sincere, should be evident when we deal
with the question of depriving the South African régime of the means of
perpetuating apartheid, promoting regional hegemony in the service of apartheid or

depriving peoples of their rights in the name of apactheid. 1If the Pretoria régime
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is strengthened in its belief that it can act with impunity, we too will be
responsible for the systematic use of generalized violence, and negotiated,
peaceful solutions will become a fond memory - in other words, the Council will
have failed in its collective task of maintaining international peace and security.
The PRESIDENT: 1 thank the representative of Madagascar for the very

kind words he addressed to me.

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): Mr. President, your abilities are

well known, not only to the members of the Council and to myself personally, but
also to a very large number of my compatriots. You represent yom;' Government with
force, clarity and eloguence. Your country, Ghana, and the United Kingdom have
many and exceptionally close ties. For all these reasons, Sir, it is a pleasure
for me to welcome you and congratulate you on your assumption of the presidency.

Your predecessor, my friend the Ambassador of France, performed brilliantly in
a geries of rather unusually 3ifficult circumstances in the month of April. This
was no more than we expected. We have all come to appreciate the individual
qualities of each member of the Council and it is a happy arrangement that the
presidency should rotate monthly. It gives us all a better appreciation of the
importance of impartiality and fairness.

1 come to a sad subject. My country, Britain, shares the outrage of our
Commonwealth partners in Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe at the attacks carried out
within their countries by the South African Defence Forces. In the words of my
Prime Minister, we totally and utterly condemn those raids. We have expressed to
ocur Commonwoalth friends not merely ¥ bt

Sur Sympaihy We have atand hy

them, we have been active in our help to them, we shall continue to stand by them.
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Let South Africa be in no doubt of this. Lst South Africa understand that we have

never countenanced and shall never countenance cross-border violations and South
Africa‘'s illegitimate use of force against its neighbours. The recent threats to

renew such attacks are totally unacceptable to my Government.

These attacks have been condemned in the United Kingdom and throughout the

international community. Acts such as these can only deepen South Africa‘'s

isolation. They are tragical.y contrary to the long-term interests of all - I

repeat, all - South Africans.
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How can anyone show understanding of an attack, for example, against a refugee
camp in Zambia which is adminigtered by the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugewes? How can anyone show understanding of yet another raid on Botswana, a
country which poses no conceivable threast to South Africa and indeed maintains
minimal armed forces ~ a raid which occurred in the middle of discussions between
the Goveriments of Botswana and South Africa designed precigely to prevent such
occurrences? These acts raise immediately a cuestion of good faith. How can
anyone show understanding of South African complaints about bombs in their own
country when they themsslves plant bombs in the neighbouring capital of Harare? As
I have gaid repeatedly in this Council and as recent events within South Africa
have so tragically reinforced, violence of this kind begets more violence. The
South Africans should recognige that they have more interest than anyons else in
promoting peaceful political evolution.

These attacks muast be condemned by the Council; they must be condeamned
unanimously so that the South African Govermment will understand that there is no
support at all for its policy of destabilization and aggression. Similarly, it fe
important thst the resolution as a whole should be a unanimous expression of
insistence by the international community that apartheid should be brought to an
end peacefully. The South African attacks have raised questions of the utmost
seriousnese which the pecple of South Africa themselves must answer. Even the
South African press - for example, the Cape Times newspaper in its editorial of
21 May -~ has said that no convincing military rationale had been offered for the
attacks.

What judgement was made by those who ordered those attacks? What was their
objective? What sort of future do those now in power in South Africa want? How

can it possibly make sense to violate the sovereignty .-d territorial integrity of
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Commonwealth neighbours when those same Commonwealth neighbours and their partners
are doing all they can to avert further bloodshed and violence, indeed to promote a
process of dialogue which would lead to the ending of apartheid in the context of a
suspension of violence on all sides?

These are very serious cuestions. They are the auegstions on which the
happiness and prosperity of white and black South Africans are going to depend.
Those who gave the orders for these raids, precisely at the time when the
Commonwealth group of eminent persons was travelling on its crucial mission between
Lusaka and Cape Town, made & grave miscalculation. Time is very short if the
Commonwealth initiative is to succeed in its objectives. I hope that the South
African Government realize that if they frustrate the Commonwealth initiative they
can expect no support from any quarter. They must realize that the British people
abhor apartheid, We are willing to help to end it peacefully, but there is a limit
to this willingness L{f the South African Government will not co-operate.

At Nassau, last October, Commonwealth Heads of Government agreed to review
progress and to consider their further actions after a six-month period.
Arcangements are already being made for a meeting to that end. In thie context, I
would remind the South African Government of what I said in the General Assembly on
29 October. I noted that change in South Africa would come about principally as a
result of the tremendous pressures within, rather than through external sanctions,
But I said that those of us cutside South Africa had at the same time an important
part to play. I said that ve should encourage thcse who were actively seeking to
nges, wniie taking positive steps of many kinds, I said that
we must maintain strong pressures for change. At the present time, these pressures
include the mandatory arms embargo and the measures adobted by my Government and

our partners ir& the Commcnwealth and the European Community. I emphasized that the
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objective of our policy was to impress upon the South African Government the
urgency and absolute necessity of ;nplenenting the five points set out in the
Comronwealth Accord.

Those points were that South Africa must (a) declare that the system of
apartheid will be dismantled and specific and meaningful action taken in fulfilment
of that intent; (b) terminate the exiating state of emergency; (c) release
immediately and unconditionally Nelson Mandela and all others imprisoned and
detained for their opposition to apartheid; (d) establish political freedom and,
specifically, 1lift the existing ban on the African National Congress and other
political parties; (e) initiate, in the context of a suspension of violence on all
sides, a process of dialogue across lines of colour, politics and religion, with a
view to establishing a non-racial and representative government.

A great deal remaino to be done if those five points are to be enacted, and
there is not much time in vhich to do it. By its actions this waeek, the South
African Government have made the task of the Commonwealth group much harder. This
is inexcusable. If the South African Government - I say "if" - made those attacks
with the deliberate intention of undermining the Commonwealth group they will find
that they have undermined the future of their own people. General Obasanjo, one of
the group's co-chairmen, has said that while the group is not yet dead and buried,
it has been badly hurt. He said that the ball was now in the court of the South
African Government, That is true, and their reply must be constructive, The other
co-chairman, Mr. Malcolm FPraser, has also said that there is still hope for the
Commonwealth exercise. There had better be, or the future of white South Africa is

bleak.
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I urge the South African Government to conside:r very seriously - for it is the
future of their pecple which {s at stake - the consequencss, both domsstically and
internaticnally, should they not now respond in a positive sense to the
Commonwealth group. They should take nothing for granted - certainiy not the
support of wy country. The proupects for South Africa will be dismal if it does
not assist this major international effort, which ie designed to evert fucther
violence and to promote pesceful and just solutions, to succeed. |
The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Unitad KingGom for the

kind words he addressed to ma.
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(Mr, BIERRING (Denmark): May I begin by extending to you, Sir, my
congratulations on your assumpticn of the presidency of the Security Council for
the month of May. Representing a country with long-standing ties of friendship and
co-operation with Denmark, you can be assured of our co-operation in your most able
efforts to guide the Council towards constructive results.

(spoke in French)

I would also express my delegation's sincere appreciation of the way in which
vour predecessor, the Ambassador of France, discharged his weighty
responsibilities, If the late Raywond Aron described himself as a committed
*spectator® of international politics, Mr. de Kémoularia fully deserves to be
described as a committed "actor®™ in thosz politics.

(continued in English)

We all in this Council share, I believe, a feeling of strong indignation and
frustration at having to consider yet another totally unprovoked and unwarranted
act of aggression by South Africa against neighbouring countries.

South Africa‘s recent armed raids into neighbouring Botswana, Zambia and
Zimbabwe reflect a total disregard of some of the most basic principles of
international law and of the Charter of the United Nations. Denmark has close
links of friendship and co-operation with all three countries and we are outraged
that they have been subjected once more to aggressive acts by the South Afcican
apartheid régime, My Government has expressed its condolences to the President of
the African National Congress of South Africa (ANC) as well as to the Governments
of Botswana, Zambia and zimbabwe, and together with ou:r partners in the European

Community we have strongly condemned thece attacks,
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It is particularly abominable that a refugee camp of the Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) was chosen as one of the South
African targets, The continuing ruthless persecution by the South African
authorities has forced large numbers of people to flee their native lond and seek
refuge in the neighbouring countries. In accordance with the best humanitarian
traditions, these countries have received the refugees with hospitality and
generosity. South Africa hag, however, by its actions shown nothing but contempt
for these humanitarian efforts.

Notwithstanding the unanimous international condemnation of these attacks,
South Africa has apparently decided to make them part and parcel of its deliberate
policy of violence and aggression. In his statement after the raids, the President
of south Africa warned that South Africa will strike again and has the capacity and
the will to break the ANC. 1Instead of heeding the international call for the
lifting of the ban on the AN(., the Pan Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC) and
other political parties, the South African Government persists i{n its ruthless, but
vain, efforts to destroy these organizations, thereby unce again highlighting the
incredibility of its alleged desire for fundamental change in the country. That is
all the more regrettable at a time when serious and sincere efforts are being made
by the Commonwealth Group of Eminent Persons.

As long as South Africa remains contemptuous of the unified calls of the
international community for the eradication of the system of apartheid, for the
independence of Namibia and for respect for the independence, sovereignty and

territorial inteqrie

griey of ite nai thera {c no aleornative hnt to increasge

~
e v b

pressure on the South African Government. Fortunately there is an increasing
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international understanding of the need to implement measures against South Africa.
Denmark remains convinced that the imposition of mandatory sanctions in accordance
with the relevant provisions of the Charter of the United Nations ig the most
adequate instrument for the international community to apply in order to achieve
peacefully the objective of bringing injustice, inequality and aggression in
southern Africa to an end. However, we participate actively in the other
endeavours together with our Nordic neighbours and with our partners within the
European Community as well a3 within this world Organization. On a national level
we have already adopted far-reaching measures which in the course of this year will
result in a general cessation of economic relations between Denmark and South
Africa. The Danish restrictive actions against the Government in Pretoria
constitute the most far-reaching measures that have gso far been introduced by any
country. This line of action should also be seen as an attempt to inspire others.

Paced with South Africa‘s continued disregard of the resolutions of the
Security Council, we must seek unanimous action aimed at preventing a disaster in
southern Africa. Let us not miss this opportunity of speaking with one voice.

South Africa must be made to understand that it is only through dialogue and a
sincere search for justice that peace can be established in the region.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Denmark for his kind words
addressed to me.
Mr., SHUSTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): Pirst, I should like to congratulate you, 8ir, on your assumption of the
presidency of the Security Council and to wish you success in guiding its

proceedings this month, Prom years of work in the United Nations I am familiar
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with your greast professional cusiities, and ! am therefore convinced that in you
the Council has ah estressly skilled and authoritative leader.

I wish td expross my gratitude also to your predecessor in the presidency in
April, the Permanent Representative of France to the United Nations, Ambassador
de Kémoularia.

The world once again has buacdme a witness to escalation of violence in South
Afcica. On the eve of the celabration by the peoplen of the African countries and
by all progressive wmankind of the Day of the Liberation of Africa, on the eve of
the speacial session of the United Nations General Assembly that will be called upon
to deal with ukgent problems of tha economic development of the African continent,
& blatant challenge has been huried not only at the African countries that have
bacoms the victims of uhprovoked ajyression, but also at the entire world community
Of States. Utter disrsgacd Nas bein shown for the norms of the international legal
order and for uivilised conduot., The armed attack, resulting in loss of life and
destruction, was careied out by the racist régime against Zimbabwe, Zambia and
Botewand. But this dggression is a criminal act not only directed against three
Africsh States, but threatening peace and security throughout the world. This ney
evil daed of the South African military clicue has become yet another 1link in the
chain of unbroken acts of aggression by the racists againust independent African
peoples,

The intent of the Pretoria régime is perfectly obvious: by the force of arms
to intimidate three States of the continent and force them to renounce support for
the just cause of the patriots of South Africa, to subject the peoples of these
countries to Pretoria‘s will. The apartheid régime is trying to prolong its
existence through bloedy, brutal acts carried out within South Africa and by acts

of agqression directed against neighbouring countries,
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This once again confirme the irrefutable truth that racisa in its State form
represents a serious threat to the peace and sscurity of peoples, that it cannot be
reformed, that it must be immediately and completely liaguidated.

In connection with the bandit-like raid of the South African commandoes on
sites located in the capital of zimbabwe, Harare, and around the capital of
Botswana, Gaborone, and also in connection with the South African air strikes on
the South African refugee camps near the capital of Zambia, Lusaka, the Soviet
Government immediately issued a special statement. 1In that statement, which was
distributed as a Security Council document, we read the following:

“The Soviaet Union resolutely condemns the attack by the South African
racists on Zimbabwe, Botswana and Zambia. True to ite policy of support for
the universal peace and security of peoples, it emphatically calls for the
imnediate cessation of the criminal policy of terror and violence pursued by
the South African authorities®. (8/18070, p, 2)

If we try to assess the scale of the most recent act of aggression by South
Africa, we cannot fail to agree with The New York Times that the co—ordinated raids

represented the broadest military operation by Pretorfa in the past 25 years.
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The Soviet delegation shares the view expressed by many .epresentatives who
have declared here in the Security Council that this latest crime of the South
African military clique is an act of State terrorism against neighbouring
countries. In the southern part of the African continent the racists and
imperialists intend to turn to the attack against all of free Africa to reverse the
process of national liberation and then to counterattack in order to reaffirm their
neocolonialist domination.

The aggressive acts of the Pretoria racists and the acts of their protectors
acrose the Atlantic Ocean, which are siwilar in both style and method, are directly
linked. fThe policy of State terrorism being implemented by the American
Administration, including the raecent barbaric attack on Libya and its unceasing
threats directed to other freedom-loving States, serves as a wodel to be imitated
by the South African régime, which the White House has declared to be a historic
ally of the United States.

It is no mere cotincidence that, at the very woment South Africa is etriking
ohe sggressive blow after another against the front-line States, that country
should be rolling out the red carpet in Washington for the bandit Savimbi and
increasing its aseistance to anti-government groups acting in the territories of
Angola and Mozambiaue by supplying chem with the most modern weapons. All those
co-ordinated actions are "»art and parcel of the policy of so~called constructive
engagement. Incidentally, at yesterday's meeting of the Security Councii the
statementa by the delegations of the United States and South Africa were remarkably
similar in both content and in spirit. Similar attempts were made to justify armed
actions ag-inst other States by referring to the nead to struggle against
terrorism. Similar threats were made againast other States that “conclusionu would

be drawn" and that, under the pretext of “self-defence”, there might be a
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raepetition of actions already taken against them. Those examples are
manifestations of the policy of “constructive enga"ement® in action,

We are all accustomed to the fact that the United States never hesitates to
employ politiecal, econonic and other sanctions against countries struggling to
attain national liberation and independence or against socialist States. Cuba,
Nicaragua, Poland, Libya and a number of other countries are cases in point.
However, when it comes to South Africa, the Unitad States suddenly regacds
sanctions against as inapplicable. As was stated by the representative of the
White House following South Africa's raid on three African countries, *We do not
believe sanctions are a solution.®

The imperialist Powers pander to South Africa's outrageous acts. That country
is trying to block the aspications of the African countries to conduct their
affairs free from outside interference and to consolidate their efforts at
overcoming the acute social, economic and political problems they inherited from
their colonial past. 1In the Security Council those same forces are blocking the
adoption of effective and binding measurec against the South Africa aggressors.

The Soviet Union is convinced that only by climinating the inhuman system of
apartheid in South Africa and the southern part of the vast African continent, a
region represented by more than S0 States in the Uniteé Nations, can lasting peace
triumph and relations of co-operation and good-neighbourliness be established. 1In
stating that position at his recent meeting with the President of Mozambicue, His
Excellency BSamora Moisés Machel, the General Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, emphasized the
following:

"At the twenty-seventh Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, we

stated that the Soviet Union favours the political settlemeut of international

crises and is propared to step up the collective search for means to settle
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conflict situations in various regions of the world. This also refers to

South Africa. All that is required is to abandon the futile efforts to use

the conflict in that region as a pretext to interfere in the internal affairs

of sovereign African States and to take into account the legitimate interests
of the peoples living there. We are prepared, together with all intecested
parties who favour freedom, justice and peace in South Africa in deeds and not
merely in words, to engage immediately in working cut the appropriate
measures. The peopl;s of the front-line States, the patrtoeic forces of

Namibia and South Africa, headed by SWAPO and the ANC, can be certain of the

unswerving solidarity of the Soviet Union and of its support for their just

cause."”

The Soviet Union's solidarity with the pecples of Angola and other front-line
States that have been striving for independence was compelling expressad during the
vigsie this month of the President of the People’s Republic of Angola, His
Excellency José Bduardo dos Santos, to the Soviet Union. The joint Soviet-Angolan
statesent regarding the situation in South Africa points to the sole realistic and
reliable way to establish peace in that country. The communiqué states:

"The situation in Scuth Africes reauires an imediate political settlemant. *o

that end it is necessary first and foremost to put an end to the aggressive

policy of the racist Pretoria régime against the front-line States, as well as
to its interference in their internal affairs and the use of bands of
tectrorists and mercenaries. The United States Adminigtration must stoy
granting military and any other form of assistance to the puppet bands of

UNITA and renounce its attempts to put political and economic pressure on thre

sovereign States of Angola and Mozambiaue.”
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The Soviet Union calls on the Security Council not only formally to condemn
the South African attack on Botswana, Zambia and zZimbabwe but also to adopt the
most determined and energetic measures to halt the criminal policy of terror and
aggression being pursued by the South African authorities against neighbouring
States. As was stressed in the statement issued by the Soviet Government on
20 May 1986, the interests of the peaceful future of our planet require compliance
with the demands of the world community regarding the application of comprehensive
and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter against the
racist régime of South Africa.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet
socialist Republics for the kind words he addresged to me.

Mr. AGUILAR (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. President, it
is a great pleasure for us to be working under your able leadership this month. In
the few months that we have served by your side in the Council we have been able to
observe your professional competence, your intelligence, your understanding and
your unaswerving sense of courtesy. We are convinced, therefore, that you will be
very succeasful in the important and delicate tasks entrusted to you., Por our

part, we extend to you once again the pledge of our broadest co-operation.
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Friendship, but above all justice, gives us the pleasant duty of warmly
congratulating the Permanent Representative of France, Ambassador de K:uoulatia, on
his excellent work as President of the Council in April, which, as we all know, was
a particulary difficult month because of the number of meetings the Council held
and the complexity of the issues considered,

We do not have precise information - such information may not be available -
on the time and money the United Nations has spent in considering the painful
situation which has existed for many years now in southern Africa and which stems
from the odious policy of apartheid officially adopted by the Government of South
Africa in 1948 and rigorously applied since then. An examination of those figures
would produce striking information, but that is not neceded for us to reach the
conclusion that the United Nations, in spite of its efforts, has been unable to
persuade the racist Pretoria Government that ite policy of apartheid is clearly
counter to the purposes and principles of the Charter. 1In fact, the innumerable
resolutions of the Council, the General Assembly and many other United Nations
bodies have had no effect.

It is also clear that the policy followed by some States of trying to change
the South African Government's attitude through persuasion and dialogue has
produced no tangible results. The most recent proof of that policy's tailure is
that fact that the acts of aggression against neighbouring countries which we are
now considering took place precisely while the Commzonwealth committee of eminent
persons was at work.

If any doubt remained as to the attitude of the racist minority governing
south Africa, the statement yesterday afternoon by the represencative of that
Government clearly demonstrated that very little, or nothing, can be achieved
through t' ose efforts. Once sgain we heard words, vague promises, but no concrete

commiement that could give us reason to hope that that Government is at last ready
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to change its behaviour. On the contrary, we see from that statement that the
South African Government is continuing its policy of internal repression and
external aggression.

Bearing in mind that the policy of apartheid has been on the United Nations
agenda since 1946 and that, in spite of repeated appeals, nothing has been
accomplished in those 40 years, it is clear that the time has come to apply more
effective measures than those used so far,

Our position is very clear. Suffice it to recall that in our statement at the
2659th meeting of the Council, in the debate on 11 February this year on the
situation in southern Africa, we reached that very conclusion and proposed the
implementation of appropriate enforcement measures under Chapter VII of the
Charter. We therefore complately agree with the moderate propoeal in paragraph 6
of the provisional draft resolution submitted by the non-aligned members of the
Councli that the Council, acting in accordance with Chapter VII of the Charter,
deternine that the policies and acts of racist régime of South Africa constitute a
threat to international peace and security, and decide to {mpose the following
selective economic and o;her sanctions against the South African régime as an
effective means of combating the apartheid system and bringing peace and stability
to southern Africas suapension of all new investments in South Africe; prohibition
of the sale of krugerrands and all other ccins minted in South Africa; suspension
of guaranteed export loans; restriction in the field of sports and cultural
relations; prohibition of all new contracts in the nuclear field and prohibition of
all sales of computer equipment,

So far 1 have referred basically to the apartheid policy, for the simple
reagson that we are convinced that the acts of aggression by the Pretoria Government
against Botswana, Zamb’a and Zimbabwe, which are the specific subject before the

Council at this series of meotings, are but a corollary of that policy, which, as
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has bgen rightly said so many times, is the fundamental cause of the tragic
situation pertaining in southern Africa.

Of course, we strongly condemn those acts of aggression, and we share the
sorrow of the Governments and peoples that are tha victims at the painful human
losses they have suffered. We also agree that full and adeauate compensation to
those countries for the material damage they have suffered should be demanded from
the Government of South Africe. We reaffirm our solidarity with the people of
South Africa and its legitimate struggle for the complete dismantling of aparitheid
and the establishment of a multiracial, fully democratic society, based on
self-determination, the principle of government by the majority and the full and
free exercise of universal suffrage by all the groups that make up South Africa's
population,

To sum up, we support the provisional draft resolution, as a whole, submitted
by the non-aligned members of the Council and shall therefore vote for it in its
original version or with amendments that may be agreed between the members of the
Couneil.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Venezuela for the kind
words he addressed to ne.

Mr. ADOUKI (Congo) (interpretation from Prench): On behalf of my
delegation, I warmly congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of the presidency of
the Security Council for the month of May. My delegation also pays a tribute to
Mr. Claude de Rémoularia, the Permanent Representative of Prance, your
distinguished predecessor as President.

The rajds carried out by South Africa on 19 May in Zawbia, Zimbabwe and

———
Botswana, like the earlier raids beyond its borders, were in flagrant violation of
international law and the provisions of the Charter. They have provoked profound

indignation and justified anger throughout the world. The Congo condemns
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those acts of aggression against those three friendly countries, members of the
Organizacion of Africen Unity (CAU) and Member States of the United Nations, just
as in the past it has condemned aggression against other neighbouring States in the
region. ‘

The South African racists have once again shown their true nature, by refusing
to heed appeals to reason by the international community. These premeditated,
repeated raids on neighbouring independent States have shown that the champions of
apartheid are trying to save their racist régime. 1In go doing, they present a
serious threat to peace and security in the region and a challenge to the
international comaunity and the Security Council.

Tho arrogance of the apartheid régime could not be more flagrant. But
internal actc of repression, State terrorism, the high-handed way in which the
Pretoria régime is so sccustomed to acting, cannot ensure its survival in any form,

Apactheid, the fundamental cause of disorder in the region, will be dismantled.
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Hence our Council must, in golidarity with the national liberation movement in
southern Africa and with the Governments and the families of the victims, draw the
necessary lessons from the tragic events of the past few days. In the interest of
peace, the Council's wmessage must therefore be clearly against the polirzy of armed
aggression and against the policy of destabilization in southern Africa. My
ocountry will associate itself with any action by the Council to that end.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Congo for the very kind
words he addressed to me,

Mr. RASEMSRI (Thailand): On behalf of the Thai delegation, it gives me
great pleasure to extend to you, Sir, our warm congratulations on your assumption
of the presidency of the Security Council for this month, Your well-known
qualities as an experienced diplomat and a learned scholar have impressed your
colleagues vho have also come to appreciate the dedicated and dignified manner in
which you handle some important issues at the United Nations. Your country, Ghana,
a good friend of Thailand, has been and remains a atrong advocate of decolonization
and self-determination for peoples still under alien domination and foreign
occupation. It is therefore fitting that its distinguished representative should
be presiding over the Council's deliberations at this juncture.

Permit me al€@o to convey, on behalf of my delegation and on my own behalf, our
deep gratitude to your predecessor, His Excellency Asmbassador Claude de Rémoularia,
Perment Representative of France, for his presidency of the Council during the
eventful month of April. Among his many unforgettable qualities, we admire in
particular hia nerspioscity and panache.

The already tense situation in southern Africa has been aggravated by the
brazen armed attacks on Botswana, Zambla and Zimbabwe. These acts of aggression
perpetrated by the racist Pretoria rédgime against these three States are blatant

violations of the Charter of the United Nations and international law. They
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constitute the latest violations by South Africa of the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of the front-line and neighbouring States. These reprehensible acts
undermine the stability of the whole region, thus endangering international peace
and security.

My delegation condemns the South African actions in the strongest possible
terms. It also notes that South African aircraft atiacked a refugee transit centre
which is under the supervision of the United Nationas Higﬁ Comaissioner for
Refugees. Since Thailand is familiar with the refugee problem in its part of the
world, it regards such an attack as criminal and shares the outrage of the world
community in this regard. My delogation also wishes to register its abhorrence at
the loss of life and damage to property caused by the South African bombiny and
compando raids into the three countries. We wish to convey our deep condolences to
the Governzents and the bereaved families concerned.

Here I should like to quote the statement of the Foreign Ministry of Thailand,
as follows:

“The Royal Thal Government has learnt with deep regret that on
19 May 1986 the Pretoria rdgime blatantly used its air and ground units to
attack Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe,

"The Royal Thai Government strongly condemns these latest acts of
aggression in flagrant violation of the Charter of the United Nations and
internatinal law, posing a serious threat to international peace and sacurity,

*In expressing its warm condolences and deep sorrow to the peoples of

otgwana, Zamhis and Zimhahwo. the Boyal Thai Government calls on the Pretoria
régime immediately to cease all illegal and hostile acts against the
govereignty and territorial integrity of its neighbour ing States.

"The Pretoria régime must bear full responsibility for the consequences.®
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The root cause of all the problems in southern Africa remains the repreisive
policies and practices of apartheid of the Pretoria régime. As long as the
apartheid system is maintained, its victims will continue to flee South Africa and
to geek vefuge in neighbouring countries, whose humanitarian role in accepting
these refugees then incurs armed attacks by South African forces or Pretoria‘s
insidiocus measures to destabilize their Governments. We must not only continue to
affirm the right of these countries to give sanctuary to refugees fleeing from
apartheid but also help to bring about the dismantling of the apar theid system,

thus eliminating the root cause itself.

Only last February the Security Council adopted rasolution 581 (1986), in
which it .

“Strongly condemns racist South Africa for its recent threats to
perpetrate acts of aggression against the front-line States and other States
in southern Africa;

"Strongly warns the racist régine of South Africa against committing any
acts of aggression, terroriem and destabilization against indspendent African
States and its use of mercenaries;

"+.o calls upon South Africa to respect fully the ganctity of
international borders;

and

"Demands the immediate eradication of apartheid as the necesasry step
towards the eatablishment of a non-racial democratic society based on
self-determination and majority rule through the full and freo oxeraise of

universal adult cuffrage by all the people in a united and non-fragmented
South Africa...".

Moreover, the United Nations has for four decades been seized of this problem,

and the situation has further deteriorated. The Pretoria régime has persisted in
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its flagrant vioiations of the Charter and the norms of international law. Its
latest actions have demonstrated its mounting aggressiveness and arrogance; it has
further segregated itself from the community of decent and civilized nations. The
time has come for the international community to take strong concerted weasures
against such a régime, since any other effort has proven illusory and ineffectual.

My delegation's position in this regard is clear and consistent. Thailand has
consistently and in the strongest possible terms opposed and resolutely condemned
South Africa's acts of aggression as well as any foreign occupation and violation
by one country of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of another country. In
this connection my delegation demands that the racist régime of South Africa desist
from guch lawless acts and immediately compensate the respective Governments for
all damages incurred, as well as cease all violations against ita neighbouring
countries. Moreover, my delegation demands that South Africa end its policies and
practices of apartheid and comply with all relevant United Nations decisions
without further delay, in order to eliminate the apartheid system and establish a
non-tacial democratic society in South Africa and Namib!a based on
gself~determination and majority rule,

For the foregoing reaons, therefore, my delegation will vote in support of the
draft resolution as contained in document S/18087 now before the Council.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Thailand for the very kind

words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 1I

and ¢n makae hia statement.

{
i
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invite him to take a place at
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Mr. TREIKI (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): I
should like at the very outset, on behalf of my delegation, to express our
congratulations to you, Sir, upon your accession to the presidency of the Security
Council for thc month of May. Your country's historical role under the leadership
of the late Kwame Nkrumah and its present important role under the revolutionary
guidance of Major Rawlings stress the importance of the struggle of the peoples of
Africa. Your well-known personal and diplomatic skills will surely play an
important role in the success of the Council's deliberations.

1 also wish to thank your predecessor, last month's President,

Mr. Claude de Rémoularia, the representative of France, for the rare wisdom and
skil'l with which he presided over the Council.

My delegation did not intend to speak today after having agreed in the African
Group that the delegation of Tanzania would represent us in its capacity as this
month's Chairman of the Group. 1Indeed, I have little to add to the statements made
by our brothers from zambia and Tanzania and by the Chairman of the Committee
against Apartheid, However, the defamatory remarks made at yesterday's meoting of
the Council by the representative of the United States, compel me to speak today.

My delegation strongly cendemns the dastardly, barbaric, terrorist attack
perpatrated by the white racist South African settler régime against the sanctity,
integrity and sovereignty of three sister African States - Botswana, zambia and
Zimbabwe. That act of aggression constitutes a flagrant breach of all norms of
international law and is a clear example of State terrorism in its most blatant
form, What we predicted in this Council last month has come true. At that time,
when it was my country that had been subjected to a dastardly terrorist attack

perpetrated against our peaceful cities by the strongest imperialist Powetr in the
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world, the United States of America, we warned that what had happened to the

Jamahiriya might well happen to any country - indaed to any country that prides
itself on its dignity, independence and non-alignment and cherishes the principles
of freedon and indespendence.

The enemies of the people and of freedom play the same broken record, the
record called "anti-terrorism®., They fraudulently invoke Article S1 of the Charter
with respect to self-defence. The United States Administration has fraudulently
used the United Nations Charter as an excuse, and today the racist Government of
South Africa uses that same excuse. That distorted logic adopted by the tercrorist
United States has become a precedent in the contemporary world, and is now echoed
by its two illegitimate offspring, the racist reactionary régimes in South Africa
and in occupied Palestine,

The methods used by the United States are the same methods to which the racist
régime in occupied Palestine has resorted and are identical to those pursued by
racist South Africa. Even the logic and the words they use are the same. Botha,
the President of the racist rdgimc, expressing himself with sarcasm and disrespect,
stated that the United Btates and the United Kingdom had condemned terrorism. He
compared what his forces had done with United States actions againsc Libya and with
the actions of the racist entity against Tunisia, Ha took arrogance a step further
when he saids

“We shall fight terrorism with precisely the same means used by certain

Western and other States despite the clamour and complaints that may be made
£ oehe e
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Botha added that he “would bear full responsibility for the actions undertaken by

his security forces". He congratulated those forces just as President Reagan had
congratulated his own forces. He used the very same words that President Reagan
used. He said that he was prepared to repeat that action. Botha's role model and
the one whose principles he holds dear is the President of the terrorist United
States Administration. President Reagan invoked those very same pretexts against
the Jamahiriya. His other role model is the leadership of the Zionist racist
entity in occup’.ed Palestine and the pretexts they have used in their repeated
attacks against the Arab States.

The logic and the pretexts of the aggressors are one and the same. There are
no differences whatsoever. They shamelessly practise outright State terroriswm
against peace-loving peoples and States. They peréist in accusing the oppressed
and the peace-loving of terrorism. In their opinion, the United Nationg is the
sponsor of terroricm. Some of them aoccuse the Unitad Mations overtly, while others
impose financial pressure on the United Nations in order to destroy 115. The white
settlers oonsider it a legitimate act of self-defence to attack people's freedom
and homes, to violate the sovereignty &nd sanctity of independent States and to
carry out terrorist raids. They also justify the oocupation of others' land under
the pretext of "security regquirements®. Caseg in point are the events that have
taken place in Angola, the subversive raids into Mozambique, the oocupation of
southern Lebanon, Palestine and Golan, as well as the request made to the
Government of Nicaragua to dissolve its acrmy.

Libya see@s v Le & supporcer of terroriem because it supports iiberation

movements in Palestine, South Africa and Latin Anerica. Hence Libyan assets have
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been confiscated, we have been placed under economic siege, and the sanctity of our

1and, waters and airspace have been attacked. Our children have been killed and

our cities have been bombarded. We know what took place in Angola, Botswana,

i
Labanon, Mozambique, Tunisia, Zambia and Zimbsbwe. Striking Libya is considered

legitimate. However, arming Savimbi with missiles to attack the people of Angola

in ooliaboration with South Africa is also considered legitimate.
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Furthermore, this is not a terrorist act, according to American logic because

Savimbi is a freedom fighter, just as the Contras in Nicaragua are freedom fighters.
My delegation reaffirms once more that these acts perpetrated in the past by
the United States of America and perpetrated again by the racist Government in
South Africa have indeed set a dangerous precedent. If the Security Council does
not take practical and effective measures, there will be another act of aggression,
followed by yet others. Indeed, there are threats today against Syria. These are
Werely indications that a new act of aggression is to be committed by the racist
. Government in occupied Palestine, supported by the United States Administration.

o4

Moderation, compon senge and Qfsﬁon. according to the colonialist Western
logic, did not solve the problem. what did the Western contact group do? What of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978)? what has the group of eminent persons
which is mediating between the Pretoria régime and the African National Congregs of
South Africa (ANC) achieved?

Who is it that is refusing to abide by United Nations resolutions? 1Is it not
the United States Adainistration and its allies? who is it refusing to impose
sanctions against South Africa? who is ocontinuing to support the South African
tégime? 18 it not the United States Adminigtration? We see that there is
political hypocrisy at the highest level here. We see the United States
Adninigtration condemning acts of aggression by Scuth Africa while at the same time
itself committing aggression - the United States Adminiatration and
President Ronald Reagan, who applauded the Zionist entity when it made its strike
against Tunisia.

If the United States Administration is sericus, as some tried to tell us

yeasterday, it must agree to the draft resolution now submitted to the Security

Council. It must stop providing ﬁpons to south Africa. It must stop providing
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money to South Africa. We will not swallow this political hypocriey. We cannot
put an end to these acts of aggression by the racist régime against small African
peoples in the southern part of the continent while the natural ally of the Zionist
entity in occupied Palestine is provided with the means of international terror by
the United States of America. We cannot put an end to that alliance except through
unity in the struggle in our two continents. We ghould indeed follow Viet Namw's
exaaple.

My delegation will not stop at condemnation; it will not be satisfied with
denouncing acts of aggression by South Africa. We stress most forcefully, with the
people of the Jamahiriya behind us, that wa stand by the peoples of Africa. We
stand by the people of Azania in its legitimate struggie to dismantle the régime
of the white minority in South Africa. We must do scmething, We must act most
seriously. We must shoulder our responsibility as an international community. It
is our duty to put an end to this plague in Africa, the only continent in which the
pzactices of apartheid continue to be practised. *

We cannot be fooled by the statements of the United States Administration,
because this is merely “"doublespeak” and politicsl hypocrisy that none of us can
believe, This is the policy of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde, a policy which is an
insult to the intelligence of peace-loving peoples. ThoSe that bring pressure to
bear on their allies to besiege Cuba, NWicaragua and Angola are not prepared to do
the same, apparently againat South Africa. Why? It is because the black people of
South Africa are not a pecple, in its opinion; they are not human. The United
States Administration and its President welcomed a Soviet emigrant with red-carpet
treatment because he managed to take over Palestine and throw out the

Palestinians, But we 4o not see the same enthusiasm - we see no enthusiasm - from
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that Administration, when thousands of militants are killed in South Africa. Wwe do
not see the same enthusiasm from the United States Administration when it is a
question of the imprisoned leaders in South Africa, or of the thousands of
Palestinians in Zionist gaols. It uses all possible pressure to protect the racist
tégimes in both Palestine and the African continent. At the same time, it resorts
to political hypocrisy, a dual personality, to0 encourage the racists in their
crimes, What doas arming Savimbi mean? 1Is it not direct suppert for south Africa?

Statements by a foreign ministry or a White House spokesman cannot possibly
make us believe that the United States of America and its allies are not
collaborating in the crimes against Zambia, Botswana and Zimbabwe. In no way could
South Africa carry out such an act of aggression without the agreement of the
United States Administration and its allies.

We are facing another challenge by the racist régime. Despite dozens of
resolutions, we have not succeeded in changing the policies of the racist apartheid
tégime in South Africa or the racist régime in Palestine. We are trying to strike
the snake, but the head of the snake is the United States Administration. It is
the leader of world imperialicm and it is that Adninistration which encourages the
racist régimes in occupied Palestine and in the socuthern part of the African
continent.

We are convinced that our people in South Africa, Azania, and in Namibia will
be victorious, just as the peoples of Angola, Mozambigue, Zimbabwe, Nicatagua, Cuba
and Viet Nam were victorious. We are convinced that, just ag the Jamahiriya
courageously faced up to American arrogance and its fascist instrument, Thatcher,

the peoples will face Up to aggression and be victorious, and inperialism and its

ingstruments will fail.
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We do not expect much from the Security Council because of the position of

America and its allies. They will resort to their veto. Just as three of them

exercised their right of veto against Libya to justify aggression, so that veto

will be used to justify the aggression by South Africa. However, we must shoulder

our responsibilities, We camnnot be subjugated by blackmail. We cannot be

subjugated by aggression. Our small peoples in the African continent must stand

side by side with the peace-loving and socialist States of the world to put an end

to the effacts of these acta of aggression and to dismantle the apartheid régime
for ever.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the represantative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Botswana. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statsment.

Mr. LEGWAILA (Botswana): We are very pleased indeed, Sir, to @ee you, an
illustrious son of Ghana and AZrica, in the Chair as the President of the Sacurity
Council for the month of May. I need not tell you how highly we regard you as a
person, a diplomat, a colleague and a brother and how awed we are by your
prodigious abilities. Our confidence in your leadership is far beyond the reach of
doubt, I assure you.

We express similar gentimenta to your predecessor, the Ambassador «f France,
whose inimitable leadership of the Council's deliberations last month will, we are
sure, be remembered with enduring nostalgia.

Eleven months ago we appeared before the Council to complain about the
invasion of our capital by South African commandos. The Council responded promptly
and poeitively by adopting reselution 568 (1985) and dispatching a migsion to
Gaborone, the capital of my country, to assess the damage inflicted by those
commandos.

Security Council resolution 568 (1985) condemned

*all acts of aggressiom, provocation and harascuent, including murder,

blackmail, kidnapping and destruction of preperty committed by the racist

régime of South Africa against Botswana®.
It demanded payment of

"£uil and adegiuate compensation by South Africa to Botswana for damage to life

ané property resulting from such acts of aggression®.

That was barely a year ago., The racist régime in Pretoria has neither paid

the cuapensation demanded in Security Council resolution 568 (1985) nor shown any
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inclination tu desist from committing further acts of aggression against my
oountry. On the contrary, in the early hours of Monday this week the commandos
returned to our capital for a repeat performance, that is, to sow more death and
destruction. Like a gang of space-age terrorist thugs, they descended in heavily
arcad helicopter gunships on a tiny, sleepy hamlet adjacent to our capital where
they murdered in cold blood one Motswana and wounded three others. They destroyed
the residential property of a Motswana, who may not even know what the initials ANC
stand for.

The facts are very clear. The housing complex in the tiny village of
Mogoditshane, alleged by the white minority régime in South Africa to have been
used as a tranait camp by “ANC gangsters”, 4id not even have refugees as tenants,
let alone ANC gangsters, which in the first place we have never had in Botswana.

“The complex was rented by our own nationals. In any case, ever since the brutal
and murderous invasion of our capital on 14 June 1985, during which more than 10
refugee~-rented houses, some of which were owned by private individuals, were
destroyed, we have encountered a great many problems finding accommodation for
South African refugees in our capital. Why have we encountered these problems? It
is because not only are Batswana unwilling to rent their houses to refugees; they
do not even want them as neighbours. Our people are in perpetual terror of the
very real possibility of a repeat performance by the South Africans, a repetition
of the trauma of 14 June 1965, They simply will not risk their residential
properties by renting them to refugees. I am saying this in order to show that the
Place that was attacked on Monday could not have been rented by rofugees, let alcne
used by what South Africa calls "ANC gangstera”, because, as I have said, we have

no ANC gangsters in Botswana. We have never had thenm.
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The South African coamandos did not find anybody at that place other than the

three Motswana, of whon one was killed and two wounded. That is why the South
African Awbassador could not produce any evidence yesterday as to why the commandous
went there, other than to kill our own pecple. All he could 4o in a futile attempt
to mitigate his violent régime's shame was to treat the Council to a boring
repetition of the o0ld, worn-out, baseless accusations that we harbour “"terrorists®,

Anybody who knows my country and the way we do things must know that we have
absolutely nothing to hide. We harbour refugees; we 3o not harbour terrorists. 1In
her address in the Council on 21 June last year, our Minister for External Affairs,
Dr. Chiepe, stated:

“The truth is that we have never allowed, can never allow and will never sllow

our vulnerable country to be used as a base for guerrilla operations against

South Africa, for very obvious reasons.” (8/PV.2598, p. 6)
This truth is known very well by the white minority régime in Pretoria. The régime
knows the lengths to which we have gone in the pursuit of peaceful coexistence., In
the 20 years that we have been independent we have never deviated from our
self-preservation policy of not allowing even those whose struggle is our struggle
and whose suffering we share so deeply to carry weapons of war in our countrty or to
use our country to wage war against any of our neighbours.

Our disposition towards refugess is another matter, Our President, Dr. Quett
Masire, has stated on several occasions that

"It is not possible, in epite of all the military power South Africa

possesses and may unleash on us, to destroy our belief in the rule of law..."

We will never turn our backs on victims of racial tyranny in South Africa,

regardless of the consequences. We will never close our hearts to our suffering

fellow men,
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We have never stopped talking to South Africa about the security of our common
border. We have tenaciocusly endured it3 penchant for treachery and bad faith for
the very sake of our survival. Indeed, to demonstrate our commitment to
coexistence with south Africa, today, Priday, 23 May, our officials were to meet
with those of the white minority régime to discuss the border problems. Yes,
imagine the treachery, They invited us to a meeting today and we agreed, only to
have our capital, territorial integrity and sovereignty violated four short days
before the meeting was to take place. The pattern of bad faith is very clear
indeed. We were attacked on 14 June last year, also on the eve of a similar
neeting to discusa the same bordez problems.

Monday's attack is a treacherous act of bad faith for another reason: We had
a series of meetings with South Africa in March of this year at which we were given
reason to feel that‘ our bona fides were appreciated, We have had to gseek asylum
abzoad for refugees whom they threatened to murder and whose security we could not
guarantee. And the world knows that the ANC residence and office destroyed in the
14 June raid have not been rebuilt and that the ANC officers who had been looking
after the civilian affairs of their organigzation in our country have had to leave
out of fear for their lives.

what is the problem? The problem is not that cur country provides sanctuary
for South Africa’s e¢nomies. It is aimply that we are who we are - a democratic
countty which has never made bones about the fact that it fully shares the
aspirations of the people of South Africa as thay struggle for their liberation.

We cannot do otherwise, bacause we love and value freedom. Our respect for the
rule of law and our unshskeabie commitment to & Jemcoratic way of lifo compel us to
join hLands with the people of South Africa as they struggle for the creation of a

democratic society in their country.
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The problem is that we have continued to see no beneficial reason whatsosver
why we should sign a non-aggression treaty with a country which has become so
notoricus for violating agresments concluded in good faith. That is8 the problem,
It is not as if we have been discovered to havae something to do with what is going
on inside South Africa. It {s simply because we refuse to be enslaved to a
non-aggression pact which, in addition to turning our country into a servile buffer
zone in tha struggle for freedom in South Africa, would commit us to performing
slave tasks for which we have neither the capacity nor the moral inclination.

We abhor violence because we are a peace-loving people. We abhor the violence
tepresented by the inhuman policies of apartheid. We abhor the violence and the
tecrrorism perpetrated by the authors of the apartheid policies against the black
majority in South Africa. We abhor without fear or equivocation the racist
terrorigm that has so needlessly consumed and wssted the young and innocent lives
of more than 1,600 black South Africans since the end of 1984. That is the
violence we abhor, That is the terrorisam we abhor. -

We do not and will not abhor the counter-terrorism practised by the people of
South Africa as they try to liberate themselves from the shackles of racism. We
undetrstand why they are fighting. We have no guns to give them to £ight for their
libecation, but we understand why they have resorted to violence as an instrument
of change.

Botswana would have preferred peaceful change in South Africa rather than the

kind of blcod-letting we witness todsy in that tortured country. The blood-letting

South Africans have had wore than enocugh of the brutalities of apartheid and have
decided to lay down their lives for their freedom. They have d~ns <0 of their own
volition - without sny incitement from beyond the borders of their fatherland,

South Africs.
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And go there is one solution to the problem of violenca in South Africa. It
is a very simple solution, bocauu‘we are in no doubt as to the source of the
violence. The source ol that violence is apartheid. I think we all agree that
that i{s the source of violence in South Africa. Even those who are auick to
apologize for South Africa will agree that the source of viclence in that country
is apartheid from which emanates the terrorism by which the white minority régime
in Pretoria seeks to perpetuate white privilege and black misery. It stands to
reason, therefore, that peace in South Africa is absolutely incompatible with the
exiatence in that country, in any form whatsoever, of the pestilence of apartheid
and the pernicious ideolagy of white supremacy. Not even the so~-called reforms can
save that country, laet alone ths repeated attacks on innocent neighbours under the
pretext that they support the aims and objoctivas of the ANC and others and that
because of those aims and objectives we threaten the process of reform. Evil, the
unmitigated evil which apartheid represents, can never be reformed; it wust siwmply
be destroyed.

The hour ia late and, unfortunately, there is no indication whatgoever that
the white rulers of South Africa are ready for peaceful change. Blinded by racism
and intoxicated by their ability to inflict violence on the oppressed majority in
south Africs and on their neighbours, they have misguidedly convinced theamgelves
that they still have time to tinker with apartheid. BEvery time they open their
mouths they boast of the lethal power at their disposal, They have clearly
comuitted thomselves ¢o the imposition of a unilateral soluticn on South Africa, a
gsolution which must leave them in a position of domination. That is why they spat
on the Commonwealth eminent persons' initiative on Monday. They attacked three
Commonwealth countries in the presence in Cape Town of the eminent persons. It is
clear that they were not sincere in inviting the eminent pergons to Cape Town for

talks, How then, we ask, can anyone suggest that they want peace and that it
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is the ANC and thousands of young fresdom fighters in South Africs who want to
perpetuate violence? The white minority végime in South Africa does not want
peace. What it wants is entrenchment of the status quo.

Thoss who believe in Commonwealth miracles - and I am not going to excuse my
own country - had invested a great deal of hope in the eminent persons'
initiative. 1Indeed, the eminent persons' first visit to South Africa and the
report of their meeting with Nelson Mandela crested the impression that reason was
beginning to prevail in the land of apartheid and that a Lancaster House-type
miracle w2 bout to save the country from the tragedy of wasted opportunities.
Unfortu t wag not to be. It turned out that the white rulers of South
Africs coui- be deflected from the suicidal course on which they had set
themselves and ...eir people. With the brazenness normally &ssociated with armed
robbers, asroplane hijackers and pirates, they invaded three Commonwealth
countries, two of which are in the group of six which is supposed to monitor the
progress of the eminent persons.

If the emainent persons' initiative ig not dead ~ killed by South Africa - it
must be presumed to be so wounded, ¢o deformed, that it is now good only for the
wheel-chair - which means it is as good as dead alive. The eminent persons
thenselves were aquoted the other day as saying that their initiative was not quite
deczd. That is an understandable observation by a group of eminent statesman and
women whose mission wus doomad from its very birth in Nasssu. It was doonsd
because is was tn feed on hope, even against hope itself, in order for it to

survive.
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That is the tragedy of South Africa, the tragedy of apartheid. The Security
Council must without any equivocation call South Africa to order. South Africa's
apologists, on the other hand, muat realige that their peraissive attitude towards
that incorrigible disturber of peace is a clear enocouragement to anarchy and
bloodshed in our subcontinent. South Africa must be forced out of Angola, where,
in collaboration with the bandits of Jonas Savimbi, it is turning the southern part
of that front-line State into a wasteland, It must be forced out of the
international Territory of Mamibia, where its presence has long been declared
fllegal. It must leave all the countries of southern Africa to decide their future
as they see fit, in freedom and peaca.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Botswana for the very kind
words he addressed to ne.

The next speaker ig the representative of the lslamic Republic of Iran. I
invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr, RAJAIE-RHORASSANI (Ielamic Republic of Iran): HMr, President and my

dear brother, it is a great pleasure to see the Security Council presided over by a
capable person with the admirable qualities that you possess. The Council must be
proud of its present Preasident as it was of its Praesident last month, the
representative of France, Ambasssdor de Rémoularia, My compliments go to both for
the manner in which the Council was adminigtered in the month of April and is being
adwministered this wonth,

The issue under consideration 18 nothing new; it is the perennial problem of
Zionism at work in South Africa under the patronage of 2ionism's headquarters in

the United States, with a veto power in i¢s hand, relaxed in a permanent geat in
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the Security Council. There are two spectacular instances of fraud by the two
enemies of mankind - namely, South Africa and the United States Administratiom,
dominated by Zionism - which no one's intelligence, no matter how naive, can fail
to grasp. The first case of fraud is the apartheid régime's arrogation of
democracy to itseif, and the second is the United States championing and quarding
of human rights. The Pretoria régime is a racist, anti-human régime by every
gtandard; yet it does not feel ashamed of joining the advocates of democracy, as
the speech made by its representative yesterday, 22 May, demonestrates. The United
States, on the other hand, is a staunch supporter of South Africa. The Security
Council 18 just not able to pressure the apartheid régime into giving up its
heinous policies and practices, because the United States is always on guard with a
veto to undo all the good work the Council might have been doing for years.

The two enemies of mankind are so confident that they do not mind at all the
television reports of the brutal police attacks or military attacks on countries
neighbouring south Africa. After all, it is nice to play democracy by just
tolerating a few snapshots of those coriminal brutalities in order to pacify public
opinion in the United States. The important thing is the safety and security of
the 2ioniat racist Pretoria régime, which has the unreserved sanction of the United
States. The same United States geots 80 agitated at the slightest violation of
human rights that its President, President Reagan, just cannot sleep comfor tably
when he learns about such violations,

Libya must be bombardod and "missiled” just because it 18 - at least from the
visupoint ©f the United States - accused of supporiing terrorism. A telephone

conversation or the cracking of a coded message from the Libyan Embassy apparently



BCT/gt 8/PV, 2686
63-65

(Mr. Rajaie-Khorassani, Islamic
Republic of Iran)

and allegedly has fully convinced His Bxcellency the President of the United States
of the validity of those charges. He has therefore issued instructions to the
United States forces - which are floating everywhere anywy - to take “appropriate
action®., Libya was “missiled” and then bombarded; innocent civilians, including a
baby girl, were killed. But now the same American mediaz claim that both in the
blast at the discotheque in Germany and in the operation at the Fome airport it was
Syria and not Libya that was not responsible. Very interesting.

Pirst of all, what about those criminal State-launched terrorist attacks
against Libya, then? And what about those innocent martyre in Libya? They have
apparently been offered as sacrifices m the insatiable volcano of United States
aggression, Secondly, what sbout the validity of the allegations against Syria?
That also i3 going to be known only after the necessary instructions are carrcied
out against Syria - this tine not by the United States naval forces, but by the
Zionist base established in Palestine for precisely the same purposes. The United
State?, however, remains the unchallenged guardian of human rights and a strong
enexy - paradoxically enough - of intsrnational terroriem. Here we have two
fraudulent claims: one, the claim by South Africa to demosracys the other the
claim by the miud States to the guardianship of human rights and the combating of
terrorian. If such parallel cases of fraud sre not seen by the Council as being

comaitted by the United States and South Africa, it will be surprising.
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His Excellency Mr. P.W. Botha of the so-called democratic régime of South
Africa maintains that his military attacks on the three neighbouring countries were
of the same category as those by the United Staets on Libya and those by the sister
Zionist base occupying Palestine on Tunisia. I believe he is right. All those
acts of aggression are of exactly the same character. However, he fails to see
that from the viewpoint of the Council that is not the issue. The issue is that it
is the American and Zionist aggreasions that abet the South African aggressors in
their aggression against their neighbours. “If President Reagan can blatantly do
it, why cannot President Eotha do it?" the latter is telling us in this
international forum,

The logical and operational similarities between the two acts of aggression
vwell demonstrate the nature of the three malicious Satanic bases of our small
globe, all eaually democratic, each complementing the democratic values of the
other two. The two zionist bases - one in South Africa and the other, of coutse,
occupying Palestine -~ sre inferior to the mother base in the United States because
the latter has the advantage of being the guardian of humap rights as well. The
other two are only supporters of democracy.

This Bermuda Triam;le that swallows every sign of human values well explains
the unreserved veto of the United States on any harsh decisions in the Security
Council regarding the two Zionist bases. The last veto was cast on
15 November 1985,

The recent aggressions once against demonstrate the maliciocus connection
between the constructive - or, to use a truer word, destructive -~ engagement with
the acts of aggression of the two Zionist bases of South Africa and the régime
occupying Palestine against their neighbours, It should not be forgotten that some

neighbours of the United States are not any safer than are the neighbouzrs of South
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Africa or the neighbours of thae Zionist régime ocoupying Palestine. It has once

again becoma evidant why the United States is always against coiprehensive
mandatory sanctions against South Africa. Once again it becomes evident that
wmilitary and militant resistance is the only solution against thoss two petty
Satans, and freedom-loving nations éhould therefore support all libsration
movements ~ the Pan Africanist Congress and the African Wational Congress, the
South West Africa People's Organization and the heroic militacy operations of the
Lebanese and Pslestinian Muslims - instead of dancing to the tune of United States
imperialism and calling those operations and liberation movements names and
accusing them of terrorism.

Once again, it is evident that the apartheid régime in South Africa, just like
the Zionist bage occupying Palastine, does not have any _retomtatio renedy. Both
of them are cancers that are to be eradicated by the clean surgery of a military
opexation.

It bacomes evident once again that the slogans of law and order are being
cxpldited for the preservation of the status cuo and the perpetuation of
apartheid, The 625 biliion from private American banks and the $1.1 billion-dollar
loan by the International Monetary Pund (IMP), thanks to United States pressure,
are duite understandable: they are only a mcdest contribution to the aggressive
nature of the Pretoria régime.

Pinally, once again it bacomes quite evident who is the terrorist snd who
exercises State terroriem. Attacks on Zimbabwe, Botswana and Zambia at a time when
eminent ~ so to apeak ~ persons of the Commonweslth were in the capital of South
Africa for mediation to £ind a negotiated settlement for the 3ituation may even
imply that all those mediations and negotiations may have been nothing more than

delaving tactica in order to buy gome more time for the Pratoria régime and to
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postpone the inevitable final assault by all revolutionary freedom-fighters againzt
the apartheid régime,

The sttacks on the three neighbouring countries are tercorist attacks agaizst
independent States in order to terrorize and destabilize the region. Such tactics
are neither new nor unknown to the Council. My Government and all revolutionary
people in the Islamic Republic of Iran strongly condemn these acte of military
aggression against Zimbabwe, Botswana and Zambia. They all offer their condolences
to the good pecple of the victimized countries. To this effect, the Poreign
Rinistry of the Islamic Republic of Iran issued the following comnmuniqué at Tehran
on 21 May 1986, which I wish to read out to the Councils
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“On the previous day, the racist tégm'o of South Africa, in accordance
with its aggressive nature, blatantly attacked the territories of three
independent countries of South Africa. This régime, which is unable to
counter the development of ever-increasing movements and protests by the
people inside its borders, attacked the capital cities of Botswana, Zambia and
Zinbabwe and announced that its aim was to suppress the so-called terrorist
camps of the African Nacional Congress.

*The recent aggression by the Pretoria régime against the three countries
of southern Africa took place with the co-ordination and the support of United
States imperialism at a time when world public opinion had not yet forgotten
the gavage aggression by the United States against innocent Libya and was
still witnessing preparations by the régime occupying Palestine for another
aggression against Syria.

"All these savage acts are carried out under the false pretext of
combating tecrorism, with the real purpose of extinguishing the voice of
fzudon and breaking down the fast-growing movemant and resistance of the
peoples of the world against such epitomes of injustice and oppresaeion in
today’'s world as the United States, Israel and South Africa.

*The aslamic Republic of Iran, while condemning this naked aggression
against thy territories of independent States, calls upon all progressive,
peace~loving countries and humanitarisn international organizations which
support human rights and justice to condemn theee acts of aggression and by
taking the neceasary and co-ordinated messures to ltnultaneouély and

decisively counter these crines.
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“The Islamic Republic of Iran once again declares its full support for
the struggles of the front-line countries and the freedona movements of
southezn Africa. It declares its support for the struggle of the oppressed
pecple of South Africa until the downZall end the total eradication of the
tacist régime of Pretoria, which is a dark stain and a source of degradation
for humanity."

If my memory does not betray me, at some time towards the end of the
19th century the Boer people occupied the area now called South Africa. The
Anglo~Saxons had no probles with that occupation, but when gold and diamonds were
discovered they had to go and, 80 to speak, liberate that region from the Boer
occupation,

Namibia is in trouble simply because, particularly after uranium was
discovered, ﬁ became an obligation of the South African apartheid régime to
maintain 100,000 nsabers of its forces there., Oil was found in the Middle East,
and now it is a very serious obligation of the United States to be there in order
to defend the security of the region.

All those examples of strong defensive commitments by the United States and
imperialisa remind me of -the following verse by Jallal-adin Roomi, the great
Persian poet:

“The enemy of the peacock happened to be it¢s own beauty.

"So many kings there are who hsve been martyred by their own majesty.”
I believe that if those resources dld'not exist in the Arab world or in Bouth

Africa or its neighbouting areas the United States would not have so much incentive

to support the occupying forces there or those in the Arab countries in the Middle

East.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Islamic Republic of
Iran for the very kind words he addressed to me.

The next apeaker is the representative of the Syrian Acrab Republic. I invite
him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statesent.’

Mr. AL-ATASSI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): We
thank you, Sit, and, through you, the other members of the Council for giving my
delegation this opportunity to take part in the deliberations on the problem before
it - the South African aggression againa¢ Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

I wigh alsp to take this opportunity to express to you, 8ir, the eminent
representative of a friendly country, Ghana, our congrgtulations on your assumption
of the presidency for the month of May and on your acknowledged diplomatic skills,
We are sure that you will be able to guide the Council's delibsrations with great
objectivity, thereby enabling it to perform the tasks entrusted to it.

1 also wish to offer to Ambassador Claude de Kémoularia of France our thanks
for the aexemplary manner in which he conducted the Council's work last month.

It was with great consternation and indignation that we learned of the
barbarous acts of aggression by the racist Pretoria crégime on 19 May against
Botawana, Zambia and Zimbabwe, The Council is again meeting, after only a short
interval, to consider foreign aggression againat those independent States carried
out on patently false pretexts and in violation of international law. The world
hag condemned thoge acts of aggression, which are a violation of internationsl law
and of the sovereignty of three independent States, which are, moreover, Membere of
the United Nations and the Non-Aligned Movement and African front-line States.

The apartheid régime’s armed forces brutally boambed civilians, in particular,

ugees in camps established by international organizations.
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I shall not dwell further on these aspects, since preceding speakaers have
already described them in detail,

My country believes that this act of aggression is but a new episode in a long
series of attacks perpetrated by the racist régime against independent sovereign
States, Here, we must reaffirm that the South African régime could not continue
its acts of aggression against independent States, using the big-stick policy under
the pretext of pursuing freedom £ighters of the African Naticnal Cmgt'ess of South
Africa (ANC) and other freedom fighters, were it not for the material, financial
and political support and encouragement abundantly provided by the imperialist
Powers with colonial ambitions, in particular the United States. FPor the United
States itself has practised State terrorism against a brother country, the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya. We along with the international community have not forgotten that
act of aggression, United States threats against sowereign States are now a daily
occurrence against countries that have themselves become victims of aggression.
Their collaborator and accomplice of the racist régime of Ssvuth Africa, Tel Aviv,
has been practising the same policy against the Arab people of Palestine, and,
thanks to th2 lavish assistance of the United States, it has followed that eunplé.

That 18 part of an expansionist aggressive policy designed to perpetuate the
dosination of the white minority. The racist régime having failed to stifle
domestic opposition then turned to more violent means in an attempt to put down
resistance once and for all. A few days ago it was announced that that criminal

aggression was only the beginning and that south Africa fully intended to put an
end to the freedom fighters.

Co-ordinating Bureau of tiie Movement of Non-aliged Countries, which was read out by

the tepmaentative of India yesterday,
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The Security Council has the duty to shoulder the full measure of its
respongibility. The eyes of the world are focused on the Council, and the world
expscts it to impose sanctions against the South African régime, which has been
systematically violating che Charter and seriously endangering international
peace. The application of Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter providing for
comprehensive mandatory sanctions is the only language the apartheid régime will
understand. It would make it poscible for the indigenous population to live in
freedom and dignity on their ancestral land. The African liberation movements will
continue their struggle until the apartheid végime has been dismantled.

We should like to express our solidarity with the African pecples in their
just struggle to extirpate the scourge of apartheid.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic
for the kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. AL-MOSFIR (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): My
delegation and I are very pleased, Sir, to eee you presiding over the Council.

Your well-known diplomatic abilities and tact leads us to believe that our work

will be crowned with success.

We wish to thank Ambassador de Kémoularia for the exemplary and able manner in
which he guided the business of the Council last month.

The Council, along with all other organs of the United Nations, has for many
long years been seized of the tense situation in gsouthern Africa. That situation
is the result of the policies and practices of the racist régime in South Africa.
Internacional public opinion is cognizant of that deteriorating situation.

The people of South Africa are daily faced with murder, displacement and the
denial of their righta, and that is now also the lot of the front-line States. We
are convinced that stability will not be installed in South Africa and peace

restored ¢ southern Africa until the apartheid régime is eliminated.
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We believe that the Government of South Africa, which has embraced apartheid
as its doctrine and way of life, will not abolish it by itself. We also believe
that the racist régime was not horn on African land, and hence its peaceful
elimination will not take placw; on African land. Its eradication must take place
where racism as a theory and a doctrine was born. It must first be eliminated in
the culture in which the theory was unveiled. We believe that so long as racism is
rooted well beyond the African continent in places that provide South Africa with
the wherewithal to continue and survive, then talk about eliminating such a régime
will be simply abstract talk dsvoid of any meaning.

Bom:i uy country has always supported the imposition of comprehensive
mandatory sancticns against South Africa. We believe that without such sanctions
and a blockade apartheid clﬁnot be ¢liminated and peace cannot be restored to
southern Africa.

South Africa carried out an act of aggression against Zasbia, Zimbabwe and

Botswana as a means of consolidating the apartheid régime and undernining the
dialogue aimed at a peaceful settlement of the question.
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That Government justified those acts of aggression by saying that they were carried
out for three reasons: to fight terrorism, for gelf-defence lp lgcoo:dmco with
Article Sl of the United Nations Charter and for the defence of civilized nations.
Although the last of those alleged justifications deserves more time and

consideration than can be given to it now in this forum, all the Scuth African
pretexts to justify its acts of aggression have becq used bo!ozg and have been
onnsidered in this Council, Therefore, we need not discuss i:he- again.
Nevertheless, we believe that we shall hear more of them in the future and that
many other States will be subjected to acts of aggreasion on those same pretexts.
We believe that they will be usad to justify any crime that may be perpetrated.
The use of such pretexts is a clear 1nd£cat;on of the l1links that exist betveen
those who use them. Therefore, the Security Council must monitor this situation
very closely and save whatevor can be gsaved eo that 'thte pattern of acts of
aggreasion 18 not repeated.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United Arab Emirates
for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of Zimbabwe, I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. MUDENGE (Zimbabwe): Because Ghana was the ficet sub-Saharan Aficican
State to defeat colonialism and attain frecsdom and for long remained 8
standard-bearer in the struggle againat imperialism and a scugce of solace for the
dispossessed of ocur conti:'lent, it occupies a verv special place in the hearts of
all Africans. RAnd of course it is also the belcved land of that great son of
Africa, Dr. Kwame Nkrumah, You, Sir, therefore, are the embodiment of those noble
traditions of your country, and my delegation could not, with the subject at hand

in mind, have wished for a better President of the Council for this month.
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Hy delegation wishes to put on record its appreciation of the efficient way in
which the representative of France guided the work of the Council during the month
of April.

muttook place in the small hours of Monday, 19 May 1986, is now a matter of
public record. Agents of the racist Pretoiria régime attacked the capitals of the
tepublics of Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe. That same afternoon my Prime Minister,
the Honourable Robert Mugabe, issued a statement outlining what happened and
expressing zmbabw.a‘s pesition on those events. That statement reads as follows.

*The South African racist and apartheid régime carried out a midnight
attack against the sovereign State of Zimbabwe on ANC targets locsted at two
places in Harare.

*The barbarous act8 were perpetrated at 16 Angwa Street in the city and
at 19 Eve's Crescent in Ashdown Park. At 16 Angwa Street, the racists caused
damage to a public building used partly as a restaurant and hairdressing salon
and partly as executive offices. There wvas injury to a private security guard.

"At 19 Eve's Crescent no one was injured as the former ANC house was not
occupied, At both places, the racists in panic left various equipment,
including communication items, vehicles and explosives when security forces
reacted to the attacks.

"m.fonow-up operations security forces have arrested three, and I
believe the nuaber now is four, suspects who are now halping police with
investigaticns, More ‘nformation will be released as esoon as this

investigation is completed.
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*phe two cowardly and unprovoked attacks are clearly aimed at Zimbabwe as
one of the Front Line States. The racist South African régime has, by these
acts of wanton aggression against the Front Line States, clearly becoue a
terrorist organization which unleashes without any woral restraint barbaivic
attacks against its neighbours in defence and justification of the evil and
inhuman systea it advocates.

*The bacbaric raciot régime in Pretoria has obviocusly failed to stem the
tide of the revolution in South Africa or to satisfy the just demands of ite
oppressed majority and deliberately chooses to blame neighbouring independsnt
States for its internal probleams.

“We refuse to accept responsibility for the internal strife in South
Africa. The racists blame and attack us &s well as others for supporting the
just strugale in South Africa and for giving shelter and assistance to
refugeas fleeing from the wrath of the ®acists.

*"zZimbabwe will not be deterred froa rendering assistance to the
liberation movements of South Africa in the form of political, material and
moral support in the context of tha OAU Charter,

“Today’s vanton militacy aggression underlines two related factors. One,
that ths South African régime has adopted State terrorism as s policy that is
bound to lead to a dangerous sacurity situation in the region because we who
are the victims of guch a policy will have to defend ourselves. Two, in order
to guarantee peace and gecurity in the region, the international cosmunity

should take immediate steps to izolate the Socuth African régime by imposing

msmlabocts ancamoanl s sansnblianae @
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Analysts and writers have been trying to fathom the raticnale and timing of
these avents. There seems to be unanimity that the choice of targets was
militarily dubicus, the timing mind-boggling snd the results paletry and pathetic,

if only they were not sn sadly tragic.
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In Gsborone the airborne-raiders managed to destroy, as we are told, some
housing estates and killed an innocent Botswana football player, &s wgll as
wounding two others, before being chased away by fize from the local security
forcas. In Zambia the screeching jet fighters and the group of commandos managed
to kill a Namibian refugee and to wound 10 othere, including two Angolan children -
one two years old, the other five ~ in the bombirj of a refugee camp near Lusaka.
In Harare, a Zimbabwean night-watchman was injared by flying debris in downtown
Harate. The intended targets were supposed to ba a public building housing
executive offices, a hair salon and a restaurant. I have here a picture of the
*Go-Go" restaurant, which is underneath the little office that is supposed to be
the "operational centre® of the ANC; next to this little restaurant is a hair
salon. They are all public places, always full of people. The sscund target was a
house in one of the guburbs of Harare which was used by ANC officials. This suall
house was supposed to be s "transit facility®.

The Corncil is being asked to bslieve that an official United Nations refugee
camp in Zambia, a housing estate in Botswana and a small public office and house in
Zimbabwe were major “operational centres® and "transit facilities" threatening the
security of South Africa. .

Surely, if the racist cégime wants to delude itself, it can go ahead, but it
should not expect the worlé community to be so imbecilic as to believe such
hogwash, The ANC has bigger and better offices and residences in London, in New
York, in Parie, in Brussels, in Rome -« well, I could go on - and elsewhere, than it
ever had in Havare. Are thess also guerrilla ®cverational centres® and “transit
facilities”? And is Mr. Botha going to send his murder squads to London, New York
and other places to destroy those facilitias? If the United States, tine United

Kingdom and the rest of the international community accept their obligations to
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allow such offices to exist in their countries, why must the same obligation be
denied in the case of Zimbahwe? As a member of the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) , the Non-Aligned Movement and the United Nations, we have similar obligations
and we cannot ghirk those responsibilities, WNo, Pretoria's declared reasons for
attacking its chosen targets are specious, illogical and nonsensical. As always,
ita arguments are deceptive: a farrago of lies, evasions and spurious drivel.

The racists attacked the three countries primarily because they represent the
antithesis of their own policies. They are good examples of successful non-racial
societies and implacable opponents of the evil cystem of apartheid existing in
South Africa. Secondly, the régime is trying to divert attention from its internal
upheavals and discords by creating fictitious gutstde enemies, a classic ploy
employed by most fascist régimes. Thirély, the racists want to tarnish the image
of its neighbours, in particular that of Zimbabwe, which is soon to host the Eighth
Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned Movement. And, finally, the three countries
are a dangsr to the racist régime because they helieve and practice what, to the
apartheid régime, are subversive ideas, such as democracy, equality of man,
brotherhood of man, non-racism, and so forth. Botha foolishly believes that he can
insulate the majority of his countrymen from these ideas. How pathetic! Like a
latter day king Canute, he stands vain-gloriously at the Limpopo with his arms
outatretched in a futile attempt to stop the rising tidal wave of freedom buffeting
his land, And like the earlier Canute, his own failure is eaually guaranteed.

Botha's arguments for attacking his neighbours have neither moral nor lagal
validity and are basically dishonest. He auotes article 51 of the United Nations
Charter to juctify his actions as self-defense and refers to the United States

attack on Libya a8 if it were a precedent already accepted in international law.
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My Government's viewv on this has previously bean expressed and is on record. I
have heard of the devil auoting the scriptures, but I never thought I would witness
such an obvious example.

Apartheid, according to the United Nations, is a crime against humanity. The
Botha régime is guilty of this crime. Genocide, states the United Nations
Convention on tha Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, is a crime
against humanity. The apartheid régime stand accused of genocide. The daily
slaughter of black babies, school children, men, woman and children has now reached
genocidal proportions. It is the duty and obligation of every man, woman and
child - nay, of every civilized nation - to stand up and resist these crimes
against humanity being perpetrated by the apartheid régime. That régime is bereft
of any moral ot legal right to exist. It is beyond the pale. It cannot invoke for
its protection the higher principles that govern civilized man in his intesnational
relations.

We say to Botha: "The United Wations, whose international instruments you
have deigned to quote in vain in your defence, auathematisze you and deny you any
right to exist as a government. It coidemns you to damnation., It calls for the
1iquidation of yqur systes of government." '

Yesterday in the Council the representative of the racist régime asked South
Africa's neighbours to accept the socio-political syetem existing in his country as
a condition for establishing good-neighbourly relations, But we ask: how can ve
accept an evil system and a crime against humanity? FPurthermore, he asked us to
come to an agreement with him and his country for peace in our region, We say:
*how strange that you can dare to ask us to enter into ggreements with you whan
your treachery was amply demonstrated in the Nkomati Accord." We say to South
Africa, "first shov us that you can honour your word by fulfilling your obligations

under the Nkomatl Accord.”
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Not only are Botha's raids bereft of any moral or legal justification, but
their very timing has caused great dismay, because thay took place at the very
moment when a Comtonwealth group of emminent persons was in South Africa trying to

find a solution to that country's problems. How crasy cin one be?
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I am reminded of your country, Mr. Preaident, where two market women were
boasting to each other about the wonders of modern technology. The first woman
said, "You know, my cousin came back from London with a wooden leg, and every day
he runs for five miles.® The second woman said, "Ah, but mine came frowm the United
States., He has two wooden legs and one wooden arm, and he takes part in the
30-mile marathon every year®, Next to them was a young South African female
student. She said, "Well, where I come from thete is a man with s wooden heéd, and
he runs the country.”

That being said, it is important that we should not lose sight of the fact
that the recent raids are not isolated aberrations. WNo. They are part and parcel
of a well-laid policy of sanctions againat the front-line and neighbouring States.
Yes, Pretoria has been systematically implementing its own policy of sanctions
againgt its neighbours. The policy involves the use of economic, military and
political sanctions against each one of us. These sanctions are applied regularly
and remorselessly. What happened on Monday i3 in this context largely symbolic in
ito significance, valued by Pretoria for its high visibility rather than for its
actual saterial damags to the three countries, In the case of 2imbabwe, it would
appear, Pretoria genuinely thought it was doing it to please some of its big
friends which, so it believed, wanted to see Zimbabwe's wings clipped. However,
the more insidious and pervasive sanctions are imposed largely unannounced.

Pretoria‘s policy of sanctiong against its neighbours is well articulated in a
paper produced in 1961 at the specific request of the racist régise oy one
Prafeggor Noon Celdnhuys, & South African fSieign poliicy oconsuitant. The paper,
entitled "Some strategic implications of regional economic relationships for South
Africa®, has now been published and is there to be read. 1t is no longer a
secret. The ﬁéper shows how South Africa could, to sysmarize: £irst, use its

railways and harbours to squeeze, pressure or stranguiate any of ics land-locked
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neighbours, that is, by manipulating the availability of rail trucks and berthing
facilities and imposing surcharges or aanouncing restrictions on the amount of
goods to ba exported through South Africaj secondly, limit or ban the importation
of labour from its neighbours; thirdly, use border posts to harass nationals of
those States that use South Africa to reach the outside world; and fourthly, curb
and regulate the amount of such goods as petroleum which may pass to neighbouring
States. I will leave it at that. The paper stresses that South Africa must act in
such a way that the outside world never sees that it is being done deliberately.

The measures cited have been and are being employed regularly. We recently
saw what the manipulation of bordar posts can achieve. In the case of Lesotho, a
Government collapaed a3 a result, The limiting or banning of labour importation
hags at one time or another been used against almost all south Afrxica’s neighbours,
It is calculated that Mozasbigue alone had lost asbout $2.6 billion by 1984 as a
result of labour-related reprisals by South Africa. 1In the case of Zimbabwe, South
Africa has used armed bandits to destroy the major rail connection between Zisbabwe
and Mozambique, with the result that the bulk of its goods are forced to go through
the longer and more expensive South African harbours. This has resulted in
Zimbabwe's having tc pay 3500 mnre per tonne to esport some Of its goods than {f it
had been using the shorter routes through Hozambigue. Thie is true also of
Zambia, 1In the case of Angola, wa all know what Stinger-missile-carrying UNITA
criminal bandits have done to paralyse the Banguela line.

We could go on to give many more concrete exasples of these sanctions, but 1 -
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econcmic sanctions agajnst 1¢s neighbours. We have previcusly pointed out that

South African sanctions against the South African Development Co-ordination
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Conference (SADCC) countries have cost the countries concerned at least 310 billion
in the last five years. South Africa is also known to have brought about the death
of at least 100,000 people in neighbouring States through its destabilization
activities. These are real and horrendous facts and fiqures,

This is the reality of our situation. Since South Africa is already using the
sanctions weapon against us, and the weapon is demonstrably effective, we cannot
understand why some of our Wastern friends try to argue that sanctions against
South Africa (a) are morally wrang, (b) will hurt the wrong people, (c) will not be
effective and (4) will hurt netghbourtng States, and so on and so forth., We are
al:ead} being hurt and we know that they are effective - indeed, even against South
Africa itself. We know that the world banking community nearly brought South |
Africa to ita knees when it unintentionally imposed limited sanctions against it.

what we are today asking from the Council is not much., We are not asking for
the imposition of new sanctions by the Council. No. We are asking for the
conversion of the present United Nations voluntary measures adopted by the Council
- goms of which hsve beon endorsed by the Commonwealth, others by the Buropean
Bconomic Community (EEC), and some of which are already law in the United States of
Anerica - into mandatory and obligatory sanctions. We have not introduced anything
that is not already in effect. All that we are asking from the Council is that it
now send a stronger measage to South Africa than the previous messages, which seem

not to have impressed it up to now. We are asking for a demonstration of political

will, for resolution and determination by the Council.
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Let us therefore avoid clothing our self-interest in sanctimonious hypocrigy.
We need to sit down as friends and declare our true interests to each cther so ghat
we may honestly see how we can achieve our common goal of saving South Africa f,:om
the brink of disaster. let us abjure gimmickry and all manner of dissimulation,

We say to our Western friends: we have a pretiy good idea of your fears and
interests in South Afcica. We know you want to protect those interests. We are
ready to discuss them with you, But this must be on the basis of honesty and .
frankness,

Before I conclude, let me appeal to my friends in the United States, It ig
time to abandon linkage, constructive engagement and the supply of Stinger
missiles. Those are not policies but fantasies and delusions, and presctlpttonp
for disaster in our region. They have blocked Namibian independence and have given
respectability to racist South Africa. We therefore ask our American friends tp
think again.

Finally, we should like to speak to all our friends, for we know ghat §n
history thete are times to talk and times to act. We admire the mystegy of birth
because we have geen much death. We hope that there is no one who deludes himgelf
by believing that he or she can ugse the racist régime to deter ug from our ¢hospn
oourse or to teach us lessons in obedience. As my Prime Miniatep nas stated, fgr
us it is clear that the :

*South African régime has adopted State terrorism as a policy thet s poung to

lead to a dangerous security situation in the region, hecsuse wa who ape

victims of such policy will have to defend oursqives,"
let us hope that no one is about to start a forest fire,
The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Zimbabwe for the vegy ‘l":ﬂﬂ

wordc he addresgsed to my country and to me.
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Mc. ALLEYNE (Trinidad and Tobago): It gives me very great pleasure
m@ud to extend to you, Sir, my gsincere congratulations on your assumption of the
presidency of the Council for the month of May. I know that under your able
stevardship the Council's work will be guided with competence and impartiality.

I wish also to pay a tribute to your predecessor, Ambassador de Kémoularia,
the Permanent Representative of France, for the energetic and responsible manner in
which he led the Security Council's work during the month of April.

Racist south Africa's acts of aggression against Botswana, Zambia and Zismbabwe
on 19 May 1986 constitute further conclusive evidenca that the situation in South
Atrica is one which undoubtedly calls for the kind cf£ action sppropriate to cases
of threats to or breaches of intarnational peace under Chapter VII of the United
Nationg Charcter.

As tecently as 13 Pebruacry 1986 the Council, in its resolution 581 (1986),
strongly condemned racist South Africa for its threate to cantinus acts of
aggression against the front-line and other States in southern Africa. Moreover,
the cacist régine of South Africa was strongly warned against committing any acts
of aggression, terroriem and destabilizaticn against African States.

It was thus with incredulity and indignation that we learned that the racist
réging Of South Africa had launched once more wanton, unprovoked military raids
into Botswanas, 2ambia and Zimbabwe, resulting in injury, loss of life and damage to
property. On behalf of the Government and people of Trinidad and Tobsgo, I extend
sincere condolences to the respective Governments and the bereaved families
affected by those recent acts and reaffirm our solidaricy with the Governments and
peoples of those countries in their efforts to safeguard their soveroignty,
indapendence and non-~aligned posjitions.

The 2partheid rdgime, by its actions, has ignored and stood in defiance of the

will of the international community and continues to challenge the United Nations

and the Charter.
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The Security Council, on which the Charter has bestowed responsibility for
maintaining and restoring international peace and security, must now discharge its
responcibility in the light of the racist régime’s recent acts of aggression.

The “rotoria régime’s assault on international peace and secucity, as
manifested hy .. ~ontinued attacks on southern Africen States, has as its origin
that rdgime’' g2 <!=".:agi in perpetuating the heinous system of apartheid in South
Africa. Apartheid, - sunsec.ized as a crime s;uinst humanity, has been
unequivocally condemned by the international community in general and the Security
Council in particuar. Moreover, the immediate ezadication £ apartheid is
generally regarded &s a necessary step towards the attain@snt of peace and
stability in southern Africa. However, despite the Council's condamnation of the
apartheid systcm, the Pretoria régime has ignored numerous calls to effect peaceful
change in South Africa through the coaplete abolition of apartheid. On the
contrary, the apartheid régime persistantly manufactucres designs further to

entrench apartheid, News of the wanton killings, continued violence and massive

rapression against th. black people and all opponents of apartheid concistently

evoke deep anxiety and the profound indignation of the internationai community.
My delegation is oconvinced that the violence and repression of the South

African régime have greatly aggravated the situation in South Africe and will

certainly lead to increasingly violant conflict, with serious international

repercussions,
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Attempts by the international community and the Security Council to effect a

peaceful solution to the question of South Africa have failed to produce the
desired results. These latest attacks, coming as they 4id when the Emineni Persons
Group of the Commonwealth was in southern Africa and in the very throes of efforts
to bring solutions by fiaceful neans, must give us pause. It is now imperative
that the Security Counci act with unmistakable resolve by imposing sanctions
against the South African régime, in accordance with Chapter VII of the United
Nations Charter. This appears to be the most effective option for this Body it ic
sincerely wishes succesafully to combat the apartheid system and bring peace to
southern Africas.

Is the Council in need of a precedent? Let us not forget reszolution
388 (1976) in the cace of another raciet régime, that of Rhodesia, when the Council
overcane all hesitation and acted in the interests of peace and security, imposing
sanctions.

In the instant case, permit me to duote from the statesment made, following
these recent raids by South Africa, by the Minister of External Affairs of the
Rapublic of Trinidad and Tobago:

“Nothing short of econoiic sanctions or even stronger action appears capable

of bringing about a solution to the problem”.

Trinidad and Tobago regards attempts to cite Article S1 of the United Nations
Charter as justification for the armed attscke across international boundaries as
specicue, spurious and intellectually insulting arguments which also constitute
underhanded actexpts to revise the United Nations Chartar outside the very

framework of the Ur ‘ted Nations.
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This phanomenon is even more bewildering if we consider that this latest

attempt at revising Article 51 of the Charter in order to sanction aggression is
being manifested by a régime that sustains itself on repression and massive
violence against the overwhelming majority of the pecple within its own borders.

My delegation wishes to conclude ita statement on the matter before us by
urging mambers of the Security Council to see that the imposition of comprehensive,
mandatory sanctions against the racist Pretoria régime is the only peaceful means
left to the Council to achieve its goal - that is, the establishment of a
non~zacial democratic society in South Africa, Q gociety based on
self~determination and majority rule through the full and free exercise of
universal adult suffrage by all the people. It is only through the imposition of
such sanctions that the peaceful eradication of the apartheid system can be
achieved and peace and security restored to southorn Africa.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the rcpresentative of Trinidad and Tobago : his
kind words adidressed to ms.

T shall now make a statement in my capacity as the representative of Ghar_,

I wish to begin by paying a richly deserved tribute to last month'sc Presideii
of the Security Council, Mr. Claude de Kémcularia of France, for his lesdership. I
am glad that he {8 here in person to listen to my delegation's very sincere thanks
and approciaticn for the leadership which, with his sagacity and style, he afforded
the Council.

Tha Ghauas delagation joine the international community today in condemnation

of the latast outrage perpetrated by the racist minority régime of South Africa



BCT/gt 8/PV.2686
103

(The_Presidant)
against the soveraign States of Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe. My delegation f£inds
the South African attacks to be - and here we use the words of the United States
delegation - reprehensible, irresponsible and inexcusable. Our profound shock and
dismay at these illegal and barbarous acts by the racist régime of South Africa can
be tempered only by the hope that adequate lessons will be drawn by all of us from
these events ani a bold and clear signal sent to the apartheid régime at the end of
our deliberations that the Council will no longer tolerate violations of the United
Hations Charter with impunity.

Only a few months ago, in a debate prompted by similar circumstances - namely,
the violation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Angola by the Botha
régime - the Secretary for Poreign Affaire of Ghana, Mr. Obed Asamoal, had occasion
to forewarn the Security Council that racist South Africa - and 1 quote his words:

*in keeping with iiu character of bigotry and contempt for the black man, ...

will most likely repeat the same barbarous acte in the future® (S/EV.2617,

p2D).

Subsequent atrocities perpetrated by the racist rdgine egainst Lesotho,
Botsvana and Angola, coupled with the Monday, 19 Hay, air strikes against Botswana,
Zambis and Zimbabwe provide painful and disturbing vindication of that ‘
presonition. To those who have bsen tempted in the past to give the racist régime
the benefit of the doubt, wa repeat today that South African State-organized
terror, manifested in illegal and violent incureions into the tarritories of the

front-line States, elther directly or through proxies such ag the baadit UNITA
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Thesc policies have as their corner-stone a purnicious determination to
destabilize the fronc-1line States in support of the racist régime’s dual aim of

saintaining its 1llegsl strangleiiold cvver Namibia and pressuring the front-line
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States into denying 'suppo:t for the liberation movements. My delegation is only
too avare that there ig nothing new in .thue latest acts of aggression against the
front-line States, which are yet another demonstration of South Africa's continued
contempt for international law and public opinion. What is striking, however, is
the extent to which the racist régime could go to escalate tension in the region
and, by so doing, further endanger international peace and security. Ic is this
threat to the peace and stability of southern Africa which must engage the geriour
concern of the Security Council.

It is a matter of deep regret to the Ghana delegation that the racist minority
tégime has been able to defy the international community for so long Lecause of the
political and diplomatic support accorded it and, principally, because of the
atcitude of some Member States. The consistent pleas, both direct and indirect,
that the racist tégime be given more tise for a peaceful change have proved
illusory. Be that as it may, we have seen, especially since last summer, by the
¢ycle of violence and killings perpetrated by the racist régime that the South
African authorities do not know and §o not care for the language of peace. In that
regard, we desm the continued opposition of scme wembers of the intecnationsl
community ¢o the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against Eouth

Afcica to be indirect aupport, if even inadvertent, for the Botha régime.
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Indeed, the cignificance of the timing of Monday's raid cannot be lost on us.
Those barbarous acts occurred at a time when the group of eminent persons set up by
the sumait meeting of Commonwealth Heads of State and Government were busy cutting
cut the path of peace towards a naegotiated political saettlement. The attacks also
occurred at a time when talks to improve security in the area genmerally were in
progressc, and they cccurred at a time when the deaths among black South Africans at
the'hands of the repressive apartheid régime had reached an all-tiue high of about
five to six persons a day. What clearer demonstration do we require than those
acts tc show that Botha is a man of war and that the racist régime finds greater
security in terror than in reason?

In the light of those events, my delegation urges a concerted and united
effort in the deliberations of the Council to adopt concrete measures that leave no
doubt as to our resolve to eradicate apartheid and remove the threat to
internstional peace and security that it poses. 1In calling for concrete measures
We are particularly mindful of the fact that the credibility of this body to follow
through on its pronouncements is at stake, We cannot afford an image that casts
cur countless resolutions on South Africa as mere formulas for inaction. That
would only benefit the enemies of peace in South Africa.

Members of the Council will have noticed that many represontatives who have
spoken before the Council, both yesterday and this morning, have posed the question
of how many times the Council wanted South Africa to commit aggression against
sovereign anrd independent countries before it acted. That gquestion, posed again
and again, is the veritable expression of the dwindling confidence in the Council.
The Council should reflect sericusly on this unhappy situation if anarchy is to be
averted internationally.

Let me remind our colleagues in this body that we ure the Security Council;

we are endowed with the mandate to prevent the situation under disguasion, and we
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are expected to usa'tha povers vested in the Council to defend the Charter. Let us
act with resolution and not give comfort to those who, by their actions, destroy
the very basis of our Organization.

what is the nature and import of the recent actions of the South African
GCovernaent against the front-line States? Those attacks are morally indefensible
because they were violent; they constitute State terrorism by our cozmon
definition; they contravene the letter and spirit of the Charter; they are in
pursuit of the preservatcion of a system universally condemned by the international
community, especially by the Security Council, and they add to a long chain of
gimilar and inexcusable acts of aggression in the past. For what reason then would
this Council stay action under its mandate against this recalcitrant State? Yes,
the present Government of South Africa is a minority régime and represents white
interests, but there are also no saving graces for ite present situation. In fact,
were the Council to desist again from acting resolutely in this case, it would
inadvertently be concurring in State terrorism, in illegality and in racism. The
Council, in our view, should resist the temptiation,

It is for those cogent reasons that the Ghana delegation has co-sponsored
draft resolution 5/18087 now before the Council. Members of the Council will note
that it stops short of demanding the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against South Africa, even though that is the policy of the Ghana
Government. That is to make it possible for the Council to adopt & decision in the

current debate unanimousiy. The limited and selaective actions proposed are not

- has haan awvmiainad Dhar ava anbinne that lanialotiva hndica and
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multilateral organizations, espacially those of the West, have already instituted
against the racist réyime. The intention is therefore to bring those actions too
under the umbrella of tie United Nations. With slight adjustments of language in

the draf® resolution, ws believe that a unanimous decision could be reached, and we
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urge all members of the Council to join in the solemn effort to achieve success
this time round. To limit ourselves to a mere condesnation of the militacy
taid - a courss of action already taken geveral times over in the past - would be
unwittingly to encourage South Africa to repeat its crime again and again. But,
wore than that, we appeal to our colleagues on the Council to join in sending an
unambiguous message to the rulers of Pretoria that the Council does not and will
not underwrite illagal aggression, apartheid and racism. In other words, the
expression of the firm collective will of thc Council against South Africa's bad
faith and naked militzry aggression against other Member States is now even more
fnportant that South Africa's orime. Let the Council not fail in this moment of
truth.

'rhe-chana delegation wishes to state at this point that Botswana, Zambia and
2imbabwe are entitled not only to assistance that would enable them better to
‘defend their territories from the aggression of the South African Defence Porces
and their proxies, but also to full and fair compsnsation for the damage to life
and property occasioned by this criminal act.

In concluaion, I wish, on behalf of the people and the Government of Ghana, to
convey eincere condolences to the peoples and Governments of Botswans, Zambia and‘
2imbabwe in this difficult time. Our support for the national liberation moverents
in their just struggle will continue undeterred. To our colleagues on the Council,
ve address ocur plea for justice and the unwavering defence of the Charter. We hope
this plea will not be igrbred.

I now resume my functions as President of tha Council.

The representative of the United States of Ararica has agked to make a

scatement in exercise of the right of reply, and I now call upon her.
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Mies BYRNE (United States of America): We have listened today to yet
another effort by the Soviet Union, Libya and Iran to stand truth on its head. As
wa well know, those three countries continue their established practice of the big
lie - that is, the wore frequentiy an untruth is repeated, the greater the chance

it will be accepted. My delegation will not permit such lies to pass unchallenged.
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There is an old English proverb that fits the concoction of distortions,
evasions and outright inventions we have heard today from those three delegations:
"Birds of a feather flock together®. I trust it will aleo not have escaped notice
that the representative of Iran called for the elimination by militsry force of a
sovereign Member in good standing of this Organization - Israel.

7o catalogue this sorry list of insults would, however, take more 2f the
Council's time than they merit. Suffice it to say that we reject ther totally.

My delegation rejects the lie that there is a connection between the United
States action against Libya and the South African raids against Botswana, Zawbia
and Zimbabwe. Libya is the world's principal proponent of State-sponsored
terroriss., Iran is not far behind., Every week bring: fresh reports of Libyan
diplomats ~ I use the term warily - expslled from one or another country for
"activities incompatible with their status®.

On the othér hand, the Governments of Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe have made
serious efforts to end the vicious cycle of cross-border violence directed at South
Africa. It should thererore be cbvious to all that there is no similarity
vhatsowver between the terrorist-doiinated foreign policy of Libya and the efforts
to promote dialogue andé co-operation madd by the three front-line States.,

We alasc rejsct as a perversion of the truth the allagation that the United
States policy of constructive engagement - that is, the active promotion of
dialogue and co-operation among the States of scuthern Africa - is responsible for
the South African raids. Thc United States condemns the actions of the South
i, i oday took CONCieie MOaBuLles O OApiess Oui Conasmmation.
The United States Government's expulsion of the South African military aitaché in
Washington and recall of owr military attaché in Pretoria are eviderce of our
outrage over the vioclation by the South African military of the sovareignty of

Botswana, Zamsbia and Zimbabwe.
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The constructive approach of the Unitsd States and the othor industrialized
denccracies to the African continent will be evidint next week Juring the special
session of the Genaral Assembly. It will be interesting to cbserve during the

debate what, besidas words and weapons, the Soviet Union and its alli.e offer the

nations of Africa.
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The meeting was suspanded at 8.05 p.m. and resumed at 9.55 p.m.

The PRESIDENT: The reprasentative of the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya has
asked to speak in exercise of the right of reply. I invite him to take a place at
the Council table and to make his statement.

+ .. Mr, FARTAS (Libyan Azab Jamahicriya) (interpretation from Arabic): I
apologize for asking to speak at such a late hour, after a long list of speakers.
But what we heard this evening made it necessary for me to exercise the right of
reply.

The proverb used by the United States representative, "birds of a feather
flock together”, is also an Arsbic proverb, I am not concerned here with the
origin of the proverb but 1 am interested in the fact that Botha, the leader of the
south African régime, gave a gcod demonstration of it when he announced that the
United States hed provided him with a precedent when it launched an air strike
against Libya. Botha made a genaral rule of that precedent, a rule he could invoke
whenever he wanted to strike against one of South Africa‘'s neighbouring countries.

His invoking of that tule on the basis of tho American precedent is the
embodiment of that proverb used by the United States representative. The leader of
the racist rdaime would _ake it =z . - _uext to act in solf-defence in order to
elininate “"terrorism®, . . jus’ . _ation for his s;gression and for committing
acts of aggressi . 8ge.mt celghbouring Afeican countries. That 1s exactly what
wags dong by ‘1@ Tinited £t ites . America when it launched its barbaric and wanton
aggresiion *qaingt the Libyan Arab “amahiziya. The American precedent invoked by

the leads: of the racist tdgim 4n 8onih Africa 4s in totul contravention of

N
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The United States was not acting in self-defence. The Libyan tl.uﬁ-. was not

msnosuveing in Aserican waters end had not launched any -ﬂsﬂlu against Ametican
targets. The opposite is correct. The United Stataos has baen constantly
conducting military manoceuvres off the .00 coast) it has sent aircraft to strike
at targets on the Libyan coast as part .. practising with live ammunition. The
whole world was shocked by that American raid against the cities of Tripoli and
Benghazi, vhose victias were children and the elderly. That was the precedant to
which the leadsr of the racist régime in South Africa referced.

The Council's failure to condemn that Amaricen raid has encouraged the leader
of the racist régime to invoke that precedant. This is a very dangerous matter in
international relations and in international conduct. The American raid against
Libya has been linked to the aggression of the racist cégine against 2imbebwe,
Zambia and Botswana, and not against Iran or Syria. But it was launched by the
strategic ally of the United States, which is South Africs.

A vhile ago we heard that tiree delegations would use the veto against the
draft resolution subnitted to the Council. Those three delegations are the sam
delegations that vatosd the condemnaiion of the American raid against Libya. 1f
that rumour is corrvect, it will not be a coincidenoce. It will be an affirmation of

the reply given by the leader of the racist régime in South Africa.
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Mr. ALLEYNE (Trinidad and Tobago): After protracted negotiations on the
text of the draft reesolution (5/18087), the authors have asked me to intrcduce the
following oral revisions.,

In the second preambular paragraph, fourth line, delete the words "and from
acting” and replace them by the word "or", so that the phrase would read
"independence of any State or in any other manner®,

In the seventh preambular paragraph, first line, delete the word
*international” and insert after the word "security" the words “in scuthern
Africa", so that the paragraph would read:

“Gravely concerned also at the thzeats to peace and security in scuthern

Africa created by the acts of aggression by the racist régime of South Africa

in Botswana, 2ambia and Zimbabwe on 19 May 1986*,

In the ninth preambular paragraph, delete the last word, "humanity®, and
replace it by the words “the conscience and dignity of mankind®, so that it would
read "a crime against the conscience and dignity of mankind”.

In the elevunth preambular paragraph, third line, delete the pentltimate word,
*Westexn®.

In the twelfth preambular paragraph, delete the words "completely failed” at
the end of the paragraph ard replace them by the words “not succeeded”, go that the
paragraph would read:

"Noting that the so-called policy of constructive engagement has not
succeeded”,

The next revision involves a formulation for a new eighteenth preamublar
paragraph, which would be inserted after the present seveateenth pieambulal
paragraph and would read:

"fTaking note also of the efforts of the eminent persons group in the

gearch for a geaceful solution to the aituacion in sovthern Africa®.
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The former eighteenth preambular paragraph, beginning with the words

*"Recalling further its resolution 562 (1985)" now becomes the nineteenth preambular
paragraph.

There are no changes to operative paragraphs 1, 2, 3 or 4.

In operative paragraph 5, delete the words "and their national liberation
movements®, so that the paragraph would read:

"Expreases further its solidarity with the people of South Africa in

their struggle for freedom and justice in the land of their birth".

In operative paragraph 6, delete "Chapter VII" and replace it with the words
“the provisions” so that it would read:

"Acting in accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United

Nations®.

There are no further revisions to the text.

On behalf of the sponsors of the draft resolution, I reauest that the Council
proceed to the vote on the draft resolution as revised. I hope that with these

revisions the Council can proceed to adopt the draft resolution.
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The PRESIDENT: I note that the representative of Trinidad and Tobago has
requested a vote on the draft resolution contained in document S/18087, as orally
teviged by him on behalf of the sponsors.

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): I am very grateful to the
representative of Trinidad and Tobago for his oral amendments, which I think are
indeead helpful, and I should like, in the light of that, therefore, to ask for a
gseparate vote on the twelfth preambular paragraph and on operative paragraph 6.

Mr. ALLEYNE (Trinidad and Tobago): 1In ancordsnce with rule 32, I should
like to ask that we proceed to a vote on the draft resolution, as revised, as a
whole.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to quote the relevant part of rule 32 of
the provisional rules of procedure which sgtates:

“Parts of a motion or of a draft resolution shall be voted on 8eparately
at the request of any representative, unless the original mover objects.®
Since the sponsors of the draft resolution object to the proposal to vote on

separate parts of the draft resolution, the Council will now cons’ler the draft
resolution in its entirety.

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I heard you say that

the original movers of the draft resolution objected to the propossl I made. I did
not actually hear the representative of Trinidad and Tobago say so and I was not
clear that he was doing so, Could I have clarification on this point?

Mr. ALLEYNE (Trinidad and Tobago): I should have thought that, if
someone asked that we vote on the draft resolution in separate perts and I, as the
repregentative Of the movers, asked instead that we vote on the draft cesolution as
a wiwle, that met the case. However, to remove all guestion of doubt, I wish to
inform the Coungil, through you, Siv, that I have been authorized by the ariginal

woverg of the draft resolutlon, us orally vevised, o ijaform the Council that we
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object to the proposal and ask that we proceed to vote on the draft resolution

in toto.

The PRESIDENT: It is wmy understanding that the Council is ready to
proceed to the vote on the draft resolution gubmitted by the Congo, Ghana,
Madagascar, Trinidad and Tobago and the United Arab Emirates, contained in
document 5/18087, as orally revised. Unless I hear any objection, I shall put the
draft resolution to the vote now.

There being no objection, it is so decided.
Does any member of the Council wish to make a statement before the voting?

Mr. de KEMOULARIA (France) (interpretation from French): The delegation

of France would have very much hoped that the unanimous condemnation of the
international community of the raids of South Africa against Botswana, Zambia and
2imbabwe could have been expressed through a resolution clearly indicating the
uneauivocal reprobation of all members of the Security Council.

My delegation takes the view that, in the circumstances, there are no grounds
for replacing national measures by mandatory sanctions. Hence we could not accept
the original draft resolution. Furthecrmore, my delegation cannot accept cetrtain
formulations used in the present draft resolution now before us.

The French delegation made ita position known to the aponsors of the draft
resolution. Some of our proposals have been taken into account, but my delegation
sincerely regrets the fact that the changes that have been made are not sufficient

to enable us to vote in favour of the draft resolution. In these circumstances, my
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Yhe PRESIDENT: Since tbere are no other delegations wishing to make a
staterent before the voting, T shall now put deaft resolution 5/180687, as orally

veviged, o the vole.
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A vote was taken by show of hands,

In favour: Australia, Bulgaria, China, Congo, Denmark, Ghana, Madagascar,
Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela

Aqainst: United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United

States of America

Abgtaining: FPrance
The PRESIDENT: The result of the voting is as follows: 12 votes in
favour, 2 against and 1 abstention. The revised draft resolution has not been
adopted owing to the negative vote of a permanent mesber of the Council,
I shall now call on any member of the Council who may wish to make a statement

following the voting.
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Migs BYRNE (United States of America): On numercus occasions in the
past, before this body and elsewhere, the United States has explained the reasons
underlying our opposition to mandatory economic sancticns. We do not believe that
the destruction of the South African eccnomy serves anyone's interests, least of
all those who suffer under apartheid. My Government further believes that a
severance of economic ties would lead ineluctably to the severance of political
onas, depriving us of any leverage over Pretoria, depriving the international
community of any ahility to work for the timely and complete dismantling of
opartheid, fThe United States will not turn its back on the millions of blacks in
South Africa and on a growing number of whites there who look to the West to lead
the South African Government out of its crude and inhuman political system into one
whore the voice of the majority participates directly in the formulation of
national and international policy.

Por the aforementionsd reascns, my Government cannot support language calling
for the imposition of mandatory sanctions. We helieve that all States sh&uld be
ablae to decide for themselves what measures are most appropriate as we pursue our
common goal of destroying spartheid.

8ir John THOMSON (United Kingdom): All members of the Council, I am

gsure, will regret that the Security Council cannot represent its united
condemnation of South Africa‘'s recent actions through the adoption of a unanimous
resolution. Nevertheless, all members of the Council do condemn South Africa's
recent actions against its neighbours. There should be no doubt about that. It
{s, unfortunataly, the result of a tactical situation that this message is nct
coming ouc as loudly ard ¢lieariy from this Council as my delegation haG hopsd.

The draft resolution as put to the vote has inzorporated in i¢ passages which

we warned the sponsors sere unacceptable to us and for reasons which we gave.

Phose reasnng are well known, 7T need not repeat them because we have put them
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forward repeatedly. I need only refer to my statement earlier today, to my
-statement in the Security Council on 15 November 1985 and to that in the General
Assembly on 29‘0ctober 1985,

There Ate, however, one or two points that I think it useful to emphasize.
Firat, despite this unfortunate outcome, the Council has demonstrated during the
debate its strong and unanimous condemnation of Scuth Africa‘'s actions. My
delegation would have voted in favour of all those operative paragrsphs except
operative paragraph 6. Secondly, we believe that nothing must be done that would
undermine the chances of a successful outcome, however hard to achieve, to the
Commonwealth initiztive. This initiative, after all, deals with the main point:
it deals with the peaceful abolition of apartheid, and this Council has said again
and again that apartheid is at the root of the problems of South and southern
Africa, That is so. Of all that is being done and that has been tried for many
years, the Commonwealth initiative holds out the best prospects of there being,
through negotiation with the right people, a peaceful solution to the problems of
South Africa through the abolition of apartheid. We feel that that is the
ove:rriding objective. We are not prepared to take short-term steps which may
endanger that long-term and fundamental goal, It is our goal and we would like the
Government of South Africa to be in no doubt that its response to the proposals put
to it by the eminent persons group of the Commonwealth is crucial, It is crucial
to the attitude that the internstional c~.amunity will take. That is important -~
and 1 will not attempt to say what actions will flow if the South African
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Government does not give a positive reply - bui it i8 even @oie Giucia
people, to both the white and the black populations of Scuth Africa and the
Coloureds,

My delegation reqrets that the sponsors of the draft resolution were not

ugapared fo mmonph my propoaal foroa paragraph-byeparagraph vore, T i3 i ve that
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had they been we would have achieved a consansus resolution, This, I think, would
have carried a convincing and potent signal to the Government of South Africa and
to its psople. As it is, the Council has sent a divided signal. We regret this.
It is a pity. Nevertheless, the position of my Government remains unchanged: We
condemn the South African actions which caused this Security Council to be
summoned. We condean apartheid. We support the eminent persons group and their
effort and we warn the Government of South Africa that much - indeed, the whole
future of its country - depends on the way in which it responds to that
Commonwealth initiative.

Mr. BIERRING (Denmark): My delegation voted for the draft resolution
becaugse it gives expression to the policy of my Government, but we cannot help at
the same time expressing our regret that it was not posgible to adopt a resolution
tonight in spite of efforts to that end. We participated in these efforts in the
strong balief that a unanimous decision by the Security Council would have been the
best way to convey to the Government of South Africa the views which I balieve we
all share with regard to its policies in southern Africa.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Prench): The representative of

Senegal has asked to speak, and I now call on him.
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Mr. SARRE (Senegal) (interpretatica from French): During the two days of
debate we have noted two basic elements: on the one hand, Africa‘'s passion for
peace, the eradication of apartheid and, above all, for the establishment of an
egalitarian, democratic and juet society in South Africa in which whites and
blacks, Coloureds and other ethnic groups can live in peace and understanding, all
leading to an era of co-operation between the South African Government and the
neighbouring States.

We have also noted during the debate that all speakers have stressed the need
for a solemn warning to South Africa not only to cease its repeated attacks against
neighbouring States but also to heed the voice of reason, the voice of the
international community, and put an end to the policy of apartheid.

It has also been emphusized that Soth Africa's acts of aggression against
Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe were aimed essentially at undermining an attempt at
rapprochement wade by the Commonwealth eminent persons group. In this regard, ways
and means must be found to make possible the continuance of that praiseworthy
effort, which will be complementary, or even supplementary, to the efforts already
m&de by the international community.

In the light of the fact that in the vote that has just taken place the draft
resolution submitted by the non-aligned countries members of the Security Council
has been rejected, Africa has the right to wonder whether there is still any chance
through recourse to the international community of seeing the South African problem
settled peacefully, as it go earnestly desires,

We have been told that neither mandatory nor selective sanctions against South
Africs arc 1
neighbouring States and above all the black community in South Africa. But we
cannot do good to people without their consent. Here, as elsewhere, more than once

those who are directly interested in these measures - I am talking of both the
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blacks vho live in South Africa and the States neighbouring South Africa - have
made it clearly understood to the international community that whatever the
suffering they are ready to accept and bsar it. The essential thing is that
through the suffering justice and equality should prevail in South Africa.

No matter how great our bitterness - and it is great; we camnot uide that -

£rica will continue, as in the past, to mobilize all its energies and use all its
creative imagination 8o that this crime against humanity may one day be eradicated
from that regicn, so that the blacks who are suffering so deeply and have no other
means of expressiing themselves than through persuasion, not only of their brothers,
but also of those who can help them, will listen to them and will come to their
assistance.

We respect, of course, the position taken in voting by each member; it is a
sovereign right and we do not dispute that. But at least let Africa's suffering be
understood. May the legitimate aspircations of Africans to a democratic society
based on eauality one day prevail in Africa.

Mr. SHUSTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): We wish to express our profound regret that the Security Council did not
succeed in adopting the draft resolution, owing to the negative votes of two
permanent members of the Security Council,

We wish also to draw the attention of members of the Council to the fact that
the vote of the representative of the United States against the draft resolution
fully confirms what we said in ocur statement about that Government's position on
the auestion of South Africa's aggressive policy towards other countries in that
part of the African continent. The vote of the representative of the United States

also shows that its attempts to refute what we have said were groundless.
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In that statesent there were attacks on saveral delegations, including my own,
which were unworthy of our 3ctiou- discussions, and we strongly reject them. WwWe do
not feel it necessary to respond to them.

In conclusion, although the draft resolution was not adopted, all those that
supported it can be sure that the Soviet Unica will continue to act in accordance
with the tpl.r'it of the draft resolution and, indeed, go further in its policy of
support for the just cause for which the peoples and Governmants of the States

victims of thosa barbarous attacks by S8outh Africa are fighting.
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Mr. GARVALOV (Bulgaria): Bulgaria was among the 12 members of the
Security Council which tonight voced in favour of the draft resclution submitted to
the Council by the delegations of Congo, Ghana, Madagascar, Trinidad and Tobago and
the United Arab Emirates.

Bulgaria was cf the opinion that the original text of the draft resolution was
commensurate with and reflected the situation as well as the discussion in the
Council. We were prepared to vote in favour of the original text, without any
revisions. When the amendments were introduced by the Permanent Representative of
Trinidad and Tobago, for one reason or another my delegation was under the
impression that a kind of general agreement had been reached on them; we had in
mind a specific appeal to that effect made to the Council this morning.

Of course, we regret the fact that the draft resolution was not adopted. So
far as our delegation is concerned, "regret" is prcobably the mildest of the words
that we could use. We shall have soms more official comments to that e¢ffect.

We as a Council were not able to assure the States and pecples of Botswana,
Zambia and Zimbabwe that we understood the position they are in following the
aggressive acts by South Africa. However, during our discussions we did - most of
us, not all of us - condemn those aggressive acts by South Africa. The failure of
the Council to adopt a resolutic: because of the vetoes cast by two permanent
members leaves the responsibility upon the shoulders of those two members and not

of the Council., Incidentally, what I have just said is taken from the statement by

the Bulgarian representative this morning.
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Even a very cursory glance at the Council's activities last year and this year
gives us a very ciear picture. In 1985 the Council was seized five times of
situations in which South Africa had committed aggression against neighbouring
States and there were specific complaints in that regaré. Under each oouplaini: the
Council was seized of a draft iesolution leaving aside the guestion of sanctions.
It was high time today in this debats, taking into aoccount all the pertinent
elements, for the Council to agree on a minimum of sanctions against South Africa.
That is the message that the Council should have sent to the internaticnal
community in general and to the African States in particular.

I should like to assure the Council that the text of the draft resolution
which was not adopted becauss of the vetoas of two permanent members will be sent,
in its revised form, to the Bulgarian Government. I am sure that my Government
will abide by its provisions, as it has done in the case of similar provisions in
the past, and will be taking even more steps in this respect.

The PRESIDENT: There are no further names on the list of speskers. The
Security Council has thus concluded the present stage of its consideration of the

item on the agenda.

The mesting rose at 10.45 p.w».
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