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In the absence of the bPresident, Mr. Dos Santos (Mozambique), Vice-Presideht,
took the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM 17
ELECTIONS TO FILL VACANCIES IN SUBSIDIARY ORGANS:
(d} ELECTION OF THE MEMBERS OF THE INTERNATIONAL LAW COMMISSION

- NOTES BY THE SECRETARY~GENERAL CONCERNING THE LIST OF CANDIDATES
(A/41/439 and Add.1-3, A/41/762 and Add.l and 2)

CURRICULA VITAE (A/41/440 and Corr.l and 2 and Add.l)

The PRESIDENT: This morning the Assembly will proceed to the election of

the members of the International Law Commission.

In conformity with the provisions of chapter I of the statute of the
Commission, the 34 members of the Commission are to be elected for a five-year term
of office, in this case beginning on 1 January 1987.

In this connection, I first draw the attention of the Assembly to document
A/41/762 of 24 October 1986, in which are listed in alphabetical order the
candidates nominated by Governments of States Members of the United Wations for
election to the International Law Commission. 1In addenda 1 and 2 to that document
the Assembly is informed of the withdrawal of the candidature of Mr. Munim
(Bangladesh) and Mr. Kane (Mauritania). Accordirngly, these two names should be
deleted from the list of candidates nominated for election to the International Law
Commission set out in document A/41/762.

The curricula vitae of the candidates ar2 contained in document A/41/440 and

Corr.l and 2 and Add.l.
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{The President)

As dalegations are aware, in accordance with article 5 of the statute of the
International Law Commission, the names of candidates shall be submitted by 1 June
of the year in which an election is held. However, in the past the General
Assembly has not excluded from election any candidate whose name has been submitted
after 1 June of the election year. I draw attention to this matter because the
list of candidates as it now stands, after the withdrawal of two candidates,
contains the name of one candidate nominated after 1 June 1986.

May I take it that the General Assembly agrees that the names of all the
candidates contained in document A/41/762, with the exception of the two
withdrawals, be considered as duly nominated - that is, as candidates for the
purposes of this election of the members of the International Law Commission?

I hear no ocbjection.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: There are now 51 candidates eligible in this election.

The persons to be elected to the Commissiocn should individually possess the
qualifications required - that is, they should be "persons of recognized competence
in international law". The statute also provides that "in the Commission as a
vwhole representation of the main forms of civilization and of the principal legal
syatems of the world should be assured”.

According to the statute, the members of the Commission are eligible for

re-election. The present membership of the Cocmmission is set out in the annex to

document A/41/439, of 2 July 1986.
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(The President)

In accordance with rule 92 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly,
the election will be held by secret ballot,

Representatives are requested to place a cross before the names of the
candidates for whom they wish to vote, but not to mark more than the number of
ssats available for each regional group in accordance with paragraph 3 of General
Assembly resolution 36/39, namely: A, eight nationals from African States, B,
gseven from Asian States, C, four frcm Bastern Burop2an States, D, seven from Latin
American States, and E, eight from Western Ruropearn: and other States.

those candidates, up to the maximum number of seats allocated for each
reqgional group, who obtain the greatest number of votes and at least a majority of
the votes of the States Members present and voting, will be declared elected.

Ballot papers, which take into account the prescribed number of seats for each
regional group, are marked A, B, C, D and E. They will now be distributed. I
reaquest representatives to use only those ballot papers. As I have said,
representatives should place a cross at the left of the names of the candidates for
whom they wish to vote, but should not vote for more than the maximum number
indicated on the hallot. Rallot papers containing more names than the maximum
number for each group will be declared invalid.,

Accordingly, please ensure that ballot papers marked A, for African States, do
not contain votes for more than eight candidates, ballot papers marked B, for Asian
States, do not contain votes for more than seven candidates, hallot papers marked
C, for Bastern Buropean States, do not contain votes for more than four candidates,
ballot papers marked D, for Latin American States, do not contain votes for more
than seven candidates and the hallot papers marked E, for Western European and

other States, do not contain votes for more than eight candidates.
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At the invitation of the Prerident, Mr. Buben (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic), Mr. Arce Rojas (Colombia), Mr. Hojersholt (Denmark), Mr. Suazo Tome .

(Hondurasg) , Mr. Barbara (Portugal), Mr. Tan (Singapore), Mr. Al-Attar (Szrian Arab

Republic), Mrs, Matovu Milindwa (Uganda) and Miss Semguruka (United Republic of

Tanzanis), acted as tellers.

A vote was taken by secret bhallot,




Jp/13b

The PRESIDENT:

A/41/PV.71
6

GROUP A

Number of ballot papers:
Number of invalid ballots:

Number of valid ballotss

Abstentions:

Number of Members votings
Reguired majoritys
I .

Number of votes cbtained:

Mr.

Me.

Mr.

Me.

Mr,

Mc.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr,

Mr.

Mr.

Ahmed Mahiou (Algeris) eccescccecccccossccscoas
Boutros Boutros Ghali (EQYPL) cecccsscecsccesce
Abdul G, Koroma (Sierra LeonNe) .cccececccccass
Bola Adesumbo Ajibola (Nigeria) cccecsccecsces
Doudou Thiam (Senegal) ccececeececcccocscconvoss
Mohamed Bennouna (MOLOCCO) coesscsssceccsscess
Bdilbert Razafindralambo (MadagasScar) .ececees

Ftank x. Njenga (Kenya) $ 0000300800000 0R00SCGCLSTS

Khalafalla El Rasheed Mohamed Ahmed (Sudan) ..

Abdillahi Said Osman (Somalia) ceececccesccsce

Mikuin Leliel Balanda (Zaire) ssseroevocscecse
Yadh Ben Achour (Tunisia) ceccccecescececnscsce

Basaan B. Jallw (Gamia) I EE R ENNERENNENNN N NN NN

The result of the voting is as follows:

156

156

156

79

119
118
116
114
107
88
86
83
82
79

78

71

40
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GROUP B

Numsber of ballot £8S
Number of invalid ballotss

Number of valid ballotss

Abstentions;

Number of Members votiﬂs
Required ua;gti.g.x:

Number of votesz obtained:

Mr.

Me.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Shi Jiuyong (China) .............;....................
Motoo Ogiso (JaApPAN) cesscecsescccscscsccscsscsscsscccosns
Andrecas J, Jacoviéu {CYPZUB) seec0e000cs0cavccsconsas
P, 8. R3O0 (INAia) cescccecocsccscesccscccscannccccocase
Riyadh Mahmoud Sami Al-Qay3l (IZ8Q) cecccscccscsnsccons
Awn S. Al-Khasawneh (Jordan) cceecececesscocesccccacss
Husain M. Al-Baharna (Bahrain) ccceceoscccccsccsccccne
Florentino P. Feliciano (Philippined) .cesceccecscccns
Syed Sharifuddin Pirzada (PakisStan) ccceccccesccccccoce
Chafic Malek (LEDaNON) cceccececcsscseecsecosssacccene

Goudarz Eftekhar Jahromi (Islamic Republic of Iran) ..

156

156

156

79

128
119
116
106
105
100
95
99
81
49

3
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GROUP C
Nusber of ballot papers:

Mumber o invalid ballotss
Kumber of valid ballcts:

Abstentionss

Kumber of Members votings
Required ujoritx:

Humber of votes cbtaineds

mo suﬂilll‘ uo Pl‘l‘k ‘mm’ 2900000000600 0CGRROOSGSISICROIIDPO
Mr. Bernhard Graefrath (German Democratic Republic) .ccece
Mr. Alexander Yankov (Bulgarid) cececcccccecscecccocesssne

Mr. Yuri G. Barsegov (Union of Soviet Socialiat Republics)

156

156

147
74

145
144

144
142
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GROUP D

Humber of ballot 111
Number of invalid ballotss

Number of valid ballotss:

Absztentionss

Number of Members votings
Required majority:

Number of votes cbtaineds
Mr. Julio Barboza (Argentind) cecececsccsccccocscscccses
Mr. César Sepulveda Gutierrezs (MexicO) cecscocscsccccee
Mr. Carlos Calero Rodrigues (Brazil) eececececcscsoscen
Mr. Luis Solari Tudela (PeZU) cececcceccccccccccsccccss
Mr. Laurel B. Francis (J8RA1CA) ssec0ccssccaccccccccccs
Hr. Leonardo Diaz Gonzalez (Venezuela) .ccceecccecccces
Mi. Jorge E. Illusca (PanaRMa) escececcocecscccesssscsnes
Mr. Carlos Arquello Gomesz (Nicaragua) cecceccssscescees
 Mr. Juan Lacrea Holguin (Bouador) sececcccecoscscccssssce
Mr. Carlos Gaccia Bauer (Guatemala) cecseecccccccsccccos

Mr. Alfredo Martines Moreno (Bl 82lvadOL) cccecccccccca

156

155

155

78

130
116

114
110

108
106

99
70

60
46

27
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GROUP B

Number of ballot papers:
Number of invalid ballots:

Number of valid ballots:

Abstentions:

Humber of Members votings
Required majoritys

Number of votes obtained:

Mr,

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Alan J. Beesley (Canada) ..ceceescccvossccecssasess
Gaetano Arangio-Ruiz (Italy) ccececcosccesccasccncce
Pzul Reuter (Prance®) cecceccccccccccesceccesssssense
Christian Tomuschat (Federal Republic of Germany) .
Gudmundur Biriksson (Iceland) ccceveccesccccccesses
Stephen C. McCaffrey (United States of America) ...
Emmanuel J. Roukounas (Greece) cceccecvccscccecoscaocs
Francis Mahon Hayes (Izeland) cecescccccscscsccccns
José Manuel Lacleta Mufloz (SPain) cececsccccecscess
Mehmet Guney (TULK@Y) cocsescossccccocessosssassscco

Willem Riphagen (Netherlands) .c.ccecscecoccesescos
Ian Sinclair (United Kingdom) ...ccevevveecvonnccns

156

155

158

78

123
112
106
103
10¢
922
92
90
88
86

86
8h
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Having obtained the required majority, Mr. Mahiou (Algeria), Mr. Boutros Ghali

Mz, Ajibola (Migeria}, Mc. Thiam (Senegal),

Mr. Bennouna (Morocco), Mr. Razafindralambo (Madugascar), Mr. Njenga (Kenya),

Mr. Shi Jiuyong (China), Mr. Ogisoc (Japan), Me. Jacovides (Cyprus), Mr. Rao
(Indiaj, Mr. Al-Qayei (Iraq), Mr. Al-Khasawneh (Jordan), Mr. Al-Baharna (Bshrain),
Mz, Pawlak (Poland), Mr. Graefrath (German Democratic Republic), Mr, ¥Yankov
(Bulgaria) , Mr. Barsegov (Union of Soviet Socialist Rapublics), Mr. Barbosza
(Argentina) , Mr., Sepulveda Gutierrzes (Mexico), Mr. Cslezo Rodrigues (Brazil),

Mr. solari Tudela (Peru), Mr. Prancis (Jamaica), Mr. Diaz Gonzalez (Venezuela),
Mr. Tllusca (Pansma), Mr. Beesley (Canada), Mr. Arangio-Ruiz (Italy), Mr. Reuter
(France), Mr. Tomuschat (Federal Rspublic of Germany), Mr. Eiriksson (Iceland),
Mr. McCaffrey (United States of America), Mr. Roukcunas (Greece), and Mr. Hayes
(Ireland) were elected members of the International Law Comaission for a period of

five years beginning on 1 January 1967.
The PRESIDENT: On behalf of the General Asaembly, I wish to congratulate

the persons who have been elected and say a special word of appreciztion to the
tellers for their assistance in this election.

The Assembly has completed its considoration of sub-item (d) of agenda item 17.
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AGENDA ITEM 36 {continued)
ESPI0N OF NAMIBIAS
(a) REPORT OF THE UNITED NATIOCMS COUNCIL FOR MAMIBIA (A/41/24)
(b) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THEE SITUATION WITH REGARD TO THE
INPLEMERTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO OOLONIAL
COUNTRIES AND PROBLES (R/41/23 (Part V), (Part IX and Corr.l), A/AC.109/870)

(¢} REPORT OF THE INTERNATIOMAL COMFERENCE FOR THE IMMEDIATE INDEPENDENCE OF
NAMIBIA (A/CONMPF.138/1) and Add.1)

(d) REFORT OF THE SECRETARY~-CENERAL (A/41/614)
(e) REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/41/761)
(£} DRAPT RESOLUTIONS (A/41/24 (Part II and Corr.l), chapter I)

Mr. KABARDA (Rwanda) (incerpretation from French): Before I begin my
statement on Ramibia, Mr. Presicdent, I shoulid like o turn my thoughts to the late
President of your country, His Excellency Samora Machel, who depacted this life
recently. He devoted himself to his country and tc the cause of southiern Africa.
May he rest in peace.

Barlier this week ti:2 General Assembly completed its debate on one of the most
‘dramatic problems facing the international community. The problem of apartheid has
been described by the Uniué Nations as a crime against humanity. In our debate on
the subject we deplored the complicity - the open complicity - of those who try to
prolong the days of apartheid by every possible meana, Their designé are real,
They are, however, short-sighted as are thoss who are opposing the independence of
Mamibia.

The system of apartheid and the unlawful occupation of Namibia proceed from

the same evils the régime of the white minority in South Africa.
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(M. Kabanda, Rwanda)

The problem of NHamibia could have been solved many years ago, but the
situation has bean cosmplicated by machinations designed to distort the basic
issues. Much has been said about th 'rcrritm:}; - I would even say that everything
has bean said - but little has been done to respond appropriately to the legitimate
aspirations of the paople of Namibia. Today we must speak out and demand the
independcnce of Namibia, at the risk of repeating ourselves or ropeating what
others before us have said. We¢ must speak cut ever more vigorously until we raach
the scluticn that the international community haz been demanding since 1966, or
perhaps even earlier.

The fourteenthi special sesasion of the General Assembly, which ended on
19 Septamber of this year, unfortunately did not make any notable progress towards
the complete liberation of Mamibia. In the course of the second special session of
the General Assémbly, on the question of Namibia, the debate clearly exposed
profound divisions among us rather than what should unite us., We are divided on
the question of freedom, the very freedom which resulted in the creation of this
Ozganization.

Freedom, as we are 2ll aware, is an essential attribute of human natuce, as
indeed of society at large. It is tﬁe common heritage of mankind, and that
heritage is one and indivisible. o people have the right to abdicate their
freedom. No country, no nation may deny others their ghare of this heritage.

¥e must denounce the attitude of those who, enjoying their own fteedoi. are
opposed to the freedom of others. Some countries, perhape even the majority of the
memberahip of the United Nations, are proud that at one point or another in their
history they took up arms in order to combat an unjust order. Those very nationg

are proud that they had to wage their liberation struggles. We must condemn
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(e, Eabanda, Rwanda)
the attitude of those who deny others the cight to liberate themselves and, what is
worse,. tty to obstruct their liberation struggle and to distort its nature. No
individual, no pecple, ahould enjoy thelir freedom if they do not have the courage
ko.t.ue it in ozder to allcw their awn people or other psoples to win and enjoy
thelr freedom.
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{Mr. Kabanda, Rwanda)

Those are my profound beliefs today, and I pay a tribute to the just struggle
and courage of the Namibian people fighting under the leadership of the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). PFor over 25 years the vigilance of the
leaders of SWAPO has enabled it to thwart attempts designed to bring about its
internal disintegration. Today attempts are being made to distort the nature of
that struggle, which is nothing but a struggle for freedom,

We have heard endless statements, endless speeches made here and through the
media portraying SWAPO as a group of terrorists inspired by an alien ideology. To
aggert one's true nature, one hardly needs to espouse alien ideologies or systems
that have not been freely chosen. If we were to ask the peoples who freed
themselves before our present era of ideologies and systems what they had fought
for, their clear and simple reply would certainly be that they had fought for
freedom, the very freedom of which they are proud today. On the basis of what
political or moral principle, therefore, can anyone today deny the right of others
to fight for their freedom? What values should they be asked to defend? Whence
this right to substitute one's own desires for the desires of the peoples
concerned? This is a simple question addressed to those who set themselves up as
models of freedom but who do everything to stifle the freedom of others. History
will be the judge of such policies, and never will we exonerate those who will have
been condemned in the minds of the people as the enemies of freedom in Namibia, in
South Africa or elsewhere in the world, for, after all, freedom is one and
indivisible.

On 29 September 1978 the Security Council, after long negotiations,
unanimously adopted resolution 435 (1978) which, together with General Assembly
resolution 1514 (xV) and Security Council resolution 242 (1967), has been among

those referred to most frequently in this Hall. This resolution contains what we
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(Mc. Rabanda, Fwanda)
hauve always called the United Nations plan for the settlement of the problem of
Namibis. I should like to recall the contents of that reeolution. It recommends:
a cease-fire between SWAPD and the Scuth African army; the establishment of a
demilitarized zone; the deployment of an intezim United Nations forcej the
establishment of a United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG)3 and free and
fair electione under United [ tions supervision.

The Western members of the Security Council offered to form what has been
known as the contact group. This initiative was welcomed aes being possibly useful,
especially since it was felt that those countries held the key to the problem.
Kowever the plan suffered setbacks from the very outset. The first setback was
that a member of the contact group tried to gain acceptance for the idea of
revising the plan to allow South Africa to prepare a draft constitution for
Namibia. Neither SWAPO nor the international community could possibly endorse such
& proposal which was clearly aimed at gaining acceptance of and conferring
legitimacy on a right that had been usurped and declared illegal by the General
hasembly in resolution 2145 (XXI).

I shall refrain from commenting on all the subsequent machinations desigred to
enabls South Africa to gain time and the transnational corporaticns operating
illegally in Namibia to plunder the maximum amount of resources, although I should
like to say a few words about the latest iqvention - the idea of linkage which was
concocted out of thin air and holds an entire psople hostage. The Namibian people
are prisoners of these machinations, which are totally unrelated to the problem and
designed only to delay a solution of the problem of Namibia and to bring death and
destruction to southern Africa.

We do not wish to be guilty of remaining silent about these manoeuvres.

SWAPO's struggle is not an ideological struggle but a struggle for Zreedom. ‘The
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{Mr, Kabanda, Rwanda)

United Nations has the duty, urder the Charter and in accordance with resolution
2145 (XXI), to lead the Namibian people to independence.

Here I should like to explain the position of my delegation concerning an idea
which is gaining acceptance in cor Organization. In doing so we think that our
views are entirely in conformity with the very nature of the problem of Namibia,
with General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI) and Security resolution 435 (1978) and
indeed with the original position of the Organization of African Unity. At
present, veference is made to two parties to the conflict in Namibia - and this
gefersncs c2n even be found in one of the resolutions - namely that on the one hand
there is South Africa and on the other the Namibian people, represented by SWAPO.
But where is the United Nations in all this? 1Is an attempt being made to relieve
it of its responsibility? - despite the fact that the United Nations is very much
involved in view of the obligation it assumed by adopting, in 1966, resolution
2145 (XXI). Rwanda does not believe there are only two parties to the conflict.
There are three partiess firet, the Namibian r sple, under SWAPO, its sole
legitimate representative, as recognized by the General Assembly in 19763 secondly,
South Africa, the occcupying Power, which has an obligation to liberate the
Territory without any conditions; and, thirdly, the United Nations, which assumed
the historic responsibility of guiding South West Africa to independence. For
Rwanda those three are the real parties to the Namibian question.

I should like to quote what was stated by the Kenyan Minister for Foreign
Affairs at the time, Mr. Robert Ouke, speaking on behalf of the Organization of
African Unity on 4 September 1981 at the eighth emergency special session of the

General Assembly, concerning Namibia:
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{(Mr. Zabanda, Rwanda)

“In our view, there are only tares parties toc the prcblem. One is the
party representing oppression, racisa and illegal cccupation, that is, Scuth.
Africaj another is the party representing the opprsssed people of Ramibia,
that is, SUAPO3 and the third party is the United Wationa. Of course, we know

that Socuth Africa has many puppets in Nevibia. We do not recognize thesze
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(Mr. Kabanda, Rwanda)

Those are the very vords of the representative of the Crganization of African
Unity at the first special session of the General Assembiy devoted to Namibia.
Rwanda can certainly endorse those words,

I should like now to state the position of my delegation on the question of
present and future foreign investments in Namibia. The United Nations Council for
Namibia, to which we wish to pay a tribute for its action, adopted Decree No. 1
under which the mineral and natural resources of Namibia belong to the Namibian
pecple and cannot be appropriated in any way either by South Africa or by the
transnational corporations operating in the Territory. In the first place, we
deeply regret and strongly condemn the plundering of those rescurces by certain
countries and companies, regardless of how that is done. Secondly, ever since the
United Nations decided to take over responsibility for the fate of the Namibian
people until independence, ever since it gave the United Nations Council for
Hamibia authority to administer the Territory and ever since the Security Council
and the International Court of Justice, following the action taken by the General
Assembly, declared the cccupation of Namibia by South Africa to be illegal, it has
been clear that the occupying authorities cannot perform any legal acts in that
Territory or any acts which concern that Territory.

My delegation belisves that the countries and foreign companies that have
investments or propose to make investments in Namibia should register those
investments with the only legal authority for the Territory, that is, the United
Nations Council for Namibia, which will issue operating permits. Without that
legal formality, these international corporations and countries may be exposed,
after independence, to judicial reprisals without appzal. After that registration
formality, the companies or corporaticns that have received authorization, should

begin or continue their opesrations without undue concern, provided they act
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(tir. Kcbanda, Rwanda)

strictly in accordance with Decree Wo. 1 and pay royalties to the United Nations
Council for Namibia. A complete record of the operations of those transnational
corporations shouid be kept. Those are the views of my delegation on the question
of investments in Namibia.

With respect to the Territory, some countries say that they must keep neutral
in order to play the role of arbiter. One cannot be a neutral when faced with a
publicly identified criminal and his victim vithout being exposed to accusations of
complicity with the wrongdoer. Neutrality in this situation, which has three
aspects, where South Africa is the principal party accused, can only be explained
by motivations other than a sense of justice and egquity. We must condemn apartheid
as a crime against mankind and we must do what we can to eliminate it. In the face
of the illegal occupatiocn of Kamibia, which has been publicly declared as such,
there can be no compromise. South Africa must unconditionally remove its
administration and its army. Respect for the sovereignty and territorial integrity
of the country and for the principle of the non-use of force in international
relations are not principles which can be negotiated or to which any exceptions can
be made.,

The year 1987 will be a decisive year for the Security Council. Starting on
1 January 1987, the Council's membership will basically be'the same as it was in
1978, when resolution 435 (1978) regarding the settlement of the problem of Namibia
vas adopted. That is when we witnessed the spontaneous establishment of the
Western contact group. Is there any hope that we shall now see in the Council that
good will and unanimity for which we have always longed in connection with problems
threatening peace and security in various areas of the world and, in particular, in
southern Africa, or will we once again regret the divisions which exist and which
have undermined the moral authority of the Council? Those are the questions in the

nind of my delegation today.
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(M. Kabanda, Rwanda)

8HAPO has repeatedly said that it is wiliing to sign with tho Govscnment of
South Africa a ceasefire agracment provided that Governnent agrees to accept
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) without trying to alter it in any way or to
make any demands. Furthermore, the Secretary-~Gsneral, in his report on the work of
the Organisation and with respect to the implementation of that rasolution, has
said that the situation is ripe for solution. The details have been worked out and
they need only to be implemented.

Purthermore, a number of Governmsnts have said that they are prepared to make
silitazy contingents available to the United Nations for pariicipation in the
maintenance of security and order after the departure of South African troops and
during the elections. All this should make it possible to bring about the speedy
implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia.

We consider it to be the plain truth that any people determined to liberate
itself will find, whenever it thinks it must act, the means and courage to regain
its freedom. One cannot fight nature and enjoy lasting success. If we are
involved in such an enterprise, we must be prepared to suffer setbacks, for nature
will turn against those that combat it end the weapons used by those who oppose
freedom.

Let us view the struggle in southern Africa in this context. Let us act in
such a way that a unanimous determination to render justice to the Namibian people

will emerge from this debate.
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M, TANIGUCHI (Japan): As Secratary-General Javier Pérez de Cuéllar

recently affirmed,
*The most urgent remaining problem of decolonization is certainly that of

Namibla®. (A/41/1, p. 1l1)

It is a matter of profound concern to the international community that the people
of Namibia are still being denied their right to self-determination, two decades
after the General Assembly, by its resolution 2145 (xxx); terminated South Africa‘s
Mandate over the Territory.

In the years since then, the internaticnal community has continued without
respite its efforts to gain Namibia's independence. The Security Council and
General Assembly have adopted a number of resoluticns on the question of Namibia;
the front-line States, the Secretary-General and other parties have made sericus
efforts to resolve the issue; and many countries, including my own, have been
pressuring South Africa in varjous ways. But South Africa, in defiance of
international opinion, continues its illegal occupation of Namibia.

Japan®s position on this issue is firm and unambigucus: along with the
overwhelming majority of Member States, it insists that Namibia's independence must
be achieved in accordance with the wishes of its inhabitants, as expreased through
a free 2lection to be held under the supervision of the United Nations. It
steadfastly supports Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which embodies the
only universally accepted framework for a peaceful transition to independence.

Both the Government of South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization
have indicated their acceptance of the settlement plan.

But while professing its willingness to co-operate with the international

community, South Africa has in fact bsen working to block the implementation of
resolution 435 (1978). Regrettably, Pretoria's actions speak louder than its words

Its introduction of the so-called linkage issue is a casze in point. On
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3 March of this year South Africa proposed that 1 August 1986 be set as the date
for the commencement of the implementation of the settiement plan. Although this
proposal appears to be a positive step forward, it is not, since South Africa still
insists on the pre-condition that

"a firm and satisfactory agreement ... be reached before that date on the

withdrawal of [the] Cuban forces {from Angola]™. (S/17892, p. 3)

Japan maintains that efforts to reszolve the Namibiar question must not be
obstructed by extraneous isaues,

It will also be reczlled that in June 1985 South Africa set up what it calls
an interim government in Namibia, in violation of the explicit provisions of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). Japan regarde this sc-~called interim
govetnment.as null asd void., Its establishment is nothing but a ploy to circumvent
the United Nations plan and further delay a peaceful settlement. Moreover, South
Africa's armed attacks against neighbouring countries surely destabilize the
situation throughout the region and make the possibility of settling the Namibian
question even more remote. We particularly deplore the attack against Zambia,
Zimbabwe and Botswana on 19 May this year, as well as the repeated armed incursions
into Angolan territory.

Japan has taken vigorcus measures to induce South Africa to end its illegal
occupation of Namibia and abandon its racist policy of apartheid. Japan maintains
no diplomatic relations with Socuth Africa, limiting relations to the consuiar
level. 1In demonstrating ité disapproval of South Africa's illegal occupation of
Namibia, Japan refrains from any action that would in effect acknowledge the
present status of Namibia., FPor example, the Government of Japan does not extend
.co-operation such as grants, loans or technical assistance of any kind to South
Africans in Namibia. The Government of Japan prohibits direct investment in South

Africa and Namibia by Japanese nationals or coréorationa under its jurisdiction,
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It instituted that policy 20 years ago, long before this became a major issue in
this Organization or in other major industrialized countries. In accordance with
Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia, which was
enzcted by the United Nations Council for Wamibia in 1974, no Japanese national or
corporation maintains mining concessions in Namibia. Japan strictly limits sports,
cultural and educational exchanges with South Africa. hmreovat, Japan prohibits
trade in arms and all co-operaticn in the nuclear and military fields with South
Africa. Apartheid enforcement agencies, such as the armed forces and police, are
not permitted to purchase computers in Japan. Japansse nationals are instructed to
refrain from importing Kruggerands and other South African gold coins.

In view of Pretoria's intransigence and the deteriorating situation in South
Africa, on 19 September Japan announced additional measures. As a result, first,
Japan prohibits the import of iron and steel from South Africa; secondly, it does
not issue tourist visas to South African nationals and discourages its citizens
from making tourist trips to South Africa; thirdly, it confirms the suspension of
all air links with South Africa; and, fourthly, it prohibits Japanese Government
officials from using international flights of South African Airways.

The people who are most sericusly affected by South Africa's illegal
occupation of the Territory are, of course, the Namibians: those who are suffering
directly under the yoke of their oppressor as well as those who have been forced
out of their native land as refugees. The neighbouring countries that are
accepting these refugees are also experiencing serious difficulties.

Japan has long been extending assistance to the Namibian people through its
contributions to the humanitarian and educational funds and programmes administered
by the United Nations, including the United Nations Institute for Namibia. Japan
is determined to extend such assistance as long as the need continues. When the

united Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) comes into being, Japan will
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provide assistance in the forms of financial contributions and psrsonnel. And once
the independence of Namibia is achieved Japan looks forward to extonding bilateral
econonic and technical co-operation for its people's nation~building efforts.

At the same time, Japan believes that the plight of the States neighbouring
South Africa, which are constantly threatened by military incursions and economic
blackmail from Preteria, must not be forgotten. Recognizing that those States are
suffering economic difficulties, Japan intends to step up its economic and
technical co-operation with them, especially the front-line States, with a view to
strengthening their economic viability and resilience. Towards that end, Japan is
preparing to aend a study mission for possible future economic co-operation to
those States.

The people of the world are united in calling for Namibian independence and
the eradication of apartheid; their voice is gecwing louder with each passing day.
The patience of the international community is wearing thin; it can no longer
tolerate Pretoria‘’s prevarications and empty excuses. Japan demands once again
that South Africa co-operate with international efforts to settle the question
without further delay so that Wamibia can assume its rightful place as a sovereign

State in the world community.
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Mr. OUDOVENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian)s Twenty years ago, at its twenty-first session, the General Assembly
deprived South Africa of its Trusteeship Mandate over South West Africa. Since
1966 the Namibian people, headed by its sole legitimate representative, the South
West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), have persistently waged a struggle
against the South African occupiers for their freedom and independence. In that
struggle they have t.ue broad support and soiidarity of world public opinion.

There is a real and universally recognized basis for a peaceful settlement to
the problem in the United Nations decisions on the issue - first and foremost in
Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). However, the guestion of
granting genuine indspendence to Namibia still remains unresclved.

Throughout all these years, South Africa has been stubbornly sabotaging the
implementation of the Council's resolutions, which provide for the withdrawal of
South African troops from Namibia and the granting to Namibia of independence
through the holding of free elections under United Nations supervision.

With the support of a number of }. ~vialist Powers, South Africa is trying to
exclude the United Nations and SWAPO from the process of finding a settlement in
Hamibia and is trying to perpetuate the Territory's colonial status.

Hamibia, which has been annexed by the Pretoria racists, is governed by them
as an appendage of South Africa in which the laws of apartheid reign. South
African and Western monopolies are plundering the country's natural riches. The
scale of exploitation of Namibian resources by foreian economic interests is
attested to by, for example, the following data in a document of the Council for

Namibia (A/AC.131/203):
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*as much as 60 per cent of Namibia‘s GDP is repatriated abroad as company

profits bsfore taxes. Of the remaining 40 per cent, a'large part is used as
operating expsnses of the foreian economic interests in Namibia®.

The racist régime is also trying to keep Hamibia as a beachhead for aggression
against independent African States. A South African army numbering more than
100,000 men is "oployed on the territory of that country. During the past few
months Pretoria has again started a propaganda game with regard to Namibia; there
have once again been statements about an intention to resolve the Namibian problem.

At the beginning of March Pieter Botha sclemnly declared that he was ready to
Rake the Nau.ivian people a present of their independence. A specifiz date was even
given for bu. inning to implement the United Nations plan for Namibia - 1 August
this year. However, such alleged readiness in fact turned out to be only an
attempt to mislead world public opinion. The rulers of South Africa yet again set
up an artifisial barrier to a solution to the Namibian problem, once again making
the granting of iné;éendence to Namibia dependent on the withdrawal of Cuban
internationalists from Angola.

The Government of Angola, SWAPO, the Organization of African Unity, the
Hon~-Aligned Movement and all those others who oppose high-~handed interference in
the internal affairs of other countries and favour a speedy resolution of the
Namibian problem firmly rejected any such inadmissible linkage.

Last year the Security Council in its resolution 566 (1985) once again
rejected the unfounded demand for linkage between the granting of independence to

Namibia and other, totally irrelevant, issues.
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Moreover, Pretoria was clearly counting on such & refusal. It is now trying
to wash its hands of the matter, making hypocritical references to a lack of any
desire by the Angolan  side to make concessions, in order to f£ind some basis for the
further illegal occupation of Namibian territory. That is shown by, for example,
the letter of the South African Foreign Minister, Pik Botha, to the
Secretary~-General on 28 July this year, which is a clea; attempt to turn the whole
matter upside down,

Nor is there any end to the illegal manouevres to bring about a so-called
internal settlement, side-stepping the United Nationa. All of these machinations
have been rejected by the General Assembly, at its fourteenth special session and
on other occasions, by the Security Council and by the whole international
community.

The reason for the racists' refusal to implement United Nations decisions on
the decolonization of Namibia is not the omnipotence of Pretoria but the
comprehensive support for the apartheid régime by certain imperialist Powers -
primarily the United States. As a result of the active policy of constructive
engagement and the maintenance of extensive trade and economic ties with South
Africa on the part of a number of Western countries, and Israel, which help
Pretoria in the military and nuclear fields and give it political and diplomatic
protection on the international scene -~ inter alia, at the United Nations and in
particular in the Security Council, the racist régime of South Africa has become
even more inflexible about its occupation of Namibia and the continuation of itse
policy of apartheid, and has extended its acts of aggression and its economic and
political pressure directed against neighbouring 1ndepen§ent African States. That
is the sole result of the policy of co-cperation with the racist régime, a policy
hypocritically justified by the protectors of South Africa as imaginary moves

towards something better.
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Morecver, the group of Stater collaborating with South Africa is not iimited

to the major Western countries, such as the United sui:cs. the United Kingdom and
the Pederal Republic of Gsrmany. For example, according to the dsta given in
document A/AC.131/226, of all the countries with transnational corporations
operating in South Africa, Canada ztood 1n.ﬂtth place, in terms of numbers of
companies, and of all those operating in Namibia it stood in fourth place, after
South Africa itself, the United States and the United Ringdom, according to
document A/AC.131/203. The Canadian company Rio Algom Ltd., which is participating
in exploiting uranium in Wamibia, has 10 per cent of the shares in the R¥ssing
Uranius mining company. There i3 no need to dwell in detail on the pemiclous' gole
played by the rapacious activity of foreign economic circles in South Africa and
Namibia, since this was clearly set cut in resclution 41/14, which the Assembly

adopted recently.
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The Ukrainian SSR firmly condsmns the pelicy of so-called constructive
engegenent with the racist régime of South Africa of certain Western countries and
Israel, which is designed to presecve a broad network of ties with Pretoria under
the thin vell of verbal censure and pseudo-sanctions. We fully agree with the
following conclusion of the International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Wamibia, which took place in Vienna in July of this year, that

*such collaboraticn undermines the effort of the international community

against the apartheid régime and helps to perpetuate that régime’s illegal

cccupation of Nemibia®. (A/CCNF.138/11, p. 29)

The Ukrainian SSR bglieves that the people of Namibia should be enabled to
exsrcise immediately itg inalienable right to self-determination and independence
on the hasis of the preservation of the unity and territorial integrity of the
country, including Walvis Bay and the offshore isiands. We demand the immediate
and total withdrawal of South Africen troops and administration from Namibia and
the transfer of all power to the South West Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO),
which is recognized by the United Nations and the Organization of African Unity as
the sole legitimate representative of the Namibian people.

We fully share the concern regarding the situation in southern Africa, in
particular Namibia, expressed at the summit meetings of the Non-Aligned Movement in
Herare and the Organization of African Unity in Addis Ababa. We support the demand
that was again reaffirmed at those meetings for unswerving compliance by all States
with the Security Council embargo on supplying South Africa with weapons, the
introduction of a mandatory embargo on the delivery to Pretoria of oil and oil
products, the cessation of any kind of co-oparation with South Africa in the

nuclear field and the adoption againat the racist régime of South Africa of other
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effective measures, including the immediaste imposition against South Africa by the
Security Council of comprehensive mandatory sanctions in accordance with
Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

There is an urgent need to ensure implementation of United Nations decisions
on this issue, above all Security COyncil decisions, by those that are still
blocking a just solution to the Namibilan question -~ that is, the Pretoria régime
and its Western protectorg - and to exert pressure on them to abide by the will of
the overwhelming majority of the countries of the world.

The Ukrainian SSR supports and greatly valuegs the activities of the United
Nationa Council for Namibia as the Adminisgeriné Authority for the Territory until
independence. Until recently, the activities of that Council were guided by the
experienced diplomat and well-known fighter for the freedom of Africa, Paul Lusaka,
and we congratulate the Ambassador of 2Zsmbia, Peter Zuze, on his election to the
post of President of the Council and to assure him of our support.

The Council is making great efforts to mobilize world public opinion in
support of the just struggle of the Namibian people for self-determination in a
united, independent Namibia, with its territorial integrity preserved. However, in
our view, greater efforts should be made to disseminate information regarding
SWAPO's struggle against the illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa. This
is all the more pressing in that the apartheid régime has embarked on a real
propaganda war against SWAPO, with the asaistance of its so-called foreign
representatives of the puppet administration of Namibia in a number of Western
capitals, in an attempt to influence public opinion in those States.

We also very much appreciate the work and the final documents of the
International Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, which took

place in vienna in July of this year, and the fourteenth special session of the
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Genoral Assembly, on Hamibia. The documents and decisions of these important
forums must give 2 fresh impetus to the struggle for the independence of Namibia.

The Ukrainian SSR, which has consistently favoured the immediate granting of
independence to Namibia, expresses its solidarity with and support for the
courageous Namibian people in its just struggle for liberation, under the
leadership of its vanguard, SWAPO, by all the means available to it.

Mr. MAHBUBANI (Singapore): We have been asked to be brief, and I shall
be, not because the issue of Namibia is unimportant but because, of all the items
on the United Nations agenda, it is the one issue on which there is an
open -and-shut-case. There is no moral or political ambiguity., Indeed, on the
essentials there is total unanimity among Member States. With such unanimity, it
ie a crying shame that the question of Namibia remains unresolved.

At the recent special session on the question of Namibia, held barely two
months ago, the verdict of the international community was once again clearly
delivered. At that special session the General Assembly reaffirmed the direct
iesponsibility of the United Nations over Namibia until genuine self-determination
and naticnal independence are achieved. It also reaffirmed that the United Nations
plan for the independence of Namibia, in accordance with Security Council
resoluticas 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), is the only internationally accepted basis
for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian question.

Regrettably, however, there is no sign of any change of mind in Pretoria. The
8outh African régime continues to frustrate the implementation of the Security
Council resolutions with their insistence on linking the question of full
independence for Namibia to irrelevant and extraneous issues. This linkage is

unacceptable. Indeed, in raising these irrelevant and extraneous issues
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South Africa‘’s behaviour is no different from that of cther Powers which have
constantly tried to distract attention from their continued illegal occupation of
territories.

Under the South African régime the pecple of Namibia continue to suffer not
from one evil but from two evilas: the evils of colonization and apartheid. while

the pecople are exploited and the economy plundered, neighbouring countries are also
destabilized.

Clearly, one of the main reasons why the South African régime has refused to
grant full independence is Namibia's wealth. It is, after all, a Territory rich in
diamonds, copper, uranium and other strategic minerals. Sanford Ungar, a
Journalist with years of experience in Africa, has written recently that even today
the people of Namibia could live in relative prosperity if only a substantial share
of the proceeds of the Territory’s mineral wealth were kept within its borders,
but, alas, it is not. As much as 60 per cent of Namibia's gross domestic product
is repatriated abroad as company profits before taxes, and of the remaining
40 per cent a large part is used as operating expenses of the foreign economic
interests in Namibia. The Assembly will find these statistics in a study done by
the Britieh Council of Churches and the Catholic Institute of Intexn;tional
Relations.

At the same time, the Office of the United Nations Commissioner for Namibia
has also reported that the economy is controlled exclusively by the South African
régime and its settlers, along with other foreign investors. Namibia is completely
tied to South Africa in the fields of trade, investment capital and technical as
well as managerial skills. More than 50 per cent of all its raw material exports

go to South Africa and 95 per cent of its imports come from there.
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To maintain this continued domination and total economic control over Hambia,
South Africa annexed Namibia’z major port, Walvis Bay, in 1977 and considers
sovereignty over it to ba a non-negotiable issue. The United Nations, however, has
firmly rejected this annexation and called for its reintegration with Namibia.
Unfortunately, with its traditicnal defiance of the United Nations, South Africa
has strengthened its forces there and, 1nde§d, given Walvis Bay direct
representation in South Africa’s white parliament. We all know, however, that
Walvis Bay is geographically part of Kamibia. 1In fact, without Walvis Bay, Namibia
would effectively become a landlocked country and subject to Pretoria‘'s
stranglehold, because Waivis bay is Namibia®s only deep-water port, the centre of
the Territory's fishing industry and the base for extensive exploration for oil and
natural gas. Given the recent confirmation of a sizeable gas find in the Kudu
field, rated to be among the largest findas in the world, the importance of Walvis
Bay has been further enhanced. The only other port, Luderitz, is too shallow for
ocean-going freighters, lacks a heavy duty rail link, and is too far south of the
main centres of production and consumption,

At the same time, the interim government system established by South Africa in
Namibia has also turned cut to be a highly sophisticated form of apartheid. It
provides two separate tiers of government. The first tier ostensibly has national
authority, but, indeed, with little responsibility for the important matters that
affect the people’s daily lives, such as education, housing, health and
agriculture, These were reserved, for the most part, for the second tier of
"ethnic authorities® - as defined by the Pretoria régime - including one for all
whites. This is a mechanism by which the whites continue to assure themselves of

the best schools and other services without having to think of sharing them with
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the others. But when it became inconvenient for the South Africans, the first tier
of national authcority was dismissed and direct rule was imposed from Pretoria. In
1385, the Pretoria régime moved unilaterally to establish & new internal
administration in Windhoek outside the United Nations framework, This development,
according to the Secretary-General, raises further serious auestions about the real
intentions of South Africa in seeking a solution ¢o the Namibisn prcblenm.

The United Rations Council for Namibia's report alsc pointsa to repression and
violation of human rights. Repressive legislation has been passed. The population
is terrorized. Various independent sources in fact have provided evidence of this
terror. The Council for Namibia also reports that:

*the dispossession of land and the war and repression brought about by
the illegal Socuth African occupation régime have continuved to force thousands
of Namibians to flee their native land in order to seek refuge in neighbouring

countries ,..* (A/41/24 (Part I), para, 416)

The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) estimates
that there are approximately 70,000 to 80,000 Namibian refugees in neighbouring
countries, But even there, these refugees are not safe for these camps have been
frequent targets of the South African forces.

Increased military force is also used to suppress popular resistance to and
destabilize neighbeuring countries. These policies remain of érave concern to the
international community, especially as repeated acte of subversion and aggression
are launched against the front-line States. 1In the light of the developments in
the region, the Security Council adopted resolution 581 (1986) by which it strongly
condemned South Africa for its threats to perpetrate acts of aggression against the

front~line and other States in southern Africa.
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Pinally, it is incumbent on the United Nations to send timely reminders and
strong messages to Pretoria condemning South Africa's policies and actions in
Namibia, for thege measages will serve to remind South Africa that we will not
relent in cur continued support for the Namibian people's right to
self-determination and independence. There is understandable impatience and
frustration with South Africa's intransigence and with what appears to be futile
United Nations efforts to bring an end to the illeqal occupation of Namibia.
Aowever, history is on the side of Namibia. Scuth Africa cannot live in isolation
forever, Faced with the present political and economic crisis of its own making,
the South African régime is now more vulnerable than ever to international
pressures., Soon it will have no choice but toc grant Namibia its independence. We
in Singapore look forward to the day when Namiﬁia will join the United Nations as a
free and independent State.

Mr. ZARIF (Afghanistan): After more than one and a half centuries, it is
an irony that the worid allows Namibia to remain criminally enslaved, its people
brutally exploited, its natural rescurces plundered and its Territory arrogantly
used as a springboard for aggression and destabilization. Not only have the
Namibian people been robbed of their inherent and legitimate right to
self-determinaticn and independence, but their human dignity has also been trampled
under the iron heel of the horrendous apartheid system. Thus, the people of
Namibia have borne the yoke of two subjugations: outright colonialism and
unbridled racism,

Twenty years ago the United Mations, as the legal heir of the League of
Nations, terminated South Africa's Mandate over the Territory of Namibia and

established the uUnited Nations Council for Namibia to administer the Territory
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until its full indepsndence. Sccres of resolutions have since been adopted by the
Security Council and the General Ascesbly calling on the racist and colonialist
régime of Pretoria to put an end to its illegal occupation of Namibia,

Faced with the rising tide of awareness and condazmnation by world public
opinion, the racist Pretoria régime has reacted with unprecedented rigidity and
intransigence, totally defying the repeated demands of the international community.

The institutiocnalized racism and colonialism chaining South Africa and
Namibia, which are an affront to human conscience and to the most basic aspirations
of free men, continue their sheameful existence thanks only to those who

hypocritically portray themselves as champions of human rights.
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It is obvious that the racist régime could not have withstood the pressure of

world-wide criticism had it not been for the political, diplomatic, moral, economic
and military backing of United States imperialism and its staunchest followers.
Through the scandalous policy of so-celled constructive engagement the present
United States Administration has peovided a safety net for the Pretoria régiwe,
diminishing the efficacy of any positive international action,

At a time when all other pes~eful avenues towards a solution have reached a
dead end, the United States and the ﬁnited Kingdom repeatediy resort to the abuse
of their veto power in the Security Council to prevent the adopticn and enforcement
of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the
United Nations Chacter.

To create deliberats hurdles in the way of the implementation of the United
Nations plan for the independence of Namibia under Security Council resolution
435 (1978), the United Statesz and the racist régime are introducing such irrelevant
and extranecous issues as the prasence of the Cuban internationalist contingent in
Angola.

The world has categorically rejected attempts to portray the guestion of
Namibia as one falling within the context of East-West confrontation. The
international community has recognized and confirmed repeatedly the legitimacy of
the sttfnggle of the Namibian people, under the leadership of their sole, legitimate
and authentic vanguard, the Scuth West Africa People‘s Organization (SWAPD), for
self-determination and independence within a united Nsmibia, including Walvis Bay
and the Penguin and other offshore islands. Pretoria‘s efforts to win a semblance
of legitimacy for its puppet and subservient clique in Windhoek have been all but

in vain.
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Although belatedly, the conscience of the international community has awakened
to reject apartheid, that illegitimate brainchild of imperialism and colonialism,
which has been declared a crime against humanity by the international community.

The World Conference on Sanctions against Racist Scuth Africa, held in Paris
in June 1986, the Vienna International Conference on the Immediate Independence of
Namibia, held last July, and several meetings of the Organization of African
Unity (OAU) were important steps towards giving momentum to the struggle for the
eradication of the most abominable of legacies of the dark ages. The non-aligned
countries, representing the overwhelming majority of nations, at their Righth
Conference of Heads of State or Government, held in September in Harare, condemned
the obstructionist policies of the racist régime and its imperialist allies, and
called for the urgent application of comprehensive and binding sanctions against
Pretoria.

The fourteenth special session of the General Assembly in September, which in
fact was the culmination of widespread global action, gave a sober analysis of the
grim situation and called urgently for the speedy implementation of the United
Nations pian on Namibia.

The Government of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, in full solidarity
with the people of Namibia, under the leadership of SWAPQ, has lent its full
support to all those international efforts and sincerely hopes that this session
emphatically reiterates its previous calls on ‘the Security Council to recognize the
urgent need to force South Africa to dismantle the obnoxious apartheid system,
terminate its illegal hold over Namibia and put an end to its policy of State
terrorism, acts of aggression and destabilization against neighbouring countries,

particularly Angola.
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While hailing SWAPO on the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the

launching of its armed struggle, we call for increased military, political,
economic, moral and diplomatic assistance to be given to SWAPO to carry cut its
final assauit on the racist and occupationist régime and achieve the full
independence of Namibia. '

The experlences of the recent past have provad that nothing short of
couprehensive mandatory sanctions against the racist and colonialist régime of
South Africa will ensure a2 psaceful solution to the problems affecting southern
Africa. The heroic peoples of South Africa and Namibia have had enough of verbal
solidarity. They are now anxiously waiting for serious, concrete, practical and
effective action to be taken. Let us not fail them in their reasonable
expectations.,

Mr. ZHULATI (Alhania): Twenty years have elapsed since the General
Assembly terminated South Africa‘’s Mandata over Namibia. Many important
resolutions and decisions have already bsen adopted, calling for the independence
of Namibia and for an end to the brutal and illegal occupation of that Territory by
the racist régime in South Africa. Unfortunately, the situation there has not only
failed to improve, but on the contrary has continuad to worsen.

This has brought about the increased indignation and the strong condemnation
of that régime by progressive public opinion throughout the world and here at the
United Nations as has besen borne out by the debate in the special session held on
Namibia and by the many statements made by representatives at the current session.

Pretoria pursues its criminal policy of defying the will of the Namibian
people and international public opinion, and also of overtly rejecting the
resolutions, the decisions and the demands of the General Assembly and the Security

Council.
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The situation in Namibia, as in South Africa iteself, has been deteriorating.
2s in the past, the South African racists continue to trample upon the basic rights
and freedoms of the Namibian people, killing women and children, and carrying out
arbitrazy arrests, detentions and tortures.

The racist Pretoria régime is a fascist régime that relies solely on the use
of violence and the maintenance of their forces of occupation in MNamibia, equipped
with modern weapons ready to put down with fire and sword the revolt of the
Namibian people.

The Pretoria régime attempts to preserve its occupation of Namibia and its
oppressive apparatus of the apartheid system by increasing its barbarous methods
and by relentlessly and callously plundering the preciouc sub-soil and other
resources of the long-suffering Namibian people.

The so-called policy of constructive engagement or quiet diplomacy of the
United States of America towards South Africa is but their total commitment in an
alliance with the racists of South Africa to use them as a stronghold in their
attempts to achieve hegemony in Africa in rivalry with the social-imperialist
Soviet Union and other imperialist powers.

The offers of so-called peaceful solutions presented by the United States and
the other Western Powers are not aimed at finding a solution to the problem - that
of putting an end to the cccupation and to racial discrimination - but rather at

directing the issue towards the blind alley of compromises and bargains.
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This serves as an acceptable cover for their concrete and all-embracing activities
to sustain this ugly régime, to prolong its life and to continue the
neo-colonialist exploitation of the great riches of Namibia. Nor is the struggle
of the Namibian people for their naticnal liberation helped by the advice given by
the Soviet social-imperialists that they should follow the path of reconciliation,
that of talks with the racist and fascist régime of Pretoria and its imperialist
patrons. The cunnii 3 policy pursued by the imperialist Powers, and above all by
the two super Powers, has further aggravated the situation in Namibia and in the
African continent. It has fanned snimosity between African pecples as a means of
creating a favourable environment for the attainment of the hegemonistic aims of
those Powers and facilitating the realiszation of the racist and colonialist policy
of the Pretoria régime.

The Llbanian Govern:«nt and pecple have always supported the just struggle of
the Namibian people aimed at realizing their legitimate aspirations for
independence, freedom and social progress, and have resolutely condemned the
aggressive acts of the Pretoria régime against neighbouring countries. Pretoria'’s
repeated acts of aggression againet Angela, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Botswana, Mozambique
and so on have aggravated the situation and have caused to the peoples of those
countries considerable human and material losses.

Like the other colonial Powers, the South African racists will not be able to
withstand and put down the struggle of the Namibian pacple to be free in their own
country. The Namibian people are led by their sole and legitimate rapresentative,
the South West Africa Pecple's Organization (SWAPO), which has be¢en engaged in a
difficult struggle - but a struggle which will one day end in victory - for more
than a quarter of a century, in ite armed battle for freedom and independenca.

The puppet clique installed in Windhoek under the shadow of Pretoria's

bsyonets represents an unlawful régime which is completely isolated from the people,
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By resolutely opposing the colonialist occupation of their country, the
Namibian people, together with the Azanian psople, have shown their determination
in the heroic struggle for their just and legitimate cause.

The struggle of the Namibian people for freedom and independence is a
continuation of the centuries-old struggle of the peoples of Africa against
colonialism and racism. The African pecple will not tolerate for much longer that
Hamibia remains an ugle stain of racist savagery and colonialist oppression on the
map of their continent.

The Albanian delegation reiterates that its Government and pecople have
resolutely opposed the policy of racial discrimination and apartheid pursued by the
racists of South Africa and is of the opinion that through its armed struggle it
will put an end to all attacks, plots and intrigues of the Pretoria racists, of
imperialism and world rezction and will win its freedom, independence and full
sovereignty.

The leader of the Albanian people, Comrade Ramiz Alia, pointed out at the
Ninth Congress of the Party of Labour of Albania which held its proceedings early
this months

“The Party of Labour of Albania and the People's Socialist Republic of

Albania have given and are giving resolute support to he just struggle of the

African people for national liberation, for the defence and strengthening of

their freedcm and national independence, to their struggle against racial

discrimination and apartheid and the interference of imperialists and

neoc-colonialist Powers.”
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Mr. FARBR DIRIR (Djibouti): The ililegal occupation by South Africa of
the Territory of Hamibia and the denial to the Namibian people of their inalienable
rights to self-determination and national independence, in defiance of the
regsiutions of the United Nations, the Organization of African Unity (OA) and the
Non-Aligned Movement relating to Namibia, has created an intolerable gituation.

The racist régime of South Africa, despite international outrage and
condemnation, continues its occupation of and domination over the Territory of
Namibia with impunity. By intensifying its repression through increasing military
and police brutality, the racist régime manoeuvres to subjugate the Namibian people
to a level at which it would encouater less and less opposition to its policy of
stealing and squandering the vast natural and minsral resources of the Territory
for the benefit and in the interest of the small white minority and its foreign
allies, .

When the South African racist régime - in an effort to achieve and consolidate
its colonial domination over Namibia - came up with its so-called internal
settlement policy to circumvent the United Nations plan for Namibian independence,
the international community did not hesitate to reject it at its inception, because
it was obvious that that policy was intended to isolate the South West People's
Organization (SWAPO) and to install a puppet government that would not threaten or
oppose the apartheid system practised in the Territory. The Security Council,
outraged by the flagrant violation of its resolutions by the racist régime, had to
adopt yet another resolution - resolution 566 (1985) - which, inter alia, declared
that action to be null and void.

The international community must exert every pessible effort to extend the
necessary moral, material and financial assistance to the Namibian people so that
they will be able to counter South African aggression and carry out their struggle
under the wise leadership of SWAPO - their sole and authentic representative - for

geruine freedom and independence.
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The encroachment of the aggrthcid' systém has not bsen limited to Namibian and
South African territory but has gone bayond their borders. The South African
régime, using the Territory of Namibia as a springboard, has repeatedly intimidated
and waged war against the neighbouring independent front-line States in order to
destabilize and disrupt them and to prevent them tzoa- extending support to the
couragecus people of Namibia.

The international community should dsnounce these acts of aggression by Scuth
Africa and extend adequate moral, material and financial support to the front-line
States to enable them to dafend themselves against the repeated attacks of South
Africa‘s armed forces.

The international commmunity should wholeheartedly support the Namibian people
1l'l their struggle against South Africa's colonization and in their heroic efforts
to resist the exploitation of their land and the rapid depletion of their natural
and mineral resources by South Africa and other foreign economic interests, in
contravention of the relevant resolutions of the United Nations and of Decree No. I
for the Protection of the Natural Resocurces of Namibia.

We reaffirm the legitimacy of the struggle of the Namibian pecople against the
apartheid policy which, with the collaboration of foreign economic interests, is

endangering the political, economic and social welfare of the Namibian populatiom.
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We are very confident that the couragecus pecple of Wamibia, under the wise
leadership of SWAPO, their sole, authentic representative, will continue to step up
their rightful struggle for self-determination and the achievement of full
independence. SWAPO, in its quest for freedowm and national independence, has
always tried peaceful means for transition to majority rule and national
independence.

In this regard, we reject the proposal linking Namibian independence to
extraneous and unrelated matters that have no relevance to the implementation of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We understand such linkage as outrageous
delaying tactics that could buy time for the racist regime of South Africa to
exaggerate its apartheid practices, to the detriment of the defenceless Namibian
people.

We commend SWAPO's patience and readiness to sign a cease-~-fire agreement with
the South African régime within the context of Security Council resolution
435 (1978) without pre-conditions or further delay. We believe that Security
Council resolution 435 (1978) is the only genuine basis for solutions that could
lead to the peaceful indepenéence of Namibia.

In this connection, we support the Declaration of the International Conference
for the Immediate Independence cf Namibia, made in Vienna, Austria, in July 1986,
and the Programme of Action designed to mobilize and strengthen further
international support for the immediate and unconditional implementation of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). Any other plan or strategy that deviates
from that of the United Wations will only increase the intransigence of South
Africa and encourage it to delay the process of speeding up the freedom and

independence of the Namibian people.
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It is the primary responsibility of the United Nations, which is the legal
Administering Authority, to strive further in the search for political soluticns
that could successfully enable the pecple of Namibia to exercise their inalienable
right to self-determination and independence, in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV), of 14 Decembar 1960,

Twenty years have elapsed since South Africa's Mandate over the Territory of
Namibis was terminated by the adoption of United Nations General Assembly
resolution 2145 (XXI), of Octohber 1966, and the Territory was placed under the
direct responsibility of the United Nations. The Security Council, in its
resolution 264 {1969), declared Socuth Africa’s occupation of Namibia illegal and
called upon that régime to withdraw immedjately its administration from the
territory of Namibia,

Since that distant period of time, the Namibian pecple have passed through
tragic experiences characterized by the viclence and atrocities that have been
inflicted upon them by South Africa's occupation forces.

8ince that time countless resoclutions and decisions have been adopted by the
General Assembly and the Security Council. Many solemn declarations have been made
at many international conferencesa, Countless messages and signals have been
overtly or covertly addressed to the Pretoris régime to warn it against the ominous
dangers inherent in its belligerent and barbaric behaviour towards the Wamibian
people and the black South African majority.

It is indeed tragic to observe the racist régime, despite all these facts,
defiantly insisting on denying the Namibian pscple their right to self-determinatcon
and independence. In these circumstances, the international community should
gearch for more persuasive options that could bring the South African racist régime

to its senses.
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We believe that the bast cption could be found within .the domain of the
Security Council., We say this because the maintenance of international peace and
gecurity is the primary responsibility of the Security Council, and we believe that
the Council has the capacity and the rescolve to accomplish this difficult task, Ws
believe that this is the right time for the Security Council to take a decision
because the security and stability of the southern African region, if not the wvhole
of Africa, are at stake. We call upon the Security Council to shoulder, before it
is too late, its responsibility to estabiish peace and security in southern Africa
by imposing against South Africa compretiensive mandatory sanctions under Chapter
VII of the United Nations Charter, including an arms embargo, an oil embazgo,
economic sanctions and other suitable means in accordance with the relevant United
Nations resoluticns., Only through the application of sanctions under the Charter
can the Scuth African racist régime be compelled to accept the relevant United
NHations resolutions on Namibia.

Before I conclude, I should like to congratulate the members of the United
Nations Council for Wamibia and their President, Ambaszador Zuse of 2ambia, on the
comprehensive report they have so ably represented to the Asgembly. I commend
their tireless efforts in mobilizing concerted internationl acticn to promote the
Namibian cause and to bring an end to the illegal occupation of Wamibia by South
Africa.

Mr. OSMAN (Somalia): For many years the question of Namibia has been in
the forefront of the agenda of the United Nations General Assembly. The current.
stalemate clearly indicates a sad lack of political will to discharge the w.rld

body's direct responsibility for Namibia's independence.
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T am sure that it would have been unthinkable to the representatives at the
first session of the Ceneral Asuembly that, after four decades of debate and
several international conferencss and special sessions, the Territory then known as
South West Africa would remain one of the last to be liberated from colonial rule.
As it is, while we resort to debate, South Africa continues its illegal occupation
of Namibia, in def.ance of decisions of the iIr. ernational Court of Justice and in
flagrant violation of Security Council resclutiun 435 (1978), which established the
sole legal basis for Wamibia's independence.

Regrettably, over the years the United Nations has allowed itself to be
manceuvred intc inaction as a result of South Africa's intransigence, machinations
and bad faith. %e are meating once again because of cur serious concern over an
impasse the existence of which detracts from the authority and credibility of the
United Rations. However, we must keep in mind that this situation is, above all, a
great tragedy for the Namibian people. They would prefer to live in peace, but as
proud and freedom-loving pecple they have no alternative but to continue their long
and painful struggle under the courageous leadership of their sole and legitimate
representative, the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO).

A great many Member States, inciuding some of the most powerful, achieved
their freedom, independence and national identity through armed struggle against
colonial and other types of oppression. Consequently there should be the widest
sympathy for the legitimate armed struggle of the Namibian people, and they should
be supported by all possible means as they strive for fresdom from colonial and

racist oppression.
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The nature of the tyranny unaer which they suffer must not be overlooked or
forgotten. Ramibians, as well as their brothers in South Africa, are subjected to
the indignity of an apartheid system which denies them basic human rights and
causes widespread deprivation and poverty. Harsh political repression is
heightened by the intimidating presence of a pervasive occupation force. National
unity and solidarity are attacked by divisive policies, such as the designation of
tribal homelands, the recruitment of tribal armies and the conscription of
Namibians to fight against their brothers in the freedom struggle. South Africa's
callous disregard for the present needs and future interests of the Namibian people
is further illustrated by its ruthless plunder of Namibia‘®s natural resocurces, in
collusion with foreign corporations and interests, and by its arrogant and illegal
decision to annex Walvis Bay and the offshore islands.

It is imperative that this forty-first General Assembly session should give a
new impetus to efforts to implement Namibia‘’s independence. Fortunately, our
purpose is supported by a rising tide of public opinion around the world which
supports the liberation struggle in Namibia and South Africa and which calls for
the total isolation of the Pretoria régime. I strongly hope that the voice of the
people at the grassroots level will be heard by the leaders of countries which
continue to provide economic, financial, political, military and nuclear assistance
to South africa.

The most important requirement now for ending the Namibian stalemate is
undoubtedly strong and effective leadership by the Security Council. My Government
has welcomed time and again the Council's condemnation of Scuth AErica's attempts
to bring about a neo-colonial solution through puppet régimes. We also welcomed
the Council's rejection of any linkage between the implementation of the United

Nations plan for Namibia‘'s independence and extraneous issues. However, the
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Ceuncil has failed to make good its many threats to take action under the Charter
because of South Africa's non-compliance with regolution 435 (1978). The apparent
paralysis of the Security Council has encouraged South Africa in its intransigence.,
and the vetoing of moderate proposals for selective sanctions has given comfort and
support to the Pretoria régime.

My Government welcomes the efforts of Govermments with significant economic
and financial links to South Africa to break or reduce their ties with that
country, but we believe that their efforts do not go far enough. We strongly
support the international consensus which calls for the imposition of comprehensive
and mandatory economic sanctions against South Africa. This is the only effective
but peaceful measure available to the United Nations.

The imposition of such sanctions is eminently justified on a number of
counts. It has long been established that South Africa's apartheid policies
constitute a crime against humanity and a threat to peace. Today we are seeing the
steady escalation of tension, conflict, violence and bloodshed in the southern
African region as a result of the racist and colonial policies of the Pretoria
régime. More specifically, the Security Council itself has judged that Scuth
Africa's continued occupation of Hamibia is an act of aggression against the
Namibian people. If any further reason for punitive measures under Chapter VII of
the Chart?r were needed, South Africa‘'s acts of military aggression, occupation and
subvergion directed against Angola and other front-line States have clearly been
intole:ab}e breaches of regional and international peace and security.

It h;s been claimed that sanctions would bring the greatest harm to the
oppressed people of Namibia and South Africa, and that in any case sanctions would
not be effective. I believe that both of these claims have been discredited. The

authentic leaders of the people of southern Africa have pointed out that the
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poasible hardships of sanctions, accompanied by the hope of liberation, would be
highif\gfefe:able to the reality of steadily escalating oppression, violence and
conflict. .

If mandatory and comprehensive economic sanctions are adopted it would
certainly be necessary for strong support to be given to the front-line States,
which are already the victims of economic preassure and terrorist aggression, as
they continue their couragecus support for the liberation struggles in southern
Africa. Ve hope that all sections of the international community will support
initiatives in this regard already begun by the non-aligned group of countries.

With regard to the effectiveness of sanctions, it is apparent that even the
limited economic and financial pressures recently directed against South Africa
have brought about developments that could not have been envisaged a short time
ago. It is certainly reasonable to believe that stronger measures backed by wider
international support would be even more effective.

No political issue before the United Nations has been governed by more
specific directives or earned a stronger international consensus on the means for
its resolution than has the question of Namibia's independence. It is clearly the
duty of the Security Council to take effective action to remove a serious threat to
international peace and security, to bring an end to the long agony of the Namibiarn
people and to discharge the responsibility of the United Nations for Namibia's
independence. We hope that all the members of the Council will co-operate closely
and positively with efforts to ensure for Namibia a steady, orderly and peaceful

=
transfer from colonial rule to independent and sovereign status.
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Mr. WIJEKARDANE (Sri Lanka): The General Assembly is once again going

through its annual exercise of discussing the gquestion of Hamibia. It was only the
other day that the Assembly held ‘its fourteenth specisl session, on the same
question. The fourteenth special session of the General Assembly, marked 20 ysars
of failure.

It was by resolution 21/45 (XXI) that the General Assembly, at its
twenty-fizst session, terminated the Mandate of South Africa over Kamibia and
pPlaced the Territory under the direct responsibility of the United Nations. Since
then this Assembly has continued its efforts to assist the people of Namibia under
the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) to exercise
their right to celf-determination, freedum and national independence.
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Despite the efforts of the General Assembly and notwithstanding the
resolutions of the Security Council, particularly resolution 435 (1978), South
Africa continues its illegal administration of Namibia, The United Nations has
evolved a plan of action for the independence of Namibia. We have accepted that
plan as the only basis for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian problem.
Notwithstanding all these good intentions, South Africa, as I said earlier,
continues its illegal occupation of Namibia. Perhaps the reason for its illegal
occupation is that Pretoria has got wrong signals from the deliberations of the
Assembly and of the Security Council. South Africa uaintains‘ over 100,000 troops
in Namibia in its brutal attempt to plunder Namibia, which is massively endowed
with natural resources. In this unashamed exploitation it has sought to take
refuge in many pretexts, the most obnoxious of which is the deliberate linkage
between the presence of Cuban troops in Angola and Namibian independence. That
argument by the racist régime of Pretoria, which links the independence plan to the
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola, has been rejected by enlightened thinking.
The world has seen through the undercover escalation by the South African régime in
order to retain control over Namibia. As is customary, it has bolstered its claim
over that country by hoisting a puppet régime euphemistically referred to as the
"Provisional Government of Windhoek®. 1Its Constitution and formulation do not lend
it either credibility or legitimacy. This puppet régime has attempted to
infiltrate the international scene by opening so-called Information Offices
abroad. From these Information Offices South Africa plans to disseminate
disinformation in the capitals of the world in an attempt to seek credibility for a
wholly unrepresentative régime.

The South African Government has also very shrewdly sought to introduce an

element of great-Power rivalry into scuthern Africa for its own selfish gains.
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while it continuves its propaganda and disinformation abroad, the Pretoris régime
continues to inflict within the Territory and outside it brutally repressive
measures against the Namibian people and their immediate neighboure, particularly
Angola. South Afrieca not cnly is illegally enriching itself by its illegitimate
occupation of Namibia, but is uszing that unfortunate country as a springboard for
terrorizing the front-line States on the pretext that they harbour dissident groups
within their territories. The attempts by the South African régime to hide behind
a facade of responsibility and respectability have been seen through at the
international level. Member States have assessed these claims impartially and have
condemned South Rfrica's patent attempts to escalate violence and bloodshed within
and beyond Namibian borders, all to serve its selfish aims.

It is in that context that we welcome international agitation against
apartheid. The Seminar on Werld Action for the Immediate Independence of Namil.a,
held at Valletta from 19 to 23 May 1986, and the International Conference for the
Immediate Independence of Mamibia, held at Vierna from 7 to 11 July 1986, have had
overwhelming support. The internatiocnal community is clearly impatient with the
gross intransigence with which South Africa deals with the implementation of
resolutions on Namibia and continues its stranglehold and illegal occupation of
that Territory.

It is no wonder that the brave people of Namibia, under the flag of the South
West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their naticnal liberation movement,
continus to resist the illegal régime of South Africa, battling against its
inhumanity. Twenty years after the United Nations resolution, we are back to
square one. Namibia iz an illegally occupied Territory yet tc be decolonized, and
the great sweeps to liberate colonized people and to assure them their right to

self-determination have still not touched the Territory of Namibia.
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Namibia produces a wealth of resources that South Africa is exploiting and
marketing on the internatiocnal scene. The report of the Council on Namibia
indicates the extent to which foreign economic interests exploit the Territory‘’s
resources, A study by the British Council of Churches and the Catholic Institute
of International Relations shows that as much as 60 per cent of Namibia's gross
domestic product is repatriated abroad as company profits, with a large portion of
the remaining 40 per cent being used as operating expenses for foreign econonmic
interests in the Territory. White per-capita income is approximately 3,000 Rand,
while the corresponding figure for the black population iz around 125 Rand - a
ratio of 24 to 1.

Given those circumstances, it is no wonder that Pretoria continues its
stanglehold on that unfortunate country. The international community has to make
one final effort to free Namibia, My delegation firmly holds the view that the
need of the hour is political will., Countries that to date have not viewed the
illegal occupation of Namibia as a denial of the rights of the Namibian people, as
usurpation of the birthright of a nation by a small racist cligue hell-bent on
converting the riches of that country to unlawful and illegal gminsg, must remember
their professions to sbide by the Charter of the United Nations. Sanctions by
themselves will still be defeatable unless and until the Security Council firmly .
lends its prestige and strength to the implementation of an appropriately worded
resolution. In the implementation of such a resolution the entire international
community must show firm resolve, committing itself to cherish the concept of
independence, liberty and freedom for all Namibian people - as it surely must under

the United Nations Charter.



BCT/3pm A/41/PV.71
74

(Mr. Wijewardane, Sri Lanka)

We seem to be far away from such a resolution. The need of the hour is for
lobbying in the halls of power where legislators wield political clout and
influence, so that the aspirations of the denied and deprived people of Namibia can
be heard at the decision-making level. Let the cry to banish apartheid ring loud
and clear so that with the end of that obnoxious system the decolonization of
Namibia will become yet another achievement of the General Assembly.

Mr. THOMPSON (Fiji): The views of my delegation on the guestion of
Namibia were stated at the fourteenth special session of the General Assembly, only
two months ago. Let me use this opportunity to restate briefly Fiji's position on
what is undoubtedly the most difficult and intractable of all the decolonization
issues confronting the world community today.

We are part of the international unanimity on the immediate independence of
Namibia, in accordance with Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which still
constitutes the only legitimate and viable basis for Namibia's independence.
Unfortunately, despite that unanimity the international community remains impotent
in the face of South Africa's adamant refusal to implement the plan. We deplore
the continuing resort to the linking of extraneous and irrelevant factors to
independence as an excuse for not taking action.

We share the almost total support for comprehensive and mandatory economic
sanctions against South Africa as the most effective peaceful means to induce that
country to comply with the wishes of the international community and to terminate
its illegal occupation of Namibia. However, we are encouraged to note the progress

evidenced recently by the agreement of Commonwealth countries to impose further
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sanctions, by the European Community's decision to implement a number of measures
and by the landmark decision of the United States Congress. The momentum of these
measures must be maintained and strengthened. Political isolation of South Africa
has not been sufficient to induce the changes we all seek. It must now be
complemented and reinforced by the concerted application of effective economic

sanctions,
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Much firmer measures are now long overdue. The small handful of countries
which have the leverage to make South Africa take what is clearly the right course
should replace rhetoric by positive and meaningful action. For two decades the
rest of the world has pressed for it. When will the few be moved enough to heed
the anguish of the suffering people of Namibia?

We fear that, sadly, the intensifying cycle of repression, brutality and
violence will, if left unchecked for much longer, spread its destabilizing
influence well beyond the borders of southern Africa. That would spell tragedy for
us all. This we recognize, remote as we are in the heart of the Pacific Ocean. We
must act collectively, and act now, to prevent what would otherwise become an
inevitable and horrible reality.

Even now it is not too late for South Africa to abandon the path of
confrontation and intransigence and move to implement Security Council resolution
435 (1978), on Namibia. There is a reservoir of concerned people in South Africa,
who must come forward to help avoid what can only be very tragic consequences.

My delegation congratulates the Secretary-General on his initiative and his
untiring and dedicated efforts in the search for a solution to the Namibian
problem. He must be given every support.

The PRESIDENT: We have heard the last speaker for this morning. The

Assembly will take a decision on the draft resolutions contained in document
A/41/24 (Part II and Corr.l), chapter I, at a subsequent meeting, to be announced

in the Journal.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.






