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In the absence of the President, Mr. Matturi (Sierra Leone), Vice-President,
tock the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m.

AGENDA ITEM 36 (continued)
QUESTION OF NAMIBIA:
(a) REPORT OF THE UNITED NATIONS COUNCIL FOR NAMIBIA (a/41/24)
(b) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE SITUATION WITH REGARD TO THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (A/41/23 (Part V), (Part IX and Corr.l), A/AC.109/870)

(c) REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE FOR THE IMMEDIATE INDEPENDENCE OF
NAMIBIA (A/CONF.138/11 and Add.l)

(d) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/41/614)
(e) REPORT GF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/41/761)
(£) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/41/24 (Part II and Corr.l), chap. I)

The PRESIDENT: I should like to remind representatives that, in

accordance with the decision taken at this morning's plenary meeting, the list of
speakers in the debate on this item will be closed today at 5 p.m.

I have the following announcement to make. As Members will recall, the
Assembly is scheduled to hold the election of the members of the International Law
Commission on Friday, 14 November, in the morning. In view of the very large
number of candidates, the process of counting the ballots is expected to take two
to three hours. Under the circumstances, and having regard to the number of
speakers wishing to address the Assembly on agenda item 36, I propose that the
Assembly resume its consideration of the question of Namibia while the ballots are
being counted. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Assembly agrees to
that proposal.

It was so decided.
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Mr. PBJIC (Yugoslavia): The contribution of the United Nations to
mankind's march to freedom has been significant. Especially so has been .ts
contribution to the anti-colonial revolution which brought about independence and
freedom for many countries and peoples. The question of Namibia, as a question of
decolonization and foreign occupation, stands out today 23 one of its priority
tasks. More than 40 years have elapséd since it was first considered in the United
Nations, and twenty years since the United Nations assumed direct responsibility
for Namibia and terminated the Mandate of South Africa to administer the
Territory. Eight years have passed since the adoption of the United Nations plan
for the independence of Namibia.

Yet South Africa continues to occupy Namibia, in defiance of the decisions of
the United Nations. The people of Namibia still lives in colonial bondage and is
bereft of its inalienable rights to self-determination, independence and freedom in
a united country.

The Pretoria régime is carrying out its policy of apartheid and racial
discrimination also in Namibia, denying the black population its basic human
rights. It is wreaking terror and carrying out brutal reprisals against the
Namibian people. South Africa and other foreign economic interests are plundering
the human and natural resources of Namibia. South Africa is stepping up the
militarization of Namibia and has introduced compulsory conscription, thus setting
Namibians one against another. It is using Namibian territory as a springboard for
its aggression against and subversion of independent African States, Angola in
particular.

The illegal occupation régime continues its arbitrary imprisonment and
detention of leaders, members and supporters of the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPD) and the killing, torture and murder of innocent Namibians. It
is attempting to suppress their liberation struggle by sword and firej; but it is

not succeeding, nor for that matter can it ever succeed.
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(Mr. Pejic, Yugoslavia)

Yugoslavia renders full support and assistance to SWAPO, the sole and
authentic representative of the people of Namibia. In the past 26 years SWAPO has
grown into a powerful liberation movement and political organization, and is
committed to the principles and goals of the policy of non-alignment. This has
brought it wide international recognition, support and assistance. Under the
leadership of its Pregident, Sam Nujoma, SWAPO has displayed a resolve to win
independence on the battlefield, as well as a commendable readiness to seek
solutions through negotiations on the basis of the United Nations Plan for Namibia.

The failure to resolve the question of Namibia cannot but lead to a
blood-bath, with dangerous consequences for international peace and security. The
prolongation of the occupation of Namibia increases the danger of its becoming a
pawn in the power game of the big and mighty in their struggle for spheres of
influence and domination.

The United Nations plan for Namibia is the only internationally accepted basis
for a peaceful solution. With the agreement on an electoral system, the last
outstanding issue pertaining to the plan has been resolved, and it is now necessary
to proceed to its implementation without any delays, changes or preconditions.
There is no longer any justification whatscever for postponing Namibia's accession
to independence, and its linkage to extraneous and irrelevant issues leads in
effect to the perpetuation of the illegal rule of South Africa over Namibia.

The Security Council has the central role in the implementation of the United
Nations plan for Namibia. It must remove all the obstacles, linkage or any others,
standing in the way. The conditions have matured for the Security Council's
establishment of a time-~frame for the implementation of the plan and the
determination of the date for the holding of elections in Namibia under the

auspices and supervision of the United Nations.
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A particular responsibility falls to those permanent members of the Security
Council which have prevented it from taking all the measures at its disposal. The
arguments against the introduction of comprehensive mandatory sanctions under
Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter have long ceased to convince anybody and
they have a hollow ring. Recourse to the right of the veto to prevent the adoption
of decisions on the introducticn of sanctions is, therefore, tantamount to
protection of the aggressor and oppressor and support for the policies of
apartheid, colonialism and racial discrimination.

The countries that continue to maintain relations and co-operate with the
Pretoria régime should have understocd by now that that is not the way to compel
the racist régime to desist from apartheid and to end its occupation of Namibia.
Economic or other interests cannot be more important than the freedom and
independence of the peoples in southern Africa.

Further exploitation of Namibia's natural resources, including its marine
wealth, should be cut short. Further exploitation would be contrary to Decree
No. 1 of the United Nations Council for Namibia. All countries should prevent
their public and private companies from taking part in the exploitation,
processing, purchasing or transport of the natural resources of Namibia.

Voluntary sanctions against the racist régime, introduced by many countries,
are a useful means of putting pressure on that régime. In this context, we welcome
the recent decision of the United States Congress. However, all the countries and
organizations that have not taken such action so far should extend their sanctions
to include Namibia as well.

The international community should refrain from any contacts with, and should
never recognize, the puppet administration in Windhoek, installed and controlled by

the régime in Pretoria.
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(Mr. Pejic, Yugoslavia)

Of particular importance in the present situation are the activities of the
United Nations Council for Namibia, headed by Mr. Peter Zuze, representative of
Zzambia., The Council's programme of work includes a series of actions for rendering
support to the people of Namibia and‘SWABO and for contributing to the
implementation of the United Nationg Plan for Namibia.

A prominent role in the efforts to implement the United Nations Plan for
Namibia is also played by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who has
shown a great personal commitment to the cause of Namibia.

For its part, Yugoslavia will continue to give full support and assistance to
the people of Namibia and its liberation movement, SWAPO. We consider such action
to be our obligation within the overgll effort of the international community
towards achieving the liberation of Namibia and the elimination of colonialism,
apartheid and racial discrimination.

In concluding my statement, I should like to quote from the Special Appeal for
the Immediate Independence of Namibia adopted by the Heads of State or Government
of Non-Aligned Countries at their recent Summit Conference in Harare, Zimbabwe:

“The time for Namibian independence is long past. To delay it any longer
is immoral. We therefore appeal to all men and women of goodwill firmly to
oppose any delay, fcr any reason and under any circumstances, of Namibian

independence.® (A/41/697, p. 156)

Sir John THOMSON (United Kingdom)s I have the honour to speak on behalf

of the 12 member States of the European Community. As members will recall, we set
out the position of the Twelve on the question of Wamibia in our statement to the
fourteenth special session on 18 September. There have, unfortunately, been no
major developments since then. In consequence my remarks on this occasion need
only be rather brief.

It is the view of the Twelve that the illegal occupation of Namibia by South
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Africa must be brought to an end without delay. The only acceptable basis for a
peaceful and lasting solution to the problem iz the implementation, without
pio-conditiona or pretext, of Security Courcil resolutions 385 (1976) and
435 (1978). The settlement plan endorsed by the second of these resolutions has
been accepted both by the Government of South aAfrica and'by the South West Africa
People's Organization. We firmly believe that the people of Namibia must be
permitted to exercise their right to gelf-determination through free and fair
elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations in accordance
with the settlement plan. It is essential that South Africa should not subordinate
the implementation of the settlement plan to the fulfilment of conditions which are
extraneous to the independence of the Territory, or inconsistent with Security
Council resolutiocn 435 (1978).

Unfortunately, the South African Government has not yet seen f£it to move
forward towards the implementation of the settlement plan. It has, on the
contracy, chosen to maintain its illegal occupation of Namibia in defiance of
international opinion. We urge the South African authorities to reconsider their
position and to implement the settlement plan without delay. We consider as null
and void the establishment by South Africa in 1985 of a so-called interim
government in Namibia and categorically reject any unilateral moves by the South
African Government to transfer power in Namibia. There can be no question of
circumventing the United Nations or of scmehow excluding it from the settlement
process.

It is a matter for great concern that over the last 12 months South Africa bhas
continued its armed incursions into Namibia's neighbours, particularly Angola.
These acts have taken place in defiance of international law and have created a
grave danger to peace and security in the region. We once again repeat our strong

condemnation of such activities and urge South Africa to desist from them.
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We forcibly condemn the use of violence by Scuth Africa either against
neighbouring States or in the maintenance of its illegal présence in Nanmibia.

These developmnents make even more necessary the maintenance of the general and
primary duty of the United Nations to promote peaceful éolutions in conformity with
the Charter, thus avoiding any encouragement of the use of force.

For many years strenuous efforts have been made by the Secretary-General and
his Special Representative, the front-line States, the South West Africa People’s
Organization, the Organization of African Unity and the Contact Group aimed at
bringing about a just and peaceful solution to the Namibian question in accordance
with Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We have consistently supported these
efforts. We hope that the Secretarnyeneral will be successful in his endeavours
to engage the parties in a renewed dialocgue, thus clearing the way for the early
implementation of the settlement plan. For our part, we will continue to press
South Africa to abide by the clearly expressed decisions of the international
community by withdrawing the constitutional arrangements put into effect in 1985
and by terminating its illegal occupation of Namibia. Only in this way will

Namibians be allowed to exercise the right to self-determination and independence
which is their due.
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Mt. SARRE (Senégal) (interpretation from French}: Since 1946 the
question of Namibia has been on‘the agenda of evefy session of the General Assembly
and hasAbeen considered by if. it was discuséed, too, at the fifth and ninth and,
most recently, the fourteenth special sessions and the eighth emergency special
session. It has also been the subject of several international meetings and
conferences, in particular the International Conference on Namibia and Human
Rights, which was held at Dakar, Senegal, in January 1376 and at which my country
proposed that every year there should be a week of solidarity with the Namibian
people and its national liberation movement, the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO); the World Conference of Solidarity with the Namibian People
and the International Conference on Namibia, held at Paris in, respectively,
September 1980 and April 1983; the Nordic Conference on Namibia, held in Helsinki
in 19863 and the second Brussels international conference, held this year. 1In
July 1986 the international community met again, in Vienna, to devote its attention
to the Territory of Namibia, which racist South Africa continues to occupy
illegally.

While we can conclude from all those activities in various international
forums that the international community has had a constant interest in and concern
over the Namibian question, we must recognize that, unfortunately, all these
activities also testify to a lack of true political will on the part of those who
bear a special responsibility vis-3-vis Namibia to compel the South African régime
to take the course of common sense and reason.

It is, in fact, inadmissible that 20 years after the United Nations decision
to terminate South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, eight years after the unanimous
adoption by the Security Council of a plan for the settlement of the Namibian
question, the Preturia régime continues stubbornly to swim against the tide of the

liberation of peoples and to occupy Namibia illegally.
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In line with its dilatory tactics - at which it is & past master - South
Africa continues to delay Namibia's accession to independence by persisting, on the
one hand, in attempts to place a problem of decclonization, pure and simple, in the
context of an East-West conflict - which is completely alien to the problem - and,
on the other hand, in attempts to link Namibia's independence to the withdrawal of
Cuban troops, whose assistance the Government of Angola legitimately requested in
the framework of a bilateral agreement reached in all sovereignty and in accordance
with internaticnal law.

As everyone knows, both the General Assembly and the Organization of African
Unity, as well as the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, have categorically
rejected the inclusion of any extrangous element into the implementation of the
United Nations settlement plan. Indeed, the Security Councii itself stated
unambiquously in its resolution 539 (1983) and, particularly, resolution 566 (1985)
that

"¢the independence of Namibia cannot be held hostage to the resolution of

issues that are alien to resolution 435 (1978)". (Security Council resolution

566 (1985), para. 8)

It is hardly necessary to recall that the question of Namibia is, in essence
as in substance, strictly a problem of decolonization which must be settled
peacefully in the spirit of resolution 1514 (XV), the Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. But, not satisfied with placing
totally irrelevant conditions on the implementation of resolution 435 (1978), and
perfectly aware of the futility of its efforts to establish a so-called interim
government to administer the Territory, the South African régime is so arrogant as
to use Namibia as a base from which to carry out repeated acts of aggression and
destabilization against the front-line countries, whose sovereignty and territorial

integrity it thereby violates.
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Similarly, South Africa goes on exerting efforts to perpetuate its racist and
military domination and to establish the heinous apartheid system on Namiblan
territory, through an incredible arsenal of repressive and oppressive laws, thereby
creating an explosive situation which undeniably poses a serious threat to
international peace and security.

Thus, the racist Pretoria régime violates and tramples under foot the United
Nations Charter, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and the most elementary
principles of international morality and peaceful coexistence by peoples and
nations.

The General Assembly, by terminating South Africa's Mandate over Namibia in
1966, decided to place the management and administration of the Territory of
Namibia under its direct responsibility until Namibia had acceded to independencej
it thereby conferred a special international character on this problem. Since that
date, which marked a historic turning point in the process of the decolonization of
Namibia, the Namibian people have been waiting to enter the family of free and
independent nations,’in kecsping with its legitimate aspiration.

The United Nations Council for Namibia, the legal Administering Authority of
the international Territory of Namibia - and my country regards it as an honour and
a privilege to be a member of the Council - has taken every opportunity, at
international conferences, colloquiums, symposiums, round-table discussions and
weeks and days of solidarity and joint reflection on the Namibian problem, to
emphasize and draw attention to the urgent need for the implementation without
delay of the negotiated settlement plan contained in Security Council resolution
435 (1978).

The Secretary-General himself, to whom we pay a tribute, was given a specific
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mandate by the Security Council in regard to the implementation of resolution
435 (1978), but in his contacts he too has come up against the intransigence of
South Africa, which is therefore responsible for the failure of the negotiations
and consultations on the implementation of that resolution.

Indeed, despite the repeated appeals by the international community, despite
the sustained efforts by the Secretary-General and the concrete demonstration of
open-mindedness and an obvious willingness to negotiate given by the leaders of
SWAPO, and despite the repeated warnings by the Security Council, South Africa
continues obstinately to refuse to co-operate towarGs the implementation of the
settlement plan negotiated by the Security Council and continues ill_gally to
occupy Namibian territory, thereby defying the international QOrganization which, I
must recall again, terminated South Africa's Mandate over Namibia 20 years ago.

In Senegal's view, we should again strongly and unequivocally condemn South
Africa for its continued iiiegal occupation of Namibia and for its stubborn attempt
to perpetuate its racist and military domination of that Territory by the
installation thers of the heinous, inhuman apartheid system, a crime against
huisanity, and the conscription of young Namibians into the South African oppression
and repression forces.

My country will spare no effort in associating itself with any action capable
of speeding up the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) without conditions or
changes, so that the sorely tried Namibian people may finally exercise its
inalienable right to seli-determination and independence.

The implementation of resoclution 435 (1978) requires more determination on the
part of the internat onal community, and in particular the permanent members of the
Security Council, which the United Nations Charter has entrusted with major

responsibilities for the maintenance of international peace and security and which
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must increase their pressure on the racist Pretoria régime in order to force it to
grant Namibia independence immediately and without any pre-conditions, in the
framework of resolution 435 (1978), w: h Senegcl continues to view as the only
basis for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian problem.

Faced with a blind régime that constantly tramples under foot the elementary
rules of inteznational law, systematically violates the fundamental principles of
human freedom and dignity, shows contempt for resolutions of the Security Cournil,
whose authority it rejects, and turns a deaf ear to condemnations by the conscience
of mankind, the international community must take this opportunity to adopt
concrete measures that could induce Pretoria to put an end to its illegal
occupation of Namibia.

The application of comprehensive, mandatory, agreed economic sanctions under
the United Nations Charter, and particularly Chapter VII, is, in my delegation's

view, the only valid peaceful response to the Namibian tragedy.
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The international community strongly reaffirmed those positions at the
international Conference held in Vienna in July and at the special session of the
General Assembly on the question of Namibia held in New York in September.

Sanctions against South Africa should be accompanied by a strengthening of
international assistance to the South West Africa People's Organization (SWARO) and
the front-iine States. The international community should rigorously apply
specific measures of that kind to end the untold suffering of the Namibian people
and the plunder of its resources.

It is not proper that - after the United Nations ended South Africa's Mandate
and put the Territory under its own direct responsibility and after the Security
Council, the main body charged with the maintenance of international peace and
security, unanimously adopted a plan to settle the Namibian gquestion - our
universal Organization, and in particular thrse of its Members to which the Charter
gives particular responsibilities, should remain inactive while South Africa
continues committing its crimes against Namibia.

More than a hundred years of colonization, oppression and arbitrary and bloody
repression have not in any way weakened the unshakeable will and courage of the
brother people of Namibia and their determination to free themselves of the
oppregsive colonial yoke of South Africa.

Countries and people that still believe in freedom, dignity, human values and
human rights have a right and a duty to help the wounded people of Namibia to
recover their independence and dignity.

I am happy to reaffirm Senegal's support for, and active solidarity with, the
leaders of SWAPO, the sole and authentic representatives of the Namibian people, in
their heroic and legitimate struggle, in which they have shown a spirit of
initiative, realism and a sense of responsibility deserving cur admiration.

In conclusion, on behalf of Mr. Abdou Diouf, President of the Republic of
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Senegal, I Qiéh to paf a tribute to Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, the Secretary-
General, for his constant readiness to help and his sustained work for the pecple
of Namibia. I also wish to express to all the members of the United Nations
Council for Namibia our appreciation of their devotion to the Namibian cause.

May we by our concerted and regolute efforts at long last enable the martyred
people of Namibia to see very soon the dawn of freedom and independence.

Mr. FISCHER (Austria): The recent special session of the General
Assembly and the International Conference for the Immediate Independence of
Namibia, held in July in Vienna, sent a clear message - that the international
community regards the question of Namibia as a matter of the highest priority.
Independence for Namibia will undoubtedly continue to be a common goal of paramount
importance as long as Namibia has not joined the ranks of sovereign and independent
nations.

Hardly any issue on the agenda of the internationzl community commands such a
high degree of support as the question of independence for Namibia. In fact, the
question should have been solved in a constructive way and deleted from our agenda
many years ago. indeed, the history of the United Nations and the history of
Namibia's struggle for independence are inextricably linked. Since 1945 every
session of the General Assembly has dealt with the question of Namibia and the
sacred trust that the United Nations inherited from the League of Nations. It was
through the United Nations that Namibia's right to freedom and independence was
firmly established and its legal and political base strengthened.

In October 1966 the General Assembly reaffirmed the inalienable right of the
people of South West Africa to self-determination, freedom and independence,
terminated South Africa's Mandate, and placed the Territory under the direct
responsibility of the United Nations. Finally, in 1978, the Security Council, by

adopting resolution 435 (1978), spelt out a plan for Namibia's peaceful transition
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to indeéendence And majority rule byvfair and free ciections under the auspices of
the Uhited Nations. 7o this day that resolution remains the only teasonable and
sal‘isfactory basis for a just settlement of the question of Namibia.

It is a tragedy for the Namibian people, but it is also one of the rajor
shortcomings of contemporary world politics that eight years later, despite
strenuous efforts by the Secretary-General, his Special Repregentative, the
Security Council, the United Nations Council for Namibia and the contact group, as
well as the other initiatives supported by the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO), the Organization of African Unity (OAU) and the Non-Aligned
Movement, Namibia's sovereignty and independence still remain to be achieved. The
reason for this intolerable delay is well known: it is South Africa‘'s refusal to
comply with the letter and spirit of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

Even though all the questions concerning the implementation of the Unitegd
Nations plan for Namibia have been resolved, the South African Government is trying
to perpetuate its illegal occupation of Namibia. As a consequence, this policy of
pPostponement has had to involve putting forward irrelevant and extraneous issues.
Austria perceives the linkage to the withdrawal of foreign troops from Angola as a
convenience for South Africa, a pretext to obstruct the carrying ocut of the United
Nations plan for Namibia. We feel deep understanding of the justified impatience
and indignation of the people of Namibia.

In the course of the past hundred years under colonial rule the people of
Namibia have had to suffer terribly. Today manifold hardship overshadows the life
of the Namibian people: foreign exploitation of the natural resources,
unemployment, inadequate education and health services, the militarization of the
Territory, human rights violations and repression. The economic and social
consequences of South Africa's continued occupation are devastating. This
situation will change decisively only when the Namibian people can freely exercise

their inalienable right to self-determination.
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in the meantime the Namibian people must be in a position to count on the
solidarity and assistance of the international community. Ny country‘'s strong
commitment to the cause bf the Namibian people was recently reaffirmed by the
holding in Austria‘s capital of the International Conference for the Immediate
Independence of Namibia. FPurthermore, this commitment finds its expression in our
contributions to the funds and programmes of the United Nations for Namibia.
Austria is well aware of the common responsibility of the international cormunity
to advance the settlement of the Namibian question.

Over the years the international community has often and patiently sought the
co-operation of South Africa in obtaining Namibia®s independence. For the Austrian
Government as well as for many others it is a matter of deep regret that South
Africa refuses to open the way for implementation in good faith and by peaceful
means of the principles and procedures laid down in Security Council resoclution
435 (1978). By maintaining the same policy of violation of human rights and denial
of self-determination t~wards the people of Namibia and its population, thereby
demonstrating simultaneously contemptuous disregard of the basic foundations of the
United Nations and the views of an overwhelming majority of the conmunity of
nations, the South African Government iz triggering a future escalation of
bloodshed in southern Africa. Confronted with that dangerous gituation the
international community has concluded that as a last peaceful resort sanctions
against South Africa must be imposed now.

The urgency of the question of Namibia was especially underlined by the
Security Council when it adopted resolution 569 (1985). Austria, on its part, did
not fail to adopt a set of concrete autoncmous national measures in accordance with
Security Council resolutions 566 (1985) and 569 (1985).

This autumn, the Austrian Government passed another decision regulting in
additional measures in response to the persistent intransigence of the South

African Government.
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Within the past months the Austrian Federal Chancellor and the Pederal
Minister for Foreign Affairs mat leading':epresentativea of the South West Africa
Feople's Organization (SWAPO) on several occasions. In these contacts they gave
expression to our appreciation for the positive attitude displayed by SWAPO in the
search for a negotiated settlement. Austria furthermore pays tribute to the
constructive policy of the front-line States, which despite repeated threats and
acts of aggression by South Africa never flagged in their commitment to Namibia's
independence.

Austria believes in the fundamental values which constitute the base of the
United Nations Charter. Austria believes in the right to self-determination.
Austria believes in the resolution of conflicts by peaceful means. Therefore,
Mugstria is deeply convinced that the firm determination of the people of Namibia,
assisted by the unanimous support of the international community, will f£inally
succeed in releasing the people of Namibia from the yoke of colonialism and racism.

Mr. PARASHAR (India)s Less than two months after the fourteentl: special
session, we meet again to discuss the crisis in Namibia. The thrust of resolution
A/S-14/1, adopted at that special session, is explicit. Not one member of this
Assembly voted against it. Its signal signifies the singleness of purpose which
this Assembly has consistently addressed to this question. We reiterate that
solidarity today: our solidarity amongst ourselves at the United Nations and our
solidarity with a people whose claim to freedom, to self-determination and to an
internaticnal identity is clearly our responsibility.

Twenty vears agoe, when South Africa's Mandate over Namibia was terzminated by
this Assembly, my delegation had stated:

"There may appear to the protagonists of Realpolitik an element of

unreality in our trying to deal, year after year, for nearly 20 years, with
the problems of apartheid and the remnants of colonialism. The fact remains

that sooner or later these problems will have to be resolved one way or

.
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another. We hope that they will be resolved peacefully, reasonably and

rationally. It is because we persist in this hope that it is of vital

importance that, year after year, this Organization must make its position
abundantly clear. There is no Government on earth which can remain immune for
ever from the pressures generated by the world community and the consgcience
which it embodies. It is in that hope and that faith that we have persisted
and shall continue to persist in lending our support to the cause of the
liberation of the peoples of South West Africa ..."

Our faith and hope endure. But these 20 years have certainly eroded our hope
that the resolution of these problems would be peaceful. Time and the options it
affords are both narrowing. The colony created by a cloistered clique continues
only because of the concerted and yet clandestine clamour of commerce. Namibia's
wealth is pilfered and purloined, quite literally from under its feet. Dignity is
defied. Discrimination is deified. Self-determination is suborned to schemes of
stealth and strategy evolved by those whose business it simply is not. 1India has
consistently expressed its abhorrence of the policies of those who aid, assisﬁ and
virtually comfort South Africa in return for considerations of trade and finance.
The barter of human rights for commercial profit diminishes every value these
States stand committed to, nationally or internationally.

Realism demands that the United Nations consider only such a programme of
action as is within its capacity to implement. It can exhort, plead, condemn and
call upon but none of this will redeem its pledge to Namibia if not complemented by
the vigour of a determined and unified response to the crisis. Isolation of South
Africa from every form of international contact or co-operation is the possibility
within our collective means to realize. For too long has the Security Council
shrugged off its shoulders the inevitability of mandatory sanctions as the means to
the purpose to which it stands committed: £freedom for the people of Namibia,

freedom for the people of South Africa.
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It is incumbent also upon the United &atioﬁs unequivocally to call the bluff
of the recalcitrant racists that have persistently sought to link Namibia's
independence with wholly extraneous issues, the most recent example being the claim
that it is connected to the reguest by a sovereign State for external assistance.
Given the protracted perfidy of Pretoria, we should not delude ourselves that this
is the only obstacle it would place in the way of implementation by the United
Nations of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). But the lie must be nailed.

Pretoria's pernicious policies of puppetry and procrastination persist. But
even the ventriloquist's dummies can summon voices of their own. The South African
régime could not get even its absurd legislature to sanction the domestic powers of
terror and intimidation it scught, so it was forced to declare a unilateral state
of emergency. The same régime, forced to abandon its infamous Terrorism Act at
home, continues to wield it as an instrument of terrorism in Namibia. Only a few
weeks ago the self-gtyled Supreme Court of South West Africa struck down the
crucial elements of this very Act. Let the gaolers take not even their wardens for
granted.

Pitiful and pauperised, the politics of Pretoria's perverse and perverted
policies can be pulverized by the power and purpose we can prove possible. We must
challenge that régime and those that give it sustenance in every forum that is
accessible to those that seek justice: the Security Council, the International
Court of Justice and the impregnable bar of public opinion in those nations where
the views of the governed are known to be at variance with those of them who
govern. The harbour light of freedom beckons from Walvis Bay. This grotesque
carnival of charade and deceit will soon be over.

It would be facile to believe that the independence and integrity of Namibia
can be assured without domestic change and reform within South Africa itself. It

was brought out at this Assembly's recent discussion on apartheid that the cost of
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South Africa's aggression against its neighbours is estimated to be at least

$US 17 billion. In the case of one valiant front-line State, Mozambique,
aggression has represented a cost in excess of half its total gross domestic
product. We should have no illusions about the limitations on Namibia's freedom as
long as the apartheid régime remains in power in Pretoria. The incorporation by
that régime of integral parts of Namibia into provinces of South Africa is only
desperate dismemberment in anticipation of the inevitable. Let it not be said of
Namibia that "freedom® will only be another word for “nothing left to lose”.

The people of Namibia, under the leadership of the South West Africa People's
Organization, have responded to their situation with both courage and foresight.
Their acceptance of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) is testimony to that.
Independence for Namibia is not restricted to the realm of those who dare to
dream. It is'a possibility whose potential is inherent in practical and pragmatic
political decisions. The Security Council made such a decision eight years ago.
Will it now show the pragmatism and vision to ensure that that decision is honoured?

Mr. DJOUDI (Algeria) (interpretation from French): In an international
climate characterized by the proliferation of conflicts and tensions, the problem
of Namibia is once again this year a major concera in all international
deliberations. From the Vienna Conference, the summit conferences of the
Organization of African Unity and of the non-aligned countries has emerged an
important movement in favour of immediate independence for Namibia two decades
after the South African Mandate over this Territory was revoked.

If today the Assembly is once again meeting to deal with the situatiqn that
still prevails in Namibia it is not because the Namibian people has failed to
demonstrate its determinatioq to regain its freedom. Its century-long resistance

to foreign occupation and the national liberation struggle, it has carried on for



JsM/td A/11/EV.68
28

(Mc. Djoudi, Algeria)

25 years under the aegis of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO),
its sole, authentic representative, are already among the most glorious pages of
the history of the liberation movements of peoples. This combat is also an echo of
the combat waged by the pecple of South Africa to break the chains of the apartheid
system.

If the debate on Namibia is being repeated today, it is not because the United
Nations has failed to define clearly the nature of this problem, or to use its
authority to bring about a settlement and set out measures essential to the
solution of the problem.

This debate, like all previous debates, is testimony to the shared indictment
for an abuse for which the Pretoria ;égime bears the main responsibility.

In Namibia, the most fundamental human right of peoples, the right to self-
determination, has for tco long been violated. In Namibia, the authority of the
United Nations faces persistent grave challenges.

In Namibia, a Territory under the direct responsibility of our Organization,
racial and colonial oppression is accompanied by the unbridled plunder of natural
resources and the exploitation of a people subjected to forced labour, oppression
and spoliation at the hands of the occupying régime, with foreign complicity, as is
borne out by irrefutable evidence.

In Namibia, the irrevocable decision of the Security Council, set out in its
resolution 435 (1978), is subjected to the claim of "linkage" that has so often
been condemned and the instituticnal manoeuvres that have so often been rejected.
At the same time a military-industrial complex is being developed, which reveals
clearly the hegemonic designs of the Pretoria régime.

Finally, in Namibia, the illegally occupied territory has been converted by
South Africa into an additional base for its policy of aggression and

destabilization of all of independent South Africa.
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Certain inevitable conclusions must be drawn from all this, namely: first,
South Africa is unwilling to put an end to its illegal occupation of Namibia and to
accept the unconditional implementation of the United Nations plan for the
independence of the Territorys secondly, in southern Africa all the ingredients
exiat of a real threat to international peace and securitys lastly, in the face of
Pretoria's attitude, the era of monologue is over and there is no time left for
half measures.

Clearly identified, Pretoria's ambitions in Nanibia require that our
corrective action be redoubled and driented in several directions.

FPirst, we must safeguard the continuance of process to independence of Namibia
without deviation or diversion from uvhat has been universally accepted, that is,
the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), not only by by
opposing any attempt to alter this by means of claims involving inappropriate
linkages, but also by mobilizing our efforts to thwart the tendency to give
credibility to eleventh-hour efforts through the installation of so-called

institutions in Namibia.
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Similarly, the international community must fulfil the imperative that stems
from its responsibility in Namibia by giving all possible moral, political and
material support to the struggle of the Namibian people under SWAPO's leadership
and hastening its success by the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions
against the Pretoria régime. The Security Council, by its hesitation, has allowed
the deadline that it set itself to go by, leaving the field open for repeated
infringement of its authority. It should now react with the firmness required by
the conduct of the aggressive régime and with the responsibility commensurate with
its mission of guaranteeing the maintenance of international peace and security.

It is also the duty of our Organization to give its full support to the
independent countries of southern Af;ica that are exposed to a deliberate policy of
destabilization and the constant violation of their territorial integrity and
sovereignty. We owe a collective debt of effective solidarity to those States
Members of our Organization which we must discharge in the general interest.

The twenty-second Summit of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) stressed
the importance of this collective resistance movement. It was appropriately echoed
at the eighth summit Conference of non-aligned countries through the establishment
of a Solidarity Fund for Southern Africa. The entire international community must
now heed the Harare appeal and use that Fund as a channel for the contributions
that must be made to help the southern African States defend their sovereignty and
territorial integrity and to promote their development in the face of the
implications of South African aggression.

The United Nations Council for Namibia should be given greater political
support by the whole international community and financial and logistical support
of our Organization. The Administering Authority for Namibia until its
independence is the very embodiment of our rejection of a South African fait

accompli in that Territory.
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Lastly, the United Nations must continue and increase its efforts to make the
peoples aware of the extent of the injustice in Namibia and the violation of human
values there. The need for this action is particularly evident in the wake of the
silence that cloaks the question of Namibia in certain regions. The advisability
of this action is best illustrated by the reawakened awareness of the need for
unanimous reaction to the challenge of apartheid. 1Its effectiveness can be seen in
the progress already made in the face of the forces of inertia in the fight against
the colonial, racist policy of the Pretoria régime.

The entire history of the United Nations is marked by the Organization's
efforts to promote Namibia's independence. However, we must note that that
Territory has known only the development of the colonial system and racist
repression. The Namibian nation firmly opposes this by its liberation struggle,
making the heaviest sacrifices for the triumph of its cause.

This means that the Namibian people is entitled to demand of the international
community - whose responsibility is particularly committed here and which has
placed in the forefront of its objectives the implementation of the peoples' right
to self-determination - that justice finally be done. This means also that the
Namiban people and all the other peoples of southern Africa could no longer accept
any further postponement, in the name of an avowed concern for their plight and
despite their claims, of the application against Pretoria of the provisions of the
Charter, including those in Chapter VII.

This indicates how much our Organization would gain in authority if it fully
shouldered its responsibilities and ensured that this infringement of the law was

finally halted and justice restored to southern Africa.
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Mr. NIARE (Mali) (interpretation from French): Our Assembly is called
upon to consider the question of Namibia, which, although it has been examined at
all previous regular sessions, has been the object in the space of less than six
months of an International Conference and a special seésion of the General
Assembly. This clearly demonstrates the importance that the international
community attaches to this question. |

Our present consideration, after the holding of the fourteenth special
session, of the invasion and occupation of the Territory of Namibia, which
constitutes a denial of principles of international law and a serious threat to
peace and security in southern Africa, should be a further reflection of the
attachment: of States Members of our Organization to the lasting validity of the
noble ideals that presided at the creation of the United Naticns, ideals which I
need hardly recall here. I will merely reiterate the desire and readiness of ny
country, Mali, to make its contribution to any action that ocur Organization may
decide to take, in particular with regard to decolonization.

This explains why we share the concerns, impatience and frustration of the
United Nations and the international co..:1ity at the situation prevailing in
southern Africa because of the tenacious survival in that region of colonialism,
and apartheid and, especially, the continued illegal occupation of Namibia.

In respect of Namibia - which we are concerned with here for more than one
reason - the delegation of Mali wishes to express its profound indignation at the
continued illegal occupation, despite the consensus obtained since the
administering Mandate was revoked in 1966 and the adoption by the General Assembly
of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples in resolution 1514 (XV), of December 1960. That occupation undeniably
coﬁstitutes a serious challenge to the authority and credibility of the United

Nations.
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The facts of the Namibian question, which have been considered here on
repeated occasions as well as in other forums, are sufficiently well known, as are
the obstacles which have stood in the way of independence.

It took South Africa persistent indifference, intransigence and arrogance with
regard to the relevant United Nations resolutions calling for the unconditional
indepeadence of Namibia, and, above all, the commission of many acts of aggression
in Namibia and neighbouring independent States, for the international community as
a whole to realize that there was a genuine, imminent threat to internaticnal peace
and security.

The International Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia - which
we warmly welcomed - had the merit, inter alia, of, first, having taken stock of
the progres: schieved and problems encountered by the international community in
its efforts to bring about the independence of that Territory, and, secondly,
having identified the measures to be taken to ensure for the Namibian people the
speedy exercise of its inalienable right to freedom and independence.

It also afforded an opportunity for reiteration of our Organization's clear
and coherent position in favour of the gsearch for a peaceful and just solution to
the question based on Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). The
decisions taken and the statemen.. made at the Conference again showed the
determination of the international community to put an end to colonial occupation
and enable the Namibian people to exercise its inalienable right to independence.
We believe it is important to speed up the practical implementation of those

resolutions.
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There is no longer any doubt that implementation of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) and the dismantling of the system of apartheid would make it
possible to establish a just and durable peace in southern Africa. Moreover, my
delegation is of the opinion that strict observance of the principles of the United
Nations Charter, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the international
covenants on human rights would offer sufficient guarantees for the implementation
of resolution 1514 (XV) in that region.

Bearing in mind the obdurate refusal of the South African invader and
oppressor to enter into a dialogue, the United Nations and the international
community must continue to struggle against South Africa and to fight for justice.
They must fulfil their task of proteqting human rights and fundamental freedoms.

My delegation is pleased to note that the obstacles to the unconditional
independence;of Namibia have not weakened our virtually unanimous determination to
fight the illegal occupier of that Territor&. We take this opportunity to express
our appreciation of the pressures exerted by world public opinion in the cause of
justice, human dignity and peace. Their support increases the isolation of the
racist régime of South Africa day by day. We therefore urge the international
community to intensify its pressure and to support sanctions and other appropriate
measures taken against the racist Pretoria régime.

As is known, the reason for the continued illegal occupation of the Territory
of Namibia is ‘the complicity of powerful, widespread interests which strengthen
South Africa's position. That occupation, because it maintains a climate of
tension in the region, imposes heavy sacrifices on the front-line States. The need
for a vast mobilization in order to establish the principles of international law
in southern Africa has become even more urgent as a result of recent events.

Are not the sufferings endured by the martyred people of Namibia sufficient to
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induce certain Member States of our Organization to take a less rigid stand and
allow for the completion of the action of national liberation initiated under
éesolution 1514 (XV)? That resolution, if applied to Namibia, would not only have
put an end to a century of colonization but also definitely turned a dark page in
the history of that region. The question of the independence of Namibia, because
of the dangers it represents, mRust be posed, today more than ever before, in terms
of a universal contribution and highlights the outstanding role of the complex of
forces favouring decolonization ané the protection and promotion of human rights
throughout the world.

We must recognize and applaud the role and positive action of the
non-governmental organizations and the Non-Aligned Movement. We must also at this
time welcome the regional meetings held in the form of seminars arranged by the
United Nations Council for Namibia. These meetings have made it possible to
mobilize international public opinion, to promote exchanges of information and to
assess the critical situation in Namibia and its consequences for international
peace and security.

The climate of tension prevailing in southern Africa is a major obstacle to
the social and economic development of the peoples of the region. Not only does it
divert them from the primary tasks of development and progress by compelling them
to invest substantial funds in the purchase of weapons but it is also a threat to
international peace and security.

We should emphasize the nuclear threat represented at present by the racist
régime. The successive aggressions of which the peoples and States of the region
have been victims are also indicative, in many respects, of the extent of the real
risks that they are running. Acts of state terrorism by the racist régime are
proof of its contempt for the principles of coexistence embodied in the Charter of

the United Nations. A way to put an end to the climate of tension must be found
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without delay. The time has come to apply the comprehensive mandatory sanctions
provided for in Chapter VII of the Charter with a view to solving southern Africa‘'s
problems once and for all.

Mali strongly support3 all actions aimed at that objective and welcomes the
serious breaches in the'agartheid system caused by the combined effects of the
pressure put by the freedom fighters and the coercive action of the international
community.

Before concluding, my delegation wishes to reaffirm the unwavering support of
the people and Government of Mali for the front-line States which, it must be
admitted, are in the forefront of Africa's opposition to the colonial occupation of
the Territory of Namibia by South Africa, and of resistance to acts of aggression
and destabilization manoceuvres in that country. My coﬁntry reaffirms its support
for the Secretary-General of the United Nations in his efforts to secure the
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). Mali also supports SWAPO
and the United Nations Council for Namibia, whose work in arousing the interests of
the international community in the status and independence of Namibia's worthy of
praise. |

. Mr. OTT (German Democratic Republic): Twenty years after South Africa's
Mandate over the Territory of Namibia was terminated at the twenty-first session of
the.United Nations General Assembly and the full responsibilities with respect to
the Territory were taken over by our Organization, the end of that chapter in
Namibia's colonial history, which has lastzsd for more than a'century, has not yet
been reached.

Namibia has become a symbol not only of the most inhuman forms of imperialist
power politics but also of the unbroken will and strength of a people struggling
for its liberation. The problem of Namibia also reflects the efforts made by the
United Nations and the entire progressive world public finally to reach a just

settlement of the question of Namibia.
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Manifold international actions in 1986 have been conducive to the achievement
of that goal. Outstanding events were, without a doubt, the special session of the
United Nations General Assembly on the question of Namibia and the Vienna
Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, which convincingly emphasized
the world-wide demand for a swift settlement of that problem on the basis of the
relevant decisiéns of the United Nations.

Such significant forums as the Eighth summit Meeting of the Non-Aligned
Countries at Harare, the twenty-second session of the Organization of African Unity
and the high;level meeting of the Warsaw Treaty member States showed ways to a
political settlement of the conflict in southern Africa, which is today more
imperative than ever before. The régime in Pretoria seriously endangers
international peace and security. It persists in its illegal occupation of Namibia
with an army of 100,000 soldiers, supplemented by mercenary gangs hired and paid by
Pretoria.

That action goes along with the attempt of the occupation régime to
®namibianize®™ the conflict. The régime compels Namibians to fight in the so-called
territorial forces, thus forcing them to oppress their own people; yet the freedom
fighters of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFO) are labelled as
terrorists and held responsible for campaigns of murder which are actually carried
out by paramilitary gangs. The inhuman apartheid régime is openly applied also in
Namibia. Working conditions, wages and every form of political activity are

subject to the lawe of apartheid.
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The natural resources of the country are being systematically plundered by the
racists and their allies. In short, this is a case of rampant and typical
colonialism, which is condemned both in the United Nations Charter and in General
Assembly resoluticn 1514 (Xv).

At the same time, it serves as a starting point for neo-colonialist
expansion. The aim of the continued acts of aggression pefpetrated by Pretoria
against neighbouring sovereign countries is to achieve its hegdemonic ambitions in
the region and prevent the independent development of the States in the
subcontinent. Those States are subjected to constant attempts at destabilization
and intimidation, because they are giving essential support to the struggle of the
Peoples in Namibia and South Africa by setting their own example of national
independence and freedom, the coexistence on a basis of equality of their
population groups and their fruitful co-operation in the interest of the people.

The great commitment of almost all States to a setlement of the conflict in
southern Africa is an expression of their grave concern over the explosive
situation in the region. They demand resolute action aimed at the granting of
independence to Namibia and at ensuring the peaceful development of all States of
the subcontinent. The United Nations possesses, in its Charter, the necessary
instrument to achieve that end.

Important decisions have been adopted in the past by the General Assembly and
the Security Council. They represent a realistic and at the same time the only
binding basis for Namibia's attainment of independence. It is clear from the plain
facts, however, that the country has not yet made any headway in that direction.
The responsibility for this rests with South Africa's obstructionist position and

the policies of the small number of imperialist States which are interested in



NR/MTM " A/41/PV.68
42

(Mr. Ott, German Democratic Republic)

keeping both their strategic posiéions in the region and the profits that their

transnational corporations derive from plundering Namibia's natural and human

resources. They give the racists the required support and backing through their
collaboration with Pretoria in the political, economic and military fields.

Their destructive attitude to the guestion of Namibia finds its reflection
particularly in the stubborn insistence on linkage by South Africa and its closest
ally. Two fundamentally different questions are being linked, namely, the
decolonization of Namibia and the ensuring of the security and territorial
integrity of Angola. This approach constitutes an open violation of Security
Council resolution 435 (1978) and the negation of Angolz’s sovereign right to call
for the assistance of friendly States for the purpose of self-defence. The
internationalist forces which, in full compliance with international law, stand
firmly at the side of Angola are to be treated on an equal basis with the racist
troops that for years have illegally occupied Namibia and at the same time
transformed the country into a base for attacks against the neighbouring People's
Republic of Angola.

The support given by well-known forces to Pretoria‘’s policies, which are a
threat to peace, finds its essential expression in the repeated use of the veto in
the Security Council against comprehensive mandatory sanctions, which are probably
the only effective means of bringing about a peaceful settlement of the conflict.
The representatives of the States Members of the United Nations know very well the
different characteristics of sanctions in international relations. Used as means
of political and economic blackmail against the peoples® interests, they act
against the norms of the coexistence of nations and against international law, thus

contributing tc the aggravation of the particular situation. Such sanctions are
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doomed to failure from the very cutset. In the case of South Africa, however, it
is a question of sanct;ons which are in compliance with international law. They
are zimed at ensuring the exercise of the right to self-determination of the
peoples of South Africa and Namibia and at the achievement of freedom and justice.
Universally observed comprehensive sanctions would within a short time force the
Pretoria régime to abandon apartheid and comply with resolution 435 {1978).

At the fourteenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly, on
the question of Namibia, the Foreign Minister of the German Democratic Republic,
Mr. Fischer, pointed out the steps which, in the view of my country are now
required. He saids

*It is now imperative to end all obstructionist policies so that the United

Nations can fully meet its responsibility for the settlement of the question

of Namibia and to discontinue forthwith all collaboration with the apartheid

régime as well as aid and support for subversive banditsy it is imperative
that the United Nations Security Council impose comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against the racist régime in South Africa, and that it determinedly
enforce its decisions; and it is imperative strictly to comply with and verify
the sanctions adopted, in particular the arms embargo, and to give all-round
support to the front~line States and SWAPO in their just struggle for peace,

independence and stability." (A/S-14/PV.5, p. 38)

It is well known that the German Democratic Republic strongly advocates a
free, independent Namibia on the basis of the relevant decisions of the United
Nations, including Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). It
holds this position at the United Nations, at other international conferences and

in its bilateral relations.
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The people of the German Democratic Republic are well informed by the
country's mass media concerning the actual situation in southern Africa. They
respond with ihcreasing golidarity, whiéh makes it possible to give political and
material support to the liberation movements in South Africa and Namibia, as well
as to the front-line States. This is clearly illustrcated by some of the events of
the past year. For instance, a children's village with kindergarten and preschool
facilities in the SWAPO camp of Kwanza-Sul in Angola was built jointly with the
Finnish Peace Committee. Other examples are the friendship brigades of the Free
Cerman Youth Organization in African front-line Statesj and vocational and other
training of hundreds of young Africans from the region, at institutes of higher and
technical education in the German Democratic Republic and there are many more. In
accordance with the traditions of socialist foreign policy, my country will

continue to act in the same way in the future.
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Mr. BERG (Norway): I have the honour to speak on behalf of the five
Nordic countries: Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Sweden and my own country, Norway.

The Nordic countries are convinced that the settlement plan endorsed by
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) offers the only internationally acceptable
basis for the achievement of independence for Namibia. The modalities for the
transition to independence have been agreed. The Namibian people must now be
allowed to determine their own future through free and fair elections under the
supervision and control of the United Nations in accordance with the settlement
pPlan.

All delaying tactics by the South African Government must be condemned. The
Nordic countries reject the attempts by the South African Government to obstruct
Progress by introducing'extraneous issues. Furthermore, we share the deep concern
of the international community over the illegal occupation and the use of Namibian
territory for launching unprovoked aggression against neighbouring countries,
particularly Angola, and the implications this has for international peace and
security.

South Africa continues to ignore the resolutions adopted by the Security
Council and to challenge the will of the international community. The installation
of an "interim government" is yet another scheme for consolidating its dominance
over Namibia. This is entirely unacceptable to the Nordic countries. Aany action
taken by the so~called interim government will be considered as null and void
ab _initio, and we categorically reject any unilateral move by South Africa to
transfer power in Namibia.

The Namibian people is fighting over bazic issues affecting the very nature of
their existence: self-determination, independence, human rights and dignity.

The time has come for the international community to put the necessary

pressure on South Africa in order to speed up the implementation of Security
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Council resolution 435 (1978). The Nordic countries believe that comprehensive
mandatory sanctions would be the mosi. effective instrument to this end. However,
we welcome Security Council resolution 566 (1985) as a step in the right direction.

In accordance with the existing joint Nordic programme of action against South
pfrica, the Nordic countries will intensify their work to achieve decisicng as soon
as possible on effective sanctions by the Security Council. Pending such sanctions
the Nordic countries have adopted a wide range of unilateral measures against
apartheid.

Namibia is potentially one of the wealthiest countries on the African
continent. The rights of the Namibians to their natural resources, whether mineral
or animal, have to be scrupulously respected by all. We share the concern of the
international community over the rapid and unjustifiable depletion of the
Territory's wealth by foreign interests. We are alarmed by the serious over-
fishing off the NWamibian coast and expect all the United Nations Member States to
show regard for the interests of the people of Namibia and ensure that their marine
resources will be used to their benefit.

The Nordic Governments remain deeply committed to alleviating the plight of
the Namibian people. I should like to reiterate the Nordic countries® unequivocal
support for efforts and measures taken by the United Nations to correct the grave
injustice to the Namibian people. The Nordic countries have made considerable
contributions to the variocus United Nations activities benefiting the Namibian
people, such as the United Nations Institute for Namibia in Lusaka, and the Namibia
Nationhood Programme. We also give support to the South West Africa People's
Organization for the benefit of Namibian refugees, and this assistance will
continue as long as it is required. The Nordic countries appeal to all Member
States of the United Nations to contribute, or if they are already doing so, to

increase their assistance, to these funds and activities.
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The Nordic countries stand ready to play their part in the implementation of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and in assisting the people of Namibia. We
have offered to contribute to the United Nations Transition Assistance Group
(UNTAG) and have developed a plan for concerted action on development co-operation
once Namibia is a free and independent country.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations deserves our full support in his
endeavours to commence the implementation of the United Nations plan.

We look forward to the day when Namibia will take its rightful place in the
family of nations. We call upon the international community to contribute
effectively to the building of a free, united and independent Namibian nation-
State. The Namibian people have suffered long enough. The situation in Namibia
has reached a most serious stage. Further delay in taking effective action can
only adversely affect international peace and securiiy.'

Mr. EISSA (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): The international
community has been seized of the guestion of Namibia for two decades now, since the
United Nations ended the mandate of South Africa over that territory in October
1966 by the historic General Assembly resolution 2145 (XxX1), under which the
Orgonization assumed the administration of the Territory of Namibia. The
occupation authorities of racist South Africa since that date have continue to
wield control over the people of Namibia. The régime has systematically plundered
the territory, deprived the Namibian people of their political rights, and
subjected them to racial discrimination in all aspects of life, including
education, health care, social welfare, employment, and other areas. That
administration has continued to violate the political, economic, social and human
rights of a whole people through its institutionalized policy of apartheid, while
Plundering the natural resources of the Territory in collaboration with foreign

monopolies and transnational corporations.
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Throughout this period, the racist Government of Pretoria has turned a deaf
ear to the resolutions adopted by the international community and has shown nothing
but contempt for international public opinion, which has denounced its repressive
policies as well as its racist practices and its continued violation of the
sovereignty of neighbouring independent African States. Regardless of any
condemnation, the Pretoria Government has been able to persist in its aggressive
policies and in its illegal occupation of the Territory of Namibia because of the
continuing aid and support it receives from certain Western countries and from some
other Governments. This assistance covers all fields, and includes the political,
publicity, military and economic aspects. In giving succour to Pretoria, gocd use
is being made of the climate of international conflict that has prevailed in the
African continent over the last few years.

As a result of all this, the racist régime in South Africa has been able to
ride roughshod over the wishes of the international community, and& over the
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly since 1966, and those of the Security
Council, in particular resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). The ruling of the
International Court of Justice on this issue has met with no better fate.

The racist Government of occupation has recently imposed an interim government
on the Territory of Namibia with the aim of circumventing the rules of
international law, and frustrating the specific plan for the immediate independence
of Namibia set out in Security Council resolution 435 (1978). The behaviour of the
Government of South Africa, which has made a habit of an attitude of stubborn
intransigence towards the international community, has much in common with the

attitude of the Israeli Zionist Government of occupation in Palestine.
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These are only some of the aspects of this similarity: the denial of the
legitimate rights of the Namibian and Palestinian peoples to self-determination and
their own independent States; the total dependence by both régimes for their
continued existence on the economic, military, political end media support of
certain Western countries; the constant threat posed by both régimes to
international peace and securitys; the introduction by both régimes of the dimension
cf international conflict into Africa and the Middle East; the pursuit by both
régimes of policies of armed military éggression against the neighbouring
independent States; their repeated threats to the sovereignty of those States; the
repeated attempts to destabilize the neighbouring States, threatening their
security and overthrowing their Governments - two cases in point being the
occupation of parts of Angola by South Africa and the cccupation of Lebanese
territory by Israel; the creation of puppet régimes through bribery and
intimidation; non-recognition of the legitimate representatives of the peoples
concerned; the negation of the will of the peoples and the refusal to recognize
their authentic representatives ~ the South West Africa People's Organization
(SWAPO) in the case of Namibia, and the Palestine Liberation Organization in the
case of Palestine; the flouting by both régimes of world public opinion and their
contempt for the will of the international community; their rejection of all United
Nations resolutions and peace initiatives, such as the plan in Security Council
resolution 435(1978) on Namibia and the resolution calling for an international
peace conference on the Middle East, under the auspices of the United Nationsy and
the constant violation by both régimes of human rights in the territories occupied
by them - Namibia and Palestine.

The delegation of Sudan fully upholds the rights of the Namibian people to
gself-determination and the establishment of their own independent, united State in

all their territory, under the leadership of their sole representative, SWAPG. My
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delegation therefore considers that the United Nations is the party with the full
responsibility for ensuring the complete and immediate accession of Namibia to
independence, in implementation of General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI) of 1966.
The Organization's responsibility in this respect is shouldered on its behalf by
the Council for Namibia, which has done a great deal to enlighten world public
opinion about the issues raised by South Africa's occupation of Namibia and its
persecution of the people of Namibia as they struggle for gself-determination and
independence.

In this respect, my delegation pays a tribute to the Council for Namibia and
the General Assembly for their immense efforts, and particularly for the successful
conferences held this year at Paris and Vienna in June and July. We are also
encouraged by the decisions and resolutions adopted by both Conferences regarding
the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions on South Africa in order to
bring about the immediate independence of the Territory of Namibia.

In this connection, we would mention the resolution adopted by the General
Assembly at its very successful special session in New York in September 1986.

On the basis of the foregoing remarks, Sudan calls for the following:
universal condemnatiocn of the racist Pretoria régime’s illegal occupation of the
Territory of Namibia, its ruthless repression of the Namibian people, its racist
practices and its violations of human rights; condemnation of the use of Namibian
territory to launch acts of aggression against neighbouring States; condemnation of
the racist régime's foisting of an interim government on the Territory of Namibiaj
condemnation of that régime's flouting and invalidation of United Nations
resolutions calling for peaceful solutions; condemnation of South Africa‘s policy
of linkage between the immediate independence of NMamibia and withdrawal of Cuban

troops from Angola; condemnation of the continued collaboration by certain Western
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countries and Israel with South Africa and their support for South Africa'’s racist
policies.

Sudan welcomes the growing awareness by world public opinion of the nature and
aims of the practices of the South African régime. We pay a tribute to several
European Parliaments for their adoption of resolutions on this matter. We also
commend various popular mass organizations in the industrialized Western countries
for their actions, as well as the United States Congress for its recent action in
imposing partial sanctions against the racist régimes we hope that those partial
sanctions will soon be made comprehensive and mandatory.

Sudan also calls for the tightening of the South African racist régime's
isolation because of its apartheid practices, in order to compel it to abandon its
repressive policies completely and concede the immediate, complete accession of
Namibia to independence.

Mr. DOS SANTOS (Mozambique): Last year the General Assembly commemorated

the fortieth anniversary of the founding of the United Nations. Delegations will
recall that the session commemorating the fortieth anniversary of the coming into
being of our Organization offeréd a unique occasion for deep reflection on the
past, the present and the future of the United Nations.

In reviewing the past, we noted with great satisfaction that our Organization
had played a commendable role in the political, economic and social fields. We
were particularly appreciative of the significant contribution made by the United
Nations in the field of decolonization. We were reminded of the fact that since
the Organization's inception nearly 100 countries had gained their independence -
and my own country was one of them.

However, our assessment of the past would have been inaccurate, incomplete and
perhaps misleading had we limited ourselves to singling out the successes achieved

by our Organization. We also recognized that many and serious had been our
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shortcomings. In this context, a number of crucial issues were identifiéd as being
in the latter category. They remain unresolved. The question of apartheid in
South Africa and the colonial occupation of Namibia are two of the most striking
examples.

Our failure to deal effectively with those issues has had tragic
consequences. The people of Namibia continue to be brutalized and massacred. The
majority of the population in South Africa is being oppressed. Massacres in South
Africa have become an every-day occurrence - indeed a ritual. The sovereign and
independent States of southern Africa are being subjected to constant acts of
destabilization, aggression and sabotage. Terrorism and genocide have become the
pillars of the domestic and foreign policies of the South African racist régime.

It has been 20 years since South Africa's Mandate over Namibia was terminated
and the United Nations shouldered direct responsibility for the Territory. Two
decades have elapsed since the illegality of racist South Africa's presence in
Namibia was declared in the most unambiguous terms. It has been eight years since
the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (1978) on the United Nations plan for

the independence of Namibia.
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Racist South Africa has failed to comply with those decisions of this
community of nations. It has, instead, further escalated its ruthless repression
of, and oppression against, the people of Namibia. It has continued its policies
and practices that grossly violate human rights and fundamental freedoms.

Detention and imprisonment of Namibians has become commonplace. The militarization
of the Territory, the compulsory military service for Namibians, forced recruitment
and training of Namibians for colonial armies as well as recruitment of mercenaries
have all continued unabated. Namibia'’s territory is being used as a springboard
for aggression and subversion against neighbouring countries.

Racist South Africa, with the support of its allies, has blocked the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) by raising many obstacles. It should be
recalled that the linkage theory was conceived and brought into play only after all
Previous manoeuvres had been defeated.

There is a universal consensus that the United Nations plan for Namibia
constitutes the only internationally accepted basis for a peaceful settlement of
the Namibian question. The question of Namibia is a decolonization issue. Its
solution has to be in accordance with the provisions of the Charter and the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.
Indeed, it is within this framework that the international community and all
peace-loving people are working.

However, some circles would like us to believe otherwise. We are referring to
a tiny minority of States that have deliberately attempted to place the Namibian
question outside its real perspective in order to further the purpose of delaying
the independence of the Territory. In so doing, they expect to be able to buy time

so that racist South Africa may, with their encouragement and support, succeed in
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establishing a puppet government in Namibia, a government that would qguarantee the
continued exploitation and plunder of Namibia's resources.

The last four or five years have been most revealing in this respect. The
world has witnessed a series of attempts by the South Africa regime to install a
puppet entity in Namibia. The last of this succession of aborted manoeuvies was
the establishment of the so-called interim government.

Everyone here carries the memories of the Second World War, the horror of
destruction and indiscriminate death and suffering. The Second World War is an
event to be remembered, but not to be repeated, in the history of mankind. It is
to be remembered not only because of the untold brutalities and suffering it
visited upon men and women, but also because it reminds us of the brightest moments
of human co-operation and unity. At no other moment in history has the humaneness
of man been so outstanding ané £forthcoming.

The victory against nazism and fascism was possible because we were able to
transcend artificial barriers, such as the colour of the skin, religion, ideology
and so forth. Nazism would have lasted longer had the East and the West not pooled
their strength and stood up against it. It is hard to tell what would have been
Europe's fate had we not consented to sacrifice and death for the sake of the
freedom and liberty of the peoples of that continent. All of us - whites, blacks,
religious peoples and.atheists alike - paid a price, a heavy price indeed, for the
liberation of Europe.

The United Nations is the natural embodiment of the philosophy and spirit of
togetherness, brctherhood and unity in the face of common challenges.

Colonialism, neo-colonialism, apartheid, racism and all forms of racial
discrimination are among the most serious challenges we confront today. The

apartheid régime is nazi in inspiration, policies and practices. It is as cruel
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as nazism. Its philosophy, policies ana practices are as threatening as those of
nazism and fascism. ggartheid’is a crime against humanity. Is not this the time
when we should stand up together again and fight against the nazi-fascist beast
that apartheid represents, until it is completely destroyed?

Today, unfortunately, when the nazi-fascist beast rears its ugly head in
racist South Africa and threatens southern Africa with bloocdshed, we witness in
utter horror the connivance of those who profess to be the champions of democracy
and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms.

We are told that no strong action sheuld be taken against the nazi-fascist
régime, because that would harm its victims. We are told that apartheid should be
fought against by peaceful means, only to learn in the same breath that even these
means are being discouraged. We are told that Namibia cannot be independent as
long as Cuban forces remain in Angola.

Surprisingly enough, nothing is said about the continued presence of racist
South African troops inside the territory of Angola. Nothing at all is said about
the economic and social conseguences of the constant acts of agoression against the
front-line States. When the front-line States are attacked, the reaction is merely
verbal and ritualistic condemnation and declarations of intent.

Having contributed the blood of our best sons and our rich natural resources
in the war against nazism, we Africans are rightly distressed and disappointed when
faced with the complicity of some Member States in the maintenance of the apartheid
regime. If tliey are unwilling to pay even a symbolic price for the liberation of
Namibia and South Africa from the scourge of colonialism and apartheid, they should
at least dissociate themselves, in deeds, not only in pious words, from the
apartheid régime. This is the least we can expect of them. We refuse to be taught

lessons that they themselves have not learned; no, we cannot accept that.
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Much has been said about the need to eliminate terrorism. As a matter of
fact, I address the Assembly just a few hours after a group of respectable members
of the Organization adopted, after many days of consultations and discussions,
punitive measures against a country that supposedly supports terrorism.
Surprisingly encugh, South Africa was not on .the agenda of these consultations. Is
this not ironical?

Wwho does not know that in South Africa terrorism is the policy of the State?
Who does not know that in racist South Africa terrorism is an institutionalized and
systematized philosophy of a State? How are we to understand the opposition of
those Member States to any course of action against the apartheid régime, while
they do not hesitate to adopt sanctions in more dubious, unclear and less
threatening circumstances than those occurring in south Africa day by day? 1Is it

hypocrisy? Is it racism? History will reveal the truth.
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Let those who side with the apartheid régime know that the process of national
liberation in Namibia is irresistible and irreversible. Namibia will be free and
independent no matter how many obstacles and dilatory manoeuvres we may have to
face. Indeed, the progress of the struggle for national liberation in Namibia and
South Africa has reached a very crucial stage. The United Nations and all its
Member States are called upon to do their utmost to ensure that the people of
Namibia achieve self~-determination and independence without further delay. We
cannot remain idle in the face of this dangerous situation. We have the moral,
political and legal responsibility to ensure that apartheid is completely
eradicated and that the people of Namibia can fully exercise their right to
self-determination and independence. This task is within our grasp and
capabilities. It is a mission we all must accomplish.

It is our duty and obligation to guarantee a negotiated settlement of the
Namibian question and to ensure that this is achieved here and now. This is
feasible and possible because SWAPO has shown flexibility and co-operation. It has
displayed tremendous statesmanship. What remains to be done is to exert pressure
on South Africa so as to bring it to the negotiating table.

It is about time that those States that put their economic interests before
everything else, should rid themselves of this short-sightedness, narrow-mindedness
and egotism in addressing the question of Namibia and South Africa. Tomorrow bodes
ill to those who allow themselves to be enslaved by the selfish present, those who
refuse to extend their sight beyond a narrow and short horizon. We would, once
again, appeal to them to reconsider their positions. 1In the long run, an immediate
and peaceful settlement of the question of Namibia may also be in their own

interest.
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As for the inteinational community, the message is not a new one. The
international community has to act more decisively and in a concerted manner to
avert the worseniﬁg asituation in southern Africa. Failure can lead only to a
deflagration of a general conflict of unforeseeable conseguences.

Governments, organizations and individuals should redouble their efforts in
exerting maximum pressure on racist South Africa to hand Namibia back to whom it
rightly belongs and to abolish with immediate £fect the abominable and abhorrent
system of apartheid.

Let us all pledge to work together and in an effective way to secure Namibia's
independence. We know what needs to be done.

The International Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia set
specific and concrete proposals for the elimination of the obstacles to the
independence of Namibia. It also adopted an international programme of action for
securing the immediate implementation of the United Nations plan for the
Independence of Namibia.

The Eighth Summit of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries heid recently in
Harare and the fourteenth special session of the General Assembly devoted to the
question of Namibia gave further guidance on how to accelerate the process leading
to Namibia's independence. So let us act now and act decisively.

As I conclude my statement, allow me to pay tribute to SWAPO for the exemplary
manner in which they have represented the Namibian people and defended their
dearest and sacred interests. I also salute SWAPO for the diplomatic clarity and
wisdom they displayed over the years in search for a just and peaceful settlement
of the Namibian question.

On behalf of thé people and Government of the People's Republic of Mozambique,
I take this occasion to once again register our unconditional support to SWAPO, the

sole and legitimate representative of the Namibian people.
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"-We reiterate our strong rejection of linkage, a clear interference in the
internal affairs of.the People's Republic of Angola, and we demand the immediate
and unconditional withdrawal of the murderous racist South African troops from
Angola. We demand the immediate cessation of all forms of support to the bandits
of UNITA, an instrument of destabilization at the service of racist South Africa
and its allies.

I wish to put on record our appreciation of the United Nations Secretary-
General's untiring efforts aimed at £inding an immediate and just solution to the
question of Namibia within the framework of Security Council resolution
435 (1978). We encourage him to pursue these efforts and assure him of the
confidence and support of the Government of the People's Republic of Mozambique.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to recall that the President of the

Assembly had appealed earlier at this session to the members to shorten their
statements. In this connection, I should like to inform the Assembly that we still
have 67 speakers inscribed in the debate on the item under consideration. The
co-operatirn of all Members in shortening their statements is essential, bearing in
mind that it will be necessary to hold an extended afternocon meeting on Thursday in
order to hear all the speakers. I should like therefore to urge representatives to
be ready to speak in the order in which they are inscribed so that we may proceed
in an orderly manner and conclude the debate on Friday.

Mr. VELAZCO SAN JOSE (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): Over a period

of two months the General Assembly, first in a special sesgion and now in its
regular work, has had devote its attention to the consideration of the question of

Namibia, owing to the alarming gravity of the situation there.
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Throughout the last 20 years, since the United Nations terminated the Mandate
of South Africa over Namibia, we have adopted many resolutions, and many
international forums have condemned South Africa for the occupation of that
Territory and have demanded that it withdraw and that it hand it over to its
people. In 1978 the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (1978), that is to
say, a plan which was given the determined support of the international community
so that Namibia may accede to independence.

South Africa has responded to the demands of the international community,
first by increasing repression within Namibia, by devising every kind of stratagem
to maintuin its grip on the Territory and, secondly, by unleashing an implacable
policy of destabilization against Angcla, supporting the mercenary bands of UNITA,
thus turning the entire region into a dangerous flashpoint of tension. The same
policy is followed against Mozambique and other States in the region.

What the people of Namibia expect of us all on this occasion is not another
resolution but rather that we shoulder cur responsibilities and say exactly when
the United Nations will put into effect the universally accepted plan, in other
words, Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We believe we should give the
Secretary-General a mandate and powers so that, together with the Security Council,
machinery may be put into operation which will lead to the speedy independence of

Namibia.*

* Mr. Knipping Victoria (Dominican Republic), Vice-President, took the
Chair.
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The Pretoria racists, in order to delay the independence of Namibia, and in

actual fact to continue to control that Territory and its wealth, created the myth
ggf a linkage as a pre-condition for the implementation of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978). That argument has no juridical or moral validity since the
Security Council, in adopting that resolution, set no prerequisite, nor were
conditions laid down for its applicability.

We say that the linkage is immoral, because long before the Cuban
internationalist troops went to Angola to help its people oppose South Africa‘s
invasion, the Pretoria régime had never set itself the aim of granting independence
to Namibia.

Pretoria continues to defy the international community in respect of Namibia
simply because of the support it has received from some Western countries which,
even disregarding the demands of their own people, persist in following such
ludicrous pelicies as that of constructive engagement.

The leaders of the Reagan Administration have said that the policy of
constructive engagement and persuasion is the right course to induce Pretoria to
solve the problems of apartheid and Namibia, and yet the records of the Security
Council and the General Assembly describe many of the occasions on which racist
South Africa’s policy of State terrorism has been unleashed with insane fury
against the front-line States. Never before in history has racist South Africa
acted so shamelessly and violently. It is also argued that if comprehensive
mandatory sanctions are imposed upon Pretoria, those who would suffer would be the
South African black masses. We wonder whether the gentlemen advocating those
theses have thought of the suffering they have inflicted on those peoples for
decades because their black skin is seen by racists as something inferior and
unnatural for human beings. Why is the blockade policy applied today against

Nicaragua, as it has been against Cuba for the past quarter of a century? It would
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be better for everyone to shed hypocrisy and for us all to help to elimin7te the
genocide to which the black people of South Africa are subjected.

The Namibian people, under the guidance of its sole, authentic representative,
the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), headed by its leader,

Sam Nujoma, have written splendid pages in the story of freedom and independence.
They have fertilized the iand with their blood and sweat and today we must all make
a final effort, which goes beyond words and pure rhetoric, so that faith in our
Organization and in ourselves shall not remain a pipe dream or a vain illusion.

The Namibian people have the right to exchange guns and bullets for books,
schools, factories, tools to toil the land or to extract the wealth of its mines
and thus build a new nation enjoying the progress of science and technology to
which we are all entitled. Selfishness cannot lead us to look on impassively or to
pay lip service to the suffering of the Namibian people.

The independence of Namibia will mean that it will no longer be used as a
springboard for the dirty war against the people of Angola. The independence of
Namibia will also lead to the stability of southern Africa. That is why we are of
the opinion that the independence of Namibia is indissolubly linked with the
elimination of apartheid, itself the cause of the explosive situation prevailing
today in that part of the African continent.

To contribute to the elimination of apartheid and to the independence of
Namibia in the shortest possible time js to have foresight. To delay those
processes is to court disaster. As stated by Cuba's national hero, Jose Martis

»preedom is very costly and it is necessary either to resign oneself to living

without it or to decide to buy it whatever the cost."

The Namibian people have not resigned themselves to living without freedom and will

pay for it whatever the price.
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Mr. RAKOTONDRAMBdA (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): The events

in Namibia in the past year have demonstrated that the Pretoria régime, scorning
the norms and principles of international law, the relevant provisions of the
Charter and the clearly expressed wishes of theo international community, as
expressed inter alia in General Assembly and Security Council resolutions,
continues its illegal and dangerous activities on this international Territory.

Illegal because they contravene resolution 2145 (XXI) of 27 October 1966, by
which the General Assembly terminated the mandate of South Africa over Namibia and
placed the Territory under the direct responsibility of the United Nations.
‘ Illegal because they are completely incompatible with resolution 2242 (8-V) of
19 May 1967 by which the General Assembly established the United Nations Council
for Namibia as the legal administering authority for Namibia until its
independence. 1Iller al because they continue to violate resolution 1514 (XV) of
14 December 1960 containing the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples. Illegal because they flout the many resolutions
and decisions that declare to be illegal the continued occupation of Namibia by
South Africa, particularly Security Council resolution 284 (1970) of 29 July 1970,
and the advisory opinion handed down by the International Court of Justice on
21 June 1971, as well as Security Council resolution 301 (1971), of
20 October 1971. 1Illegal for having set up on 17 June 1985, and maintained in
Namibia, in violation, among others, of Security Council resolution 566 (1985), of

19 June 1985, a puppet interim government destined slavishly to serve the interests

of the racist régime.
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These activities in Namibia are also dangerous because by means of them the
Pretoria régime strengthens its military power. It has proclaimed a so-called
security zone, established compulsory military service for Namibians and recruited
and trained Namibians to create tribal armies. They are dangerous because the
racist régime in Namibia has reccurse to mercenaries to oppress the Namibian
people. ‘Whey are dangerous because the racist South African régime uses the
international Territory of Namibia as a base from which to launch acts of armed
invasion, subversion, destabilization and aggression against neighbouring African
States, in particular the People’s Republic of Angola, Botswana, Zambia and
Zimbabwe. They are dangerous, finally, because Pretoria has acquired a nuclear
capability which, in the hands of a Government so inherently violent, jeopardizes
peace and security in the southern African region and constitutes a constant threat
to international peace and security.

The acute awareness of the danger to international peace and security inherent
in the situation in southern Africa is mobilizing an ever-growing proportion of
public opinion in every country. We shall confine curselves to mentioning, as
proof of this growing concern on the part of the international community, the
following international meetings and conferences, which were devoted in whole or in
part to the situation in Namibia, which was also focused on by the General Assembly
at its fortieth session: the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of
Non-Aligned Countries, held in New Delhi from 16 to 19 April 1986; the Seminar on
World Action for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, held in Valletta from 19 to
23 May 13865 the Second Brussels International Conference on Namibia, held in
Brussels from 5 to 7 May 19863 the International Conference on Sanctions against
Racist South Africa, heid in Paris £rom 16 to 20 June 19867 the International
Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, held in Vvienna from 7 to

11 July 19863 the forty-fourth ordinary session of the Council of Ministers of the

VY |
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Organization of African Unity (OAU), held in Addis Ababa from 21 to 26 July 1986

the twenty~second ordinary session of the Assembly of Heads of State and Government
of the Organization of African Unity, held at Addis Ababa from 28 to 30 July 19863
the Bighth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Nen=Aligned Countries,
held in Harare from 1 to 6 September 1986; the fourteenth spacial session of the
General Assembly, on the question of Namibia, held in New York from 17 to

20 September 19863 and the meeting of Ministers and heads of delegation of
non-aligned countries, held in New York on 2 October 1986, during the forty-first
session of the General Rssembly.

The international community is convinced that the United Mations plan for the
independence of Namibia, in accordance with Security Council resolution 435 (1978) ,
is the only internationally accepted basis for the peaceful settlement of the
question of Namibia, and therefore calls for its immediate .and unconditional
implementation. It rejects any "linkage® or “corcllary® between the independence
of Namibia and extranecus issues, notably the presence of Cuban forces in Angola.
Attempts to distort the question of Namibia by presenting it as part of a global
Bast-West confrontation rather than as a decolonization problem which should be
resolved in conformity with the provisions of the United Mations (hrrter and the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples are
an insult to people's judgement.

The Namibian people, which has been subjected to a brutal form of colonialism
for more than a century, claims its inalienable right to self-determination,
f‘reedom and national independence in a united Namibia. Under the leadership of its
gole legitimate representative, the South West Africa People's Organization
(SWAPO), it is waging a struggle for national and social liberation by all the

means available to it, including armed struggle.
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We take this opportunity to reaffirm our solidarity with and support for SWAPO
and commend the exemplary manner in which it has guided the Namibian people for 27
years. 1In particular we congratulate it on its flexible and responsible attitude
in respect of diplomatic initiatives and co-operation with the United Naticns in
the search for a peaceful, negotiated settlement of the Namibian question.

The determination and courage of the Namibian people must be strengthened
through international action. Faced with the persistent and arrogant refusal of
the racist South African régime to comply with the relevant United Nations
resolutions and decisions on Namibia, in particular Security Council resolutions,
and in the face of the serious threat to internsational peace and security posed by
South Africa, our delegation is among those which have consistently advocated the
imposition against South Africa of the comprehensive mandatery sanctions provided
for in Chapter VII of the Charter. Indeed, it has been clearly demonstrated that
the selective measures voluntarily adopted by a number of Governments and the
response of large corporations and banks have already exerted pressure on and
influenced events in South Africa. The time has come for the Security Council to
use its authority to end racist South Africa's delaying tactics and fraudulent
machinations in Namibia by at last adopting the comprehensive mandatory sanctions
provided for in Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

In concluding its special appeal for the immediate independence of Namibia,
the Eighth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries,
held in Harare from 1 to 6 September 1986, stateds

nThe time for Namibian independence has long been ripe. To delay it any
longer is immoral. We therefore appeal to all men and women of goodwill
firmly to oppose any delaying, for any reason and in any circumstances, of

Namibian independence.* (A/41/697, p. 156)
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Mr. OYOUE (Gabon) (interpretation from French)s The explosive situation
prevailing in southern Africa, and particularly in Namibia, has, as we all know,
been the focus of debates at numerous conferences convened throughout the world in
recent months. My delegation believes that the fact that the General Assembly has
also decided to deal with the question of Namibia at its forty-first session
demonstrates not only the importance but above all the urgency of this question.

The illegal and continuing occupation of Namibia by Scuth Africa, two decades
after the adoption by the General Assembly of its resolution 2145 (XXI), ending
South Africa's Mandate over that Territory, now represents an unprecedented
challenge to our Organizaticn and to the international community as a whole.

The persistence of such a typically colonial situation as that which prevails
in Namibia 26 years after the adoption by the General Assembly of resolution
1514 (XV), which recognized that all peoples have an inalienable right to freedom
and sovereignty, is a flagrant violation of the principles and ideals of the United
Nations and an offence to international morality. Today colonialism, in a
continent that is almost entirely free from this odicus phenomenon, is a truly
deplorable political attitude, fraught with dangers for the peace, security and
stability of the region.

Despite the efforts made by the United Nations Council for Namibia to induce
South Africa to recognize the authority of the United Nations over the
international Territory of Namibia, the Government of Pretoria obstinately
continues to refuse to withdraw from that Territory, thus impeding the proccess
which should lead to gself-determination for the Namibian people. Moreover, despite
the successive adoption of numerous resolutions by the Security Council and the
General Assembly on independence for Namibia, South Africa, encouraged by certain

Powers which still believe in the lasting validity of the colonial régime, persists
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in adopting and intensifying illegal political, administrative and military
measures with the aim of strengthening and prolonging its presence in Namibia.

In noting with satisfaction the praiseworthy efforts of the United Nations
Secretary-General to bring about a speedy and definitive settlement of this issue,
my delegation still harbours strong doubts about the real willingness of Pretoria
to leave Namibia. Indeed, because of the dilatory and shameful manoceuvres of South
Africa and its allies, the feeling is gaining ground that the negotiatiocns already
begun, which were expected to succeed without delay, are becoming more bogged down
from day to day and from year to year. The interference of certain major Powers in
the Namibian problem and their desire to impose solutions designed to protect their
economic and strategic interests is further complicating the process of Namibia's
accession to international sovereignty. Moreover, Pretoria is complicating the
situation even more by continuing to demand openly preconditions that are baseless,
unacceptable and unjustifiable under international law. One of those
preconditions, which has been regarded from the outset as a challenge to the
international community and the United Nations, is the demand that the independence
of Namibia should be made contingent upon the withdrawal of Cuban troops from
Angola. The position of the Government of Gabon on that argument is clear: as in
the past, my Government totally rejects any linkage between independence for
Namibia and the presence in Angola of Cuban troops, which are there - and this can
never be said too often - by virtue of bilateral agreements concluded in full
sovereignty. Moreover, those troops represent no threat whatsoeve; either to South
Africa or to the States bordering Angola. Their role is simply to assist that
country to defend its territory within its own borders. Indeed, my delegation is
not aware that the Cuban troops in Angola have ever made any move, for military,

political or other reasons, towards any States neighbouring Angola, far less
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towards South Africa. On the contrary, it is Pretoria, using as a pretext
fallacious arguments that can ne longer deceive even the most gullible, that has
several times sent its troops across its border to ;;tead death and terror,
particularly in Angola.

The independence of Namibia cannot be the subject cf barter, or of any
subterfuge, because resolution 2145 (XXI), unanimously adopted by Member States of
our Organization, was no mere empty gesture or hypocritical mockery. On the
contrary, Member States wished to give the Namibian people an assurance of speedy
liberation, in the spirit of the Charter, sne of whose basic aims is to put an end
to colonialism in all its forms, as a cause of inequality and conflicts among
peoples.

While we support the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) and the
brother people of Namibia in their liberation struggle, my delegation considers
that the ultimate sclution to the Namibian problem, now deadlocked, is the strict
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) on the plan for the
gettlement of the Namibian question. vThat plan determines the modalities for a
peaceful settlement of the problem by providing for, f£irst, the withdrawal of South
African troops from Namibiaj; secondly, the release of all political prisoners and
the abolition of all unilateral measures connected with the electoral process taken
in Namibia by the illegal administration of Pretorias and, thirdly, the
organization of free elections under United Nations supervision.

The plan to which I have referred, and which in the view of both the United
Nations and the international community as a whole continues to be the sole valid
basis for a lasting and just settlement of the Namibian problem, has been adopted
by all Member States, including the Member States of the United Nations, the
Security Council and the contact group. However, we should remember that this
unanimity lasted only a brief moment, because some of those countries I have

mentioned, instead of taking a f£irm and resolute stand on the immediate and
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unconditional implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia, very soon
found means of introducing into the discussion of this question considerations
which have nothing whatsoever to do with the decolonization process, and are
persisting in that position and thereby undermining the authority of the United
Nations.

The United Nations and all peoples who love peace, freedom and justice must
not accept the occupation of Namibia by South Africa as a fait accompli. The
General Assembly and the Security Council, which are concerned with the maintenance
of international peace and security, and the international community as a whole
must more than ever before unreservedly oppose the racist, colonialist, terrorist,
and aggressive policy of South Africa and force it to put an end to that policy by
all possible vigorous and concerted means, such as comprehensive sanctions or the
mandatory enforcement measures provided for in Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter, because the situation which has been created over the years by the
apartheid policy of South Africa in southern Africa, particularly in Namibia,

constitutes a manifest breach of international peace and security.
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Mrs, ASHTON (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): The question of
Namibia continues to be an item of great concern in this world forum and has
merited the attention of the principal organs of the United Nations system,
including the Internatiocnal Court of Justice. However, the Republic of South
Africa maintains its defiant opposition to the consensus of the international
community.

There is no doubt that the greatest achievement of our Organization, the
process of decolonization, has paved the way for the ideal of universality of
wrapership of this Organization. Twenty-six years have elapsed since the adoption
of the historic Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries
and Peoples, and the Member States of this Organization can almost say that the
colonial system has disappeared. We have reason to be satisfied with the work done
and with our achievements. Yet those achievements are still clouded by the fact
that there remains one people - the Namibians - who are clamouring for freedom and
justice but are unable to achieve them because of the continued refusal of the
Government of South Africa to comply with the resolutions of the United Nations,
particularly Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

The United Nations, in General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI), terminating
South Africa's Mandate over the Territory of Namibia, accepted the great
responsibility of administering the Territory and preparing a programme for the
achievement of the self-determination and independence of Namibia.

So far the United Nations has in a number of resolutions strongly supported
the inalienable right of the people of Namibia to self-determination and
independence. It was assumed that its efforts would have ended with the adoption
of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which established the modalities whereby
the people of Namibia would be able to decide its future through free and impartial

elections under United Nations supervision and control. However, that process was



NR/1jb 2/41/PV.68
82

(Mcs. Ashton, Bolivia)
cut short. In spite of the Secretary-General's efforts to comply with the Security
Council's mandate, obstacles are still being raised, and the suffering of human
beings whose only objective is to live in dignity on their own territory is being
prolonged.

The Security Council, in its resolution 539 (1983), again condemned South
Africa for its continued illegal occupation of the Territory and its defiance of
the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations by placing obstacles to
realization of the objectives of resolution 435 (1978) and by setting conditions
contrary to the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia. The Council
rejected the persistent efforts of the Pretoria Government to link the question of
the independence of Namibia to other unacceptable questions. Nor has there been a
favourable response to those resclutions in South Africa which, in fact, continues
illegally to occupy that Territory and to exploit its natural resources
indiscriminately and in disregard of Decree No. 1 for the protection of Namibia's
non-renewable resources, at the expense of the misery and poverty of the Namibian
people.

In response to an appeal from the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned
Movement, when it was not possible to achieve South Africa's withdrawal, the
Security Council adopted zeéblution 566 (1983), which, inter alia, warns South
Africa that unless it co-operates fully in the implementation of the United Nations
plan the Council would be compelled to meet to consider the adoption of appropriate
measures under the Charter.

The Security Council again considered this tragic situation. Regrettably, the
draft resolution submitted by members of the Council belonging to the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries, to the effect that the continued refusal by the Pretoria

Government to comply with the resolutions represented a serious threat to
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international peace and security, was not adopted although the international
commupity had expected it to be.

Many pecples have achieved independence and today occupy a rightful place in
this Organization as free countries, masters of their own destinies. However, we
should not forget that the situation in Namibia remains unchanged, and this means
that we must redouble our efforts to make the Government of South Africa heed the
appeal »f the international community to change its policy. Otherwise this
situation represents a serious threat to thé stability of the African continent and
endangers international peace and security, as well as challenging the very
credibility of the United Nations.

In spite of all these efforts, we are meeting again to discuss this situation,
the Namibians continue to fight for self-determination, and the Government of South
Africa obstinately continues to search for new excuses to continue to delay its
compliance with the resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security Council
and the opinions of the International Court of Justice. We are gathered here once
again to reaffirm our support for and solidarity with a pecple fighting tirelessly
to achieve a better life in freedom and justice.

The people of Bolivia, whose past is covered with glory following its heroic
and untiring struggle for independence and self-determination, sympathises with the
noble cause of a people still under the colonial yoke and wishes to reiterate its
firm support for all the measures the United Nations deems necessary for ending
South Africa's colonial domination of that Territory.

In 1985, on the occasion of the commemoration of the twenty-fifth anniversary
of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples in this very Hall, speaking on behalf of the sister countries of the Andean

region, my delegation stateds



NR/13b  a/41/pV.68
84-85

(Mrs. Ashton, Bolivia)
"Bolivia and the other Latin American countries had the privilege of
participating most actively in the drafting of the Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples which led to its adoption in
1960. Since then we have followed with keen attention and at the same time
supported every effort aimed at its implementation.” (A/40/PV.85, pp. 88-90)
Bolivia has also continued to follow with keen interest all developments, as
well as to supporting all efforts designed to ensure compliance with the relevant
resolutions, in particular Security Council resolutions 385 (1976), 435 (1978),
539 (1983) and 566 (1985). We consider that these constitute the only acceptable
basis for a solution, and my delegation will therefore continue to give them its
firm support and will accept no other considerations the purpose of which is to
delay their implementation, nor will it agree to the introduction of elements

extraneous to this gquestion.
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Similarly, we reaffirm our full support for Ehose resolutioné that state that
Walvis Bay and the offshore islands are an integral part of Namibia and that any
measure by South Africa to separate them from the Territory is totally illegal and
null and void. For Bolivia, a country which has been the victim of territorial
deptedations, it is fundamental that the principle of territorial integrity is
inviolable. We therefore oppose any attempt by South Africa to annex territories
which are the legitimate patrimony of Namibia.

In its report the United Nations Council for Namibia reaffirms that Namibia is
the direct responsibility of the United Nations until the Territory achieves self-
determination. We note that, as the legal Administering Authority, it emphasizes
the overwhelming support of the international community for the Namibian cause. We
regret, however, that despite all this the Pretoria régime has redoubied its acts
of aggression against its neighbours on the pretext that those States give asylum
to the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) freedom fighters, in direct
violation of human rights; that it has resorted to inhuman repressive measures by
intensifying its war of aggression aimed at crushing by force the legitimate
aspirations of the people of Namibia and engineering the disappeararnce and/or
detention of SWAPO members, partisans and sympathizers, with the consequent
increase in cold-blooded murders.

My delegation has alsoc taken note of the fact that in February 1986 a mission
made up of representatives of the Netherlands, the United Kingdom and Belgium was
sent to hold consultations with different juridical entities, parliamentarians and
non-governmental organizations for the purpose of an exchange of opinions on
programmes and other effective activities and to determine the present situation
with regard to the plundering of the natural resources of Namibia.

We applaud the work of the Council and urge it to redouble its co-operation

with non-governmental organizations in order further to mobilize world public
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opinion in support of the just cauée pursued for so many decades by the Namibian
people. '

We take note of the representation of the Council for Namibia in 1985 at the
Meeting of Foreign Ministers of non-aligned countries in Luanda and the Eighth
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, in Harare, as
well as at the meetings of the Co-ordinating Bureau of Mon-Aligned Countries, in
November 1985 and April 1986 in New Delhi and New York respectively. Its presence
at those forums reflected the position of the Non-Alignment Movement in respect of
the cause of the people of Namibia.

I should like to place on record my delegation's gratitude to the members of
the Council for Namibia for their untiring efforts to obtain the much-desized
freedom and independence of the Namibian people.

My delegation endorses the rejection by the Special Committee against
aApartheid of alli South Africa’s manceuvres aimed at proclaiming a false
independence for Namibia through fraudulent plans of a constitutional and political
nature aimed at perpetuating its colonial domination in Namibia. This gives us
food for thought:s it is imperative that our Organization retain its credibility
and firmly shoulder its primary responsibility, in accordance with the provisions
of the Charter, and bring about the independence of that people, which has placed
ité trust in the United Nations.

Bolivia reiterates its conviction that the apartheid régime of South Africa is
responsible for a situation which seriously threatens international peace and
security because of its persistent refusal tc comply with the regolutions and
decigions of the United Nations, in particular the Security Council, its pitiless
use of repression and violence against the Namibian people and other peoples of
southern Africa, its repeated acts of aggression, subversion and destabilization
against neighbouring States and, finally, its attempts to impose an internal

settlement on the Namibian people.
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Once again my delegation repudiates the heinous practice of apartheid from
which the people of Namibia and other peoples of southern Africa suffer. Racilal
segregation is an ‘insult to mankind as a whole and deserves the imposition of
appropriate sanctions by the international community.

Mr. JARRETT (Liberia): The inclusion of the question of Namibia in the
agenda of the forty-first session of the General Assembly is ancther initiative in
a series designed to keep alive in the conscience of the internaéional communitcy
the plight of the Namibian people. Everyone should understand the feelings of deep
frustration, resentment and impatience of the people of Namibia as they look back
on the history of their Territory. Wiile the wind of change had fundamentally
altered the political map of the world, Namibians continued to be denied their
freedom. Thirty years of colonial rule had been followed by their land's being
made a Trust Territory of the League of Nations and later placed under South
Africa. That situation changed 20 years ago when the General Assembly placed the
Territory under the direct responsibility of the United Nations.

The assumption of this responsibility by the United Nations has not brought
any improvement to the Namibian people because South Africa continues illegally to
occupy their land and to deny them their basic political rights. They have been
subjected to systematic discrimination in schooling, health care, social welfare,
labour practice and every other sphere of life. Their natural resources have been
ruthlessly plundered by fo;eign economic interests. This intolerable situation
cannot be allowed to persist.

The Pretoria régime has deployed a massive military force in the Territory,
not only to suppress the Namibian people's struggle for national liberation but
also to launch acts of destabilization and aggression against neighbouring
independent African States. Those attacks, as well as the wanton destruction of
life and property, must cease immediately for the sake of international peace and

security in the region.
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South Africa's refusal to withdraw from Namibia is undermining the authority
of the United Naticns. The Namibian case is unique because the United Nations
assumed direct responsibility for administering the Territory and ensuzing the
Namibian people's exercige of tﬁeir right to self-determination. It is, therefore,
a particularly blatant offence to the authority of the Organization that South
Africa continues to defy the resolutions and decisions of the General Assembly and
the Security Council and the judgement of the International Court of Justice on the
illegality of its presence in the Territory.

More than seven years ago a plan, which is contained in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978), was formulated to faclilitate racist South Africa's
witi.dwal from Namibia and a peaceful transition to the independence of the
Territory. It wagz a plan which had been carefully negotiated with the pacties and
set out the modalities by which the people of Namibia would be able to determine
their future, through free and fair elections under the supervision and control of
the United Nations. all outstanding issues pertaining to the implementation of the
pPlan were €inally resolved last Hovember, when agreement was reached on the
electoral system.

South Africa has not, however, demonstfated its willingness to transfer power
to the people of Namibia but, instead, has beefed up its occupation forces, engaged
in diplomatic manoeuvres, set up an illegitimate interim government, and insisted
on linking Namibia‘’s independence to the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola.
That linkage, which was totally umnacceptable, was firmly rejected by the Security
Council on the ground that the guestion of the presence of Cuban troops in Angola
was a matter falling exclusively within the sovereign jurisdiction of angola, and
that it was extraneous to the question of Namibia. Moreover, the Security Council
had emphasized that its resolution 435 {i1578) remained the only internationally

acceptable basis for the settlement of the Namibian gquestion.
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The Declaration of the International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Namibia, held in Vienna in July 1986, points out, among other things, that the
people of Namibia are waging a heroic struggle against foreign domination and
exploitation and that the achievement of that Territory's independence has been
frustrated by the intransigence of the apartheid régime as well as by the duplicity
of certain members of the international community. Selfish interests have come to
the fore, pushing into the background the real issues of decolonization and the
people's inalienable right to freedom and independence. The Declaration affirms
the legitimacy of the struggle of the Namibian people by every means at their
disposal, including armed struggle to repel racist South aAf:ica's aggression. In
this context, the Ccaference denounced that country's latest acts of aggression
against the People‘'s Republic of Angola, Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe and declared
that Pretoria's policy of aggression and destabilization not only undermined the
peace and stability of the southern African region, but also constituted a threat
to international peace and security.

It is clear from all indications that the Pretoria régime is determined to
perpetuate its illegal occupation of Namibia. In recognition of that fact, the
international community has for many years argued for mandatory and comprehensive
sanctions against South Africa. Regrettably, certain States which share in the
plunder of Namibia's wealth and which also exercise veto power in the Security
Council have shielded the racist régime and, by so doing, encouraged its illegal
occupation of the Territory. The internaticnal community must impress upon those
countries that are opposed to the imposition of mandatory sanctions against South
Africa that their continued opposition to such sanctions will only prolong the

subjugation of the Namibian people and the illegal occupation of their Territory.
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The Government of Liberia, which is an active member of the United Nations
Council for Namibia, believes that the United Nations plan for the independence of
Namibia is unconditional and that the freedom and independence of the Territory
cannot be held hostage to the glocbal, political and economic designs of some Powers
and the convenience of a universally condemned régime. The determination and
courage of the Namibian people must be encouraged by complementary international
action.

Liberia has consistently and fervently supported the liberation struggle of
the Namibian people, led by their sole and authentic representative, the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). We remain today, as we have been in the
past, steadfastly committed to the goal of an independent Namibia, which should be
achieved in accordance with the United Nations plan embodied in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978). We believe it is not enough to profess commitment to the
lofty ideals of freedom, justice and human dignity and, at the same time, do
nothing to ensure their enjoyment by peoples everywhere. These inalienable rights
of all mankind do not exist today in Namibia and South Africa. Let all countries
which subscribe to those ideals work genuinely for their realization in Namibia,
whose freedom and independence have been delayed for too long. Our responsibility
at the United Nations is to act decisively for the speedy achievement of that goal
so that we can put to an end the bloodshed and the suffering of the Namibian
people.

My delegation commends the Secretary-General of the United Nations for his
personal commitment to the Namibian cause and for his efforts aimed at the
implementation of United Nations resolutions and decisions on the question of

Namibia, particularly Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

The meeting rose at 6.20 p.m.






