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The meeting was called to order at 4 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN NAMIBIA

LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF GABON TO THE
UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL ‘5/18765)

LETTER DATED 31 MARCH 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ZIMBABWE TO
THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/18769)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with decisions

taken by the Council at its previous meetings on this item, I invite the
representatives of Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bangladesh, Barbados, Burkina
Faso, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, Gabon, the German Democratic Republic, India, Jamaica,
Kuwait, Mexico, Mérocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Qatar,
Senegal, South Africa, Sri Lanka, the Sudan, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia and Zimbabwe to take the places
‘reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Dost (Afghanistan), Mr. Djoudi

(Algeria), Mr. de Figueiredo (Angola), Mr. Mohiuddin (Bangladesh), Dame Nita Barrow

(Barbados), Mr. Ouedraogo (Burkina Faso), Mr. Laberge (Canada), Mr. Oramas Oliva

(Cuba), Mr. Badawi (Egypt), Mr. Biffot (Gabon), Mr. Ott (German Democratic

Republic), Mr. Dasgupta (India), Mr. Barnett (Jamaica), Mr. Abulhasan (Kuwait),

Mr. Moya Palencia (Mexico), Mr. Bennouna Louridi (Morocco), Mr. Dos Santos

(Mozambigue), Miss Astorga Gadea (Nicaragua), Mr. Garba (Nigeria), Mr. Shah Nawaz

(Pakistan), Mr. Alzamora (Peru), Mr. Al-Kawari (Qatar), Mr. Sarre (Senegal),

Mr. Manley (South Africa), Mr. Wijewardane (Sri Lanka), Mr. Abdoun (Sudan),
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Mr. Rouassi (Togo), Mr. Mestiri (Tunisia), Mr. Turkmen (Turkey), Mr. Oudovenko

‘iUkrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), Mr. Bui Xuan Nhat (Viet Nam), Mr. Pejic

(Yugoslavia) and Mr. Mudenge (Zimbabwe) took the places reserved for them at the

side of the Cbuncil Chamber.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with a
decision taken by the Council at its 2740th meeting I invite the President and
delegation of the United Nations Council for Namibia to.take a place :at the Council

table..

At the invitation of the President, Mr. %uze (Zambia), President of the United

Nations Council for Namibia, and the other members of the delegation took a:place

at the Council table. ..

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with a

decision taken at the 2740th meeting, I invite Mr. Gurirab to take a place at the

Council table.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Gurirab-took a place at the Council

table. - S . o G e L

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from'French): I should like ‘to inform *~

memberé'éf the Council: that -I have received.a letter from the representative of:
Guyana in which he requests to be invited to participate in the discussion of ‘the
item on the Council's agenda. 1In accordance with the usual practice, I propose,
with the consent of -the Council, to invite that.representative to participate-in
the discussion, without the right to vote, in conformity with the relevant .
provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of -
proéedure, |

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Insanally (Guyana) took the placé’

R

reserved for him at the side of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Security Council wiill

now resume its consideration of the item on its agenda. Members of the Council
have before them document S/18785, which contains the text of a draft resolution

submitted by Argentina, the Congo, Ghana, the United Arab Emirates and zambia,
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i~ (The President)

The first speaker is ihe representative of Canada.’ I invite him to take a‘'' '~
place at the Council table:and to make his statement.

Mr. LABERGE (Canada)(interpretatibn from French): Allow me at the outset
to extend to you, Sir, our congratulations on your assumption bf:the presidéhéy of
skills and wisdom will enable you to discharge your responsibilities with.great’  :
success in the weeks ahead... I should also like, on behalf of Canada, to express
our. thanks and appreciation.to your.immediate predecessor, the Permanent . -
Representative of Argentina, who conducted the deliberations of the Council during -
the month of March with great skill, : Canada also wishes to congratulate those
countries which have taken up their Security Council reSponsiSilities for doing ‘so .
since last we spoke in this forum in 1985, -and to thank .those which have -
relinquished those duties for their -service . in the interests of :international-peace.
and security. .. .- T vt e g

Canada, as members of. this body will be well aware, ‘very carefully chddses the
occasions - albeit we are not ‘a member - upon which its represéntatives speak in
debates of this Council. Canada is of the firm belief ‘that the Security Council,
in order to be ‘able to act decisively, effectively and duickly when it must,’ ‘'should
make every effort to focus its debates and, above all, avoid becoming an off-séason
General Assembly. A

That said, there are ocqasions when, for“reasonsfof nationgl_q; international
duty, statements in tﬁis forum are essential, going beyond the reservations I have
just expressed. Canada is grateful tobyou, Mr. President, and to the Council for
this opportunity to participate=in~the’delibetations today. Canada is, aé’is well
known; - a member of the Western contact group established pursuant to resolution 435

(1978) of the Council. Our appearance here on this occasion in some way completes.
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(Mr. Laberge, Canada)

a circuit, since the other four members ‘of the group are present around this table -
with us for the first time since 1978.

I might also note that historical-fact;with'a degree of sadness:and, indeed, .
with_a_sensé of frustration and even anger. .‘That fact points to the .
disillusionment Canada:feels that the question of Namibia is still.before us,
eight long .years after. the Council's adoPtionwof,resolutionv435"(1978).r Time -and
again we have stated our clear and categorical ‘objection to all efforts to -
circumvent the only internationally‘accepted basis for a Namibian settlement.
Nevertheless, the overriding fact is that South Africa has defied the international
community by its inaction with respect to Namibia and its contempt:for the
principles upon which the United Nations .is based.’ For its part, the Commonwealth,
of which Canada is~§-member, has made it abundantly clear that it cannot ignore the
challenge - nay, even the insult - thrown down by South Africa in ‘its continued:'
refusal to dismantle apartheid and to end the illegal occupation of Namibia and ‘its
repeated acts of aggression against its neighbours. S S T e

With other Commoﬁwealth members, especially those of the front line, Canada
has continued to press South Africa to dismantle apartheid and to end its illegal
practices. We have taken strong and concrete actions to make it plain that
intransigence on the part of Pretoria will be costly. We have stated clearly that
unless South Africa genuinely gets on with ending apartheid in all its
manifestations further measures will be taken. Canada's objective is to convince
the Government of South Africa that it is in its own best interests to make those
necessary changes now, before it is too late.

It would be too depressing to conclude that over the course'of seven years of
negotiations aimed at implementing resolution 435 (1978) nd progress has been
made. In facf, when we last spoke in the Council some 18 months ago, the only

issue then formally outstanding was the setting of a date for the implementation of
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the United Nations plan for Namibian .independence. Alas, as the .Secretary-General -

so clearly set out in his excellent report of a few days ago, when South Africa did

subseaquently set a date, it was once again tied to extraneous and»i:relevantv
conditions. Such delaying:tactics are simply u;acceptable and their real purpose
is transparent, namely, the perpetuation:of Pretoria's control:over Namibia. We
share the Secretary-General'é regretSAthat events have not progressed as we would
have liked, in spite of all his efforts to ensure that the remaining obstacles to-
Namibian independence have been removed.

. South Africa has for many years now maintained that the United Nations .has
pursued sterile and confrontational tactics in working for Namibian independence. -
Quite.the contrary: . it is South Africa;that has not:only blocked progress but
continually exacerbated the :situation. .Unprovoked armed attacks . against one's.
neighbours are confrontational. Interminable delaying-tactics and ‘the:
establishment of a so-called interim administration designed to frustrate the will

of the majority of the Namibian people truly reflect ;sterile ‘and ;even hostile :: -

policies.
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(Mr . Laberge, Canada)

Collectl.vely‘we must makev 1t clear to South Afnca that such actlons on 1ts
part only illustrate, yet agam, 1.ts contempt for the Unlted Nations and world
opinion and gain nothing in return but condemnatmn and even f1rmer determinatlon
on the part of the internatlonal communxty that they will not be allowed to
continue unchallenged ' B ’

If SOuth Afr:.ca choses, through some contorted logic, to pomt toh foreign
mtervention as a major obstacle to peaceful change in southern Afrlca, we must
remind the Pretona Government that the pr1nc1pal example of fore1gn 1ntervent1on
in that part of the world is its own illegal occupat:.on of Namibia, whlch has gone
on far too long. |

Namibia will be an mportant part of the future, and its long-overdue
mdependence should be concrete proof of peaceful change in southern Africa. Wlth
all that has happened over the last seven years, Canada remains oonvmced that
resolutl.on‘435 (1978) prov;.des. the only v1ab1e frameworh for the ach1evement of
Namlbxanlimdependence. We st111 bel1eve that the contact group will have a rol‘e‘ to
play in any 1mplementat10n of that plan, and we thus wish to remain part of 1t.'
But we cannot hide our d1sappomtment at the lack of progress. Our regrets will,
however, g1ve scant comfort to those who have waited so long for the basu:
polltlcal and human rlghts that are their due. More so than ourselves, the people

of Namibia have every right to be frustrated so long after an agreement was struck
on the United Natxons plan in 1978, because they remain faced, day by long day,'(
with repressxon and 1nt1m1dat10n by South Africa.

G:.ven this sxmatlon, what can we do? It is not for us to.present a new
strateqgy to this Ctmncil. However, Canada for 1ts part will contmue to press

=

south Africa to get on with real change in its socxety, to co-operate in the
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process of bringing full and legitimate independence to Namibia and to cease its
unwarranted and aégressive’practices against its neighbours.
In this oontext I recail that in 0ctober 1985 the Prime Minisﬁer of‘Canada,
the Rt. Hon. Brxan Multoney, stated in the General Assembly°“4
"ees if there are not fundamental dianges in South Afrlca we are prepared to
invoke total sanctxons against that country and 1ts repress1ve régime, If
there is no progress in the d1smant11ng of agartheld Canada s relat1ons w1th ‘

South Africa may have to be severed absolutely." (A/40/PV 47, P. 26)

He reaffirmed that commitment to the front—llne States dur1ng his visit to
souﬁhern Africa only a few weeks ago, when our PrimekMinister saw for himself the
threat posed to fragile economies by the violence rooted in apartheid. He
discussed with the leaders of Zambia, Zimbabwe and Botswana the concrete‘proolems
withéouth Africa now faced by those on‘ the front line., Our Prilme Minister ‘pledged
to make every effort to assist the States of the region in securing for themselves
a peaceful and prosperous fufute. Indeed, he announced his determination to‘
increase aid to the front-line Statee facing serious>problems in tne region,
Moreover he announced a programme of humanitarian assistance for Mozanbique.

iﬁ is our ovetfiding objective in‘all this to petsuade the South African
Government to eee reality. vIt is noﬁ our intention £o bring about the crumbliné‘of
the éouth Aftican economy. Without my over~-simplifying the iesues involved, those
who have advocated sanctions are cotrect when they refer to them as tang1b1e
ev1dence for the Government of South Africa that the world fxnds its apartheid
system repugnant. Sanctions tell the victims of apartheid that countries are
prepared‘to act.j-It is our fervent hope that continued concefted‘oressure on South

Africa will soon convince that country that it can no longer ignore realities,
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For now, in Canada's view, this Council should send an unequivocal and
unambigious message to t:hefGover‘nment of South Africa that the patience of the
international community is thoroughly exhausted and that it must take immediate
steps to end its illegal occupation of Namibia and to énable the people of
thatbeleaguered Territory to exercise their fundamental right to self~determination
and independence with the assistance of the United Nations and without any
pre-conditions or further obstructions.

The consequences of any fur ther delay on ﬁ\e part of South Africa must be made
abundantly clear. Let us hope that not another year will go by without Namibia's
being truly on the path to independence as envisaged under the United Nations plan
set and out in resolution 435 (1978).

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of Canada for the kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. BLANC (France) (interpretation from French): Mr. President, since
the beginning of this month we have seen how competent you are, and how well
versed. We have seen your authority and the excellent manner in which you have
been representing your country, Bulgaria. I am quite convinced that under your
presidency the work of our Council will continue in the best possible atmosphere
and g:hat we shall have fruitful results. '

I should like to avail myself of this opportunity once again to éxtend to
Mr. Delpech, the representative of Argentina, our deep gratitude, a sentiment I
have already had the pleasure to express here, and to commend him for the great
skill he demonstrated as President of the Council.

This new debate of the Security Council on the situatibn in Namibia shows the
growing concern over the impasse that has continued on this -issue for several years

now.,.
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The delay in Namibia's attainment of independence is a source of grave concern
to my Government. The Namibian people, to which my Government would like to extend
its sympathy and admiration, is still being deprived of its ;ights. It is enduring
the harsh consequences of a situation that has been imposed on it, and is unable to
héve a say in its own future.

Recent events in Namibia and in the region, which have been marked especially
by a series of ‘armed conflicté, once again show the dangers to regional stability
inherént in South Africa's continued illegal occupation of Namibia.

No one in this body is unaware of the active part taken by France in the
efforts of the international community to find a solution to the Namibian problem.
My Government would like again to reiterate most vigorously its firm commitment to
resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) of the Security Council. Those resolutions
define the United Natibns plan and remain the only acceptable basis for a final

settlement of the Namibian question. -
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France has often demonstrated its commitment to the speedy unconditional
implementétion of thosé resolﬁtioﬁs, and»it was in that spirit that ﬁhe'French
Government denounced the South African authorities' establishment in June 1985 of
an interim govérnment in Namibia. France considers aé nﬁll and.voidjthe result of
that decision, thch r;n countef éo the United Nations séttlement pian.

Similarly, in June.1985, Frénce‘took an active part inrformulétinq Security
Council reéolutién 566 (1985), with a viéw to partieipéting once again in the
international commuhity's efférﬁsbto reach a settlement of‘the question., By voting
ih favour of that resolution, France wiéﬁed also to demonstrate its»commitment to
measures to induce the South African Government to meet its obligations and agree
to the ihplementatibn of United Nations resolutions.

i repeat that France is in favour of immediate implementation of the Uniteév
Nations pian. The technical problems in the plan's implementation have been ironed
out thiough difficult-negotiations in which my country pafticipated as a mémber of
the cbntact group;: The f%nal obstacle was reﬁo&ed in November 1985, when SOuth&
Africa announced its choice of ﬁn electoral system for the elections called for in
resolution 435 (197é). |

But even though all outstanding auéstions have tﬁus'been resolved, the ptééént
situatioﬁ coﬁtinues to be deadlocked because of‘the linkage establisﬁed by South
Africa between the withdrawal of the Cuban troops stationed in Angola and the
implementétion of the settlement plan. That‘linkage is irrélevant, and Ftanée has
supported Security Coﬁhcii resolutions rejecting it. 'As members know, it was in
thag context that my country had to suspend its participation in thé contact grth:
whose mandate did hot'include that issue, which was extranéous to the
implementation of the United Natibns plan. The Secretary-General, whom my
delega;ién commends for his efforts to complete the United Nation§ process,

correctly assessed the problem in his further report:
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'The presence of Cuban troops in Angola is a separate matter, to be dealt with
by those directly concerned acting w1th1n their sovereign competence .

(S/18767, para. 32)

Proposals have been made to break the deadlock In that connection, myl
delegation w1shes to take the opportunxty presented by this debate to appeal once
again to the South African Government. Its stubborn delaying of Namiblan | .
independence can only make more difficult the solution of South Africa's serious
1nternal problems. It should “now finally agree truly to comply w1th its o
international obligations and to take the steps necessary to break the deadlock on
the Namibian issue. |

For its part, France remains very much concetned‘about this 1ssue.> fheﬁFrench
Government has shown its determination by adopting measures v1s-a-v1s South Africa,
including measure in compliance with resolution 566 (1985). It will continue to
exert pressure on sSouth Africa by taking all appropriate action.: Finally, Franceb
remains prepared at the proper time to assist in completing the process 1ead1ng to

the internationally recognized 1ndependence of Namibia.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of France for the kind words he addressed to me. ' - |
‘ Mr. DELPECH (Argentina)(interpretation from Spanish): Let me wish you
success, Sir, 1n your work as President of the Security Council for this month We
are well aware of your diplomatic skill and your dedication, and are certain that
you_uill guide4our,work to a fruitful conclusion, 1 assure you that you may count’
on the fullest co-operation of the Argentine delegation.
I wish also to take this opportunity to thank all representatives for their

co-operation last month, and for the kind words they addressed to me concerning my

term as Council President in March.
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" The Security Council has been convened to consider the cuestion of Namibia,
for despite the time that has passed since the adoption of resolution 435 (1978) we
have been unable to achieve the implementation of the United Nations plan for the
independence of Namibia set forth in that resolution. .

The United Nations has undertaken legal responsibility for the Territory of
Namibia ‘and created the United Nations Council for Namibia to act as .its legal
Administering Authority until its accession to independence. The Security Council
framed a plan for the ‘independence of Namibia through its resolution 435 (1978).
That plan continues to be the only internationally agreed basis for the peaceful
solution of the Namibian question.

' South Africa, which continués its illegal occupation of the Territory of
Namibia, claims to be willing to 'co-operate in the implementation of the plan.  But
the facts - such as the establishment of an interim government at Windhoek, which
resolution 566 (1985) declared illegal, null and void - prove the contrary..

All”relevant‘conditions for the implementation of the United Nations plan Qere
resolved “in November 1985, when the parties:concerned reached agreement on the;,
system of proportional representation for the Namibia elections, as the
Secretary-General points out in his further report (S/18767) concerning the . :
implementation of Security Council resolutions 435 (1978). and 439 (1978). The
Seéretatynceneralfalso réminds us of his proposal that the Government of South
Africa set an early date for a cease-fire and for the implemengation of . the United
Nations plan for the independence of Namibia. He tells us, in that connection,
that south Africa's reply, because of the conditions it stated, did not constitute
a valid basis for implementing the plan. Indeed, the racist régime’s reply to that
;proposal insisted on imposing unacceptable pre-conditions extraneous to the United
Nations plan, as the Security Council stated in resoluﬁion 539 (1983) and

reiterated in resolution 566 (1985),
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That position of the South African Government shows its intention to continue
its illegal ‘colonialist occupation of the Territory of Namibia, extending to it its
hateful policy of apartheid, and to persecute the leaders of the South West Africa
People's Qrganization (SWAPO), recognized by the General Assembly as the sole,
authentic representative of the Namibian people.

Given that position of the Pretoria régime, if is . logical that, together with
other non-aligned countries we should-have stated our frustration and called for
concrete action by the Security Council. It is time South Africa adopted a truly
constructive attitude and made a specific, formal commitment to compliance with the
United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia.

An end to the tragedy .of Namibia and the total and final eradication of the
hateful system of apartheid are inescapable priorities for the international
community. By adopting resolution 566 (1985), calling on Member States to.adopt
voluntary measures against South Africa, this Council warned South Africa that, if
it'did not co-operate, the Security Council would be obliged to consider the. .
adoption of appropriate measures under the Charter, including those provided for. in
Chapter VII as a means of exerting additional pressure to make South Africa comply
with this body's resolutions,.

The Argentine Republic has repeatedly condemned:in this forum Namibia's
illegal occupation, whereby the South African Government is perpetuatiﬁg an. .

unacceptable colonial situation, which is a totally unjustifiable anachronism.
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‘We therefore feel that it is the inescapable responsibility of the Security
Council to put an end to this South African policy and to make the South African
Government change its attitude.  That Government, far from complying with the
ﬁnited Nations decisions on this matter and on its policy éf apartheid, is
challenging the international community by increasing tensions in southern Aftica‘
and disturbing international peace and security.

*Phe Security Council should, by virtue of its primary responsibility for t@e
maintenance of international peace and security, demand the implementation of
Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). We believe that, given
South Africa's intransigence, the Council should adopt all the necessary measures,
including those provided in Chapter VII of the Charter,. to attain its aim. ?hay
will: demonstrate the existence of the political will to énsure_that Namibia will
become independent. That is why my delegation has co-sponsored a draft resolution
in which the Council would decide. to apply comprehensive mandatory sanctiong
against South Africa. We hope that the other members of the Counpil will;
understand the aim of this initiative and will be able to go along with it.

My delegation firmly hopes -that the Security Council will,findta way of mgving
towards a solution to the Namibian question that takes account’ofithe opiniopﬁgf»
the majority of the international community. Such a solution mustwimply f
recognition of the Namibian people's right to exercise -self-determination and <u
independence, recognition of that people's national identity, ;espect for thg .
country's territorial integrity -and the exercise of its right to exploit its ...
natural resources. The Council must spare no effort until a just,»democratiqﬁﬁ
egalitarian society is estaﬁlished in an independent Namibia.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the reptesentagiye‘

of Argentina for the kind words he addressed to me.
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Mr. LAUTENSCHLAGER (Federal Republic of Germany): At the outset, permit
me, Sir, to congratulate ‘you on your assumption of the high office of President of
the Security Council for the month of April. My delegation and I myself are
convinced that thanks to your experience and your proven diplomatic skills the
deliberations of the Security Council will be in good hands. At the same time,.I
should like to express to the Permanent Representative of Argenting, Ambassador
Marcelo Delpech, my delegation's sincere éppreciation of the efficient and friendly
manner in which he presided over the work of the Security Council in the month of
March.

Once more the Security Council is called upon to deal with the question of
Namibia. My delegation regrets that this is still necessary. More than
eight years agé the Federal Republic of Germany, as a then member of the Security
Council; contributed to the preparation and adoption of resolution 435 (1978) and
ever since has consistently endorsed the implémentation'of that resolution. The
community of nations is agreed that this éesolution’consﬁitutes the one and only .
basis on which Namibia can achieve 1tsbinternationally recognized -independence.

At the time, South Africa too gave its agreement to this settlement plan. AS
the Séctetary—ceneral points out in his report of 31 March, the last outstanding
issue was resoivéd when in November 1985 agreement was reached on the syétem of
proportional representation for the eleétions envisaged in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978). It is therefore all the less justifiablevthat this
resolution has not been implemented to date. ;Its impleméntation is now overdue.
The right of the Namibian people to self-determination and independence must be
translated into reality without further delay. Independently of all extraneous
issueé, this right indeed must be realized without any fﬁrther loss of time, as the

Secretary-General underlines in his report.
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It is unacceptable that South Africa coniinues tb oecupy Namibia, in violation
of international law. It is likewise uhacceptable that the struggle for the
liberation of Namibia continues to demand a toll of human lives. |

The Federal Covernment also condemns the illegel raids by South African armed
forces, operating‘from Namibia; into the territorieé of neighbouriﬁg States, in
particular Angola. The Federal Government once again urges South Africa to refrain
from such aetions, which constitute an additional dangef for the etability of the
whole region.

The position of the Government of the'Federal Republic of Gerﬁany has alwaye
been and will continue to be clear and uneauivocal. 1Its pesiﬁien on the question
pf Namibia has been expressed time and again, on various occasions, in ﬁhe Security
Council as well. Permit me todayvto teiterate‘the essential keynotes.

For many years, and particularly after haéing been elected a member of the'
Security Council in 1976, the Federal Republic of Germany has pressed for an early
transition of Naﬁibie to‘hatibnal 1ndependence. ‘Ih order to séeed up this ptoeess,
the Federal Republic of Germany joined in establishing the contact group. This
group made a vital cohtribution to the preparation of the United Nations plan for
the indepehdence of Namibia AAa to Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We
heard from the representative of the South West Africa Peqple's Orgenization'
(SWAPO) that tesolution 435 (1978) remains the basis of fhrther efforte towarde ,
achieving Namibia's independence. That basis would, however, not exist were it not
for the actiVitiee of the contact group. We therefore find it all the more
disturbing and saddening that the representative of SWAPO has chosen to denouece
the activities of contact-group members as having been undertaken in bad faite and
as mere tac£1c5=to presartve the status auo, We categerically reject»theee uhteue

and unfortunate allegations.
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As a co-author of the United Nations settlement plan, the Federal Government
conginues to gupporﬁ all promising efforts proceeding on thé basis of this
settlement plan and aiming at its realization in order to establiéh the
independence of Namibia. The Federal Government forcefully fejects all attempts
Mand efforts atAdiluting or modifying the United Nations settlement plan embodied in
resoiution 435 (1978). 1In particular,rthe Federal Governmént doesrnot recognize
the interim gove?nﬁent set up by South Africa in Namibia. Like others, we here in
the Sécgrity Council declared the establishment of the interim govétnment éé‘ﬁé
null an& void. A éeclaration to the same effect was made also on our behalf during
the Qpecial session of the Gerneral Assembly on Namibia in September 1986 byithe
mémber State of thé European Community then exercising its presidenéy.

| Thevreauest of the multi-party conference to participate in tﬁis series of
meeﬁings of theVSecurity Council should be seen in that context. 1In principle we
feel that whoevef is able to supply the Council with relevant information on Ehe:
subjgct under discussion should have the opportunity to do so; THdw;ver, rule 39
applies only to persons and not to organizations. Moreover, the ﬁulti-patﬁy'
conference is c;qselyilinked to the transitional government in Namibia, which is
considered pull andvvoid. This request therefore could not be acféd upon.t

The Federal Government calls for a peaceful solution to the aﬁestion of

Namibia. The Federal Government rejects the use of force and human-rights

violations, regardless of the quarter from which these may emanate.
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In his statement the representative of the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO) has addressed the pblicy, of my Government in particular. I
have already outlined our clear, unequAivocal and unchanged position. T have
nothing to.a'dd to this. The Federal Republic of Gérlﬁany recognizes its .
historically grown responsibility for Namibia. Any insinuation, however, of a
connection between unfor tunate and regrettable historical events and the ‘present
policy of An.\y' Governm_erit can only be fégatded as obviously unwarranted .and jndeed
unjustified.

The Federal Government has maintained and furthered a dié,logue. with SWAPO and
all other political forces in Namibia,.. The Federal Government calls upon all
parties ooncerned\ to strive for mutual conciliation to achieve Namibia's
independence so that Namibians will be able to live peacefully together.

In September 1986, the Federal Republic of Germany as a member of the European: -
Community took restrictive measures against South Africa with the 1nte‘nt‘~_of
directing an unequivocal signal to its Government. The Federal Goverament, though,:
appropriate means for 1nflu,énc;ing the South African G'overnm_ent,in the .desired
direction. It is. for this reason that the Federal Government does not v,iéw
sanctions .as conducive to speeding up Namib,ié's gaining its independence. This is
why the Federal Government firmly held that -the measures taken by the European
COfrmunity on 16 September 1986 should not be.detrim_erital to «Nami.b,iab.‘ The Federal
vGovernment believes -that coeréive measures would not promote the desired peaceful
development, but would only foster increasir_xg c¢nfrohta-£ion -and. hardening of
positions on the question of Namibia. | | V

' For historical reasqﬁs the Fede’rral.Républic_of_Cermany finds its‘elfl
particularly committed to finding a solutimj to the question of Namjbia. We

commend the Secretary-General of the Un‘ited,Nations for his efforts and thank him
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for his report of 31 March 1987. We appreciate the work undertaken by his' Special
Representative, by the front-line States, by the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) and by the other members of the contact group; jointly with them we shall
continue to work for an early independence of Namibia. Both within the framework "
of the European Community as well as bilaterally, we shall continue to support the
States members of the »S§uthern African Co-ordination »Developthent:*Conference:. {SADCC)-.
and we shall.- continue to support the United.Nations Institute for Narﬁibian..to_th»e‘,_, .
best of our ability. The settlement plan based on resolution 435 (1978) has .:. .-,
created all the 'conditions for Namibia to embark upon its way to independence :in
conformity with the wishes of all of us. Wé" appeal once more to the Government of
South Africa to remove at long last the ‘obstacles it has put in this-way; to honour
its own word and not to oppose any londger the manifest will of the community. of .
nations, - - e

The PRESIDENT (interpretation  from French): :;I thank -the representative . . .-

of the Federal Republic of Germany for-the kind words he'addressed .to me. . ;'
"MrJ-LI Luye (China) (interpretation from Chinese): At:the outset I wish.:

to extend my warm congratulations to you, Sir,. on your assumption of the~ presidency .
of the Security Council for this month., ‘I am convinced that your .acumen, talent ..
and rich experience in diplomacy will certainly enable you to guide ‘this Council to -
the successfil accompl ishment of its task for the month of April. .1 also take this:
opportunity to express my -appreciationto your predecessor, His Excellency .. .-
Ambassador Delpech, for the .remarkable skill with which he successfully conducted
the business of the Council in March. - ... = . ST e,

Till this very day, the Namibian people is still prevented from exercising its
right to self-‘-determiﬁation ‘and Namibia is still denied its independence, - The"

South African authorities should be held fully responsible for this. Ever since
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the founding of the United Nations both the General Assembly and the Security
Council have made the independence of Namibia a priority item on their agenda for
consideration. Security Council resolution 435 (1978) has been universally
accepted by the international community as the basis for a political settlement of
the Namibian question. The early implementation of the plan for the independence
of Namibia as approved by this resolution is the éohﬁon'&sPirétion and urgent
demand of the Namibian people and all peace-loving and justice-upholding countries =
in the world. The Security Council and the Secretary-General of the United Nations
have made unremitting efforts to this end. The South West Africa People's "
Organization (SWAPO) and the front-line States have also rendered positive
co-operation. However, the South African authorities have gone out of their way to:
block the implementation under: various excuses. As is known to all, by the end of
1985, thanks to th efforts of various sides, the outstanding issues on ~
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) were resolved and the United Nations plan /
for the independence of Namibia should have been carried out at once. Yet the
South African authorities have arbitrarily insisted on linking the independence of *
Namibia to ‘the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola, thus blocking ‘the solution’
to the Namibian question till this day. |

The South African authorities' insistence 'on "linkage" ‘was designed ‘to place
obstacles to the implementation of resolution 435 (1978). As is clear to everyone,‘
the realization of Namibian independence and the solution to the question of “the‘
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola are two totally different matters. To link
these two unrelated issues will only make the ‘question of Namibian indépendencé
even more complicated and delay its settlement. Both SWAPO and the Government of

Angola are strongly opposed to this unjustified stand of South Africa. By the same
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token, it has been categorically rejected by the Security Council in its . .
resol;xtions. The Secretary~General has explicitly pointed out in his recent report
contained in document S/18676 that he does not recognize the validity of the .
linkage pre-condition nor accept it as a pretext to delay any further the = _ . .
independence of Namibia.

The purpose of f.h_e South African authorities' stubborn insisteﬁce on such a
linkage in defiance of Security Council resolutions and world opinion is to win .
time for ,st;rengthening their colonial and racist rule in Namibia. . On the one hand,.
the Botha régime has stepped up its efforts to groom pro-South African forces in
Namibia in an attempt to by-pass the United Nations with the so-called internal.
settlement. Following the collapse of the "ministers council” and ."state council”
knpcked together in earlier dayﬁ, it again set up in 1985 an interim government . . -
based on a "mul ti-party conference”. Of late it has even talked of . drawing up a
"draft constitution®,.

On the other hand, the Botha ;ég:_i.me has intensified its si;pp;ession of the
Namibian people's struggle for independence. .Not only has it sent troops in- tens
of thousands to crush the resistance of the Namibian people; it ,has.al‘so driven . -
Namibians to fight Nam‘ibians by adopting legislation on conscription, - It:outlaws
mass rallies, demonstrations and other activities; detains and murders patriots at
willy; and tries hard to wipe out or weaken the liberation forces.led by SWAPO and
to strangle thg national liberation movement of the Namibian people..

At the same time it has frequently launched armed invasions into neighbouring
countries that give support to the just struggle of the Namibian and.South African
peoples and constantly carried out political sabotage ‘and economic blackmail -
against them. Using Namibia as a springboard, the South African occupation forces
have often launched attacks against Angola. They are still dccupying a part of

Angolan territory in the south and wantonly interfering in its internal affairs.



JW/8 S/PV.2743
30

(Mr. Li Luye, China)

These criminal acts of the South African authorities are enough to show that
they have no intention whatsoever of implementing Security Council resolution

435 (1979)', but are bent on prolonging their illegal occupation of Namibia.'
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The perverse acts of the South African authorities have prolonged and deepéned
the sufferings of the Namibian people under the colonial and racist rule,
undermined the peace and security of the eﬁtire southern African area and
constituted a serious challenge to tﬁe international cdﬁmunity. It is impéfative
that the Security Council, the principal organ of the United Nations charged with
the responsibility of preserving the purposesvand principles of the ﬁnited Nations
Charter, adopt necessaty punitive measuteS'against South Africa in aécordance with
the relevant provisions of the Charter, so as to vanﬁuish evil and uphold justice
in defence of the fundamental interésts of the small and the weak in the community
of nations.

The international community is indignant over the crimes committed by the
Botha régime in its obstinate pursuance of the barbarous policy of apartheid,
continued illegal occupation of Namibia and brazen destabilizétion of -the
neighbouring countries. -The Summit Conference of the Organization of African
Unity, the Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned Movement, the fourteenth special
session of the General Assembly and the forty-first session of the‘General Assembly
held last year have all called fbr_comprehensive mandatory sanctionskagainst South
Africa by the Security Council. 1In recent years, quite a number of Western
countries have, to varying degrees, adopted sanction measures against South
Africa. This is a welcome move. However, we must also admit that, due to lack of .
effective measures and co-ordination, the pressure brought to bear on South Africa
is far from adequatef The Chinese delegation is therefore of the view that the
Security Council should act immediately to call urgently on the international
community to increase moral and material support to the SO§th\Africén péople, Fhe
Namibian people and the front~line States, and appea; to all countries; éspécially
the major Western Powers that have influence on South Africa, tb impééé éffecﬁiQe
sanctions against it so as to compel itvto implement the United Nation# %esolutions

on southern Africa immediately and unconditionally.
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Together with the African countries andrpeopleé,‘the Chinese Government and
people will, as aiways, give energetic support to the Namibian people's struggle
for independence, the South African peopie's struggle against apartheid and the
struggles of the other countries in soﬁthem Africa to safeguard their sovereignty
and territorial integrity, and contiﬁue to provide them with éssist#nce to the best
of our capability. We are convinced that, with the vigorous support of the
international community, the peoples of Naﬁibia and South Africa, supporting each
other and persisting in struggles of various forms, wil; certainly eliminate
apartheid and win the final victory of liberation‘of theventire African continent.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of China for the kind words he addressed to me.

The»nex; speaker is the répresentaiive'of Yogoslavia. I invite him to take a
place at thé Council téble and to make his statement.

Mr. PEJIC (Yugoslavia): I should like at the outset to congratulate you,
Sir, on your assumption of the functions of President df the Security Council for
the month of April.‘ I am confident that under your dedicatéd and ablé guidance the
Security Council will be able to take decisive steps to bring about the freedom and
independence of Namibia.

I wish also to express my appreciation to the Perﬁanent Representative of
Argentina, Ambassador Marcelo Delpech, for the competent and outstanding manner in
which he guided the work of the Security Council during the month of March.

The realization of the independence of Namibia should be the major task and
objective of oﬁr Organization this year. It is important that, even inrthe
countries that continue to maintain relations with South Af;ica, there-has in the
past couple of years been heightened_awareness that the solution of the problem of
Namibia and the 1iqﬁidation of the brutal concept of aéartheid is the imperative |

for securing peace not only in southern Africa but also in the world at large.
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Indeed, the quéstion of Namibia is not only an African problem; it is also a
global problem and it involves the basic principles oﬂ which intern;tional
relations are based. It is a question of self;detefmination and independence; and‘
not a question of bloc rivalry and the struggle for spheres of influence. Foreign
dqmination and oécupation in Namibia, jusf as anywhere else, are a direct threat to
international peace and security.

The attitude towards the Naﬁibian people's immeéiate accession to independence
is also a real test of the proclaimed commitment of ail the Mémbers of this
Organizafion to the realization of human rights all over the wofld.

Yugqslavia's éosition on thé question of Namibia is well known; Proceeding‘
from the principled support for the right of every pebple and cbuntry to
self-determination, independence and freedom, YugOslaQia has always been in favour
of a peaceful solution of the question of Namibia 6n the basis ofvthe United
Nations plan.

However, we consider that.the purpose of thesebmeetings is not to répeat in
the debate the knownipositions of each individual éountry but té detetminelthe ways.
énd means‘for the immediate implementatioﬁ of the existing decisions of the
Security Council on the question of Namibié,‘primarily the United Nations plan for
Namibia. | |

It is high time the United Natioﬁs under took 5 reéolute action in order to
fulfil its direct responsibility for Namibia. The process of Namibia's accéssion
to independence must no longer be delayed. The main role in starting it éff must
be played by the Security Council, which must see to4it that ité decisions are
implemented. | |

The problem of Namibia is one such question on which there exists undivided
agreement in the international community on all aspects of reaching a peaceful and

just solution. With the agreement on the system of proportional representation for
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the elections; the last outstandino issue relevant to tme United Nations plan for
Namibia ﬁas'been resolved. All countries - bar the racist'régime in fretoria -
continue to support the independence of Namibia as 1eid down in the United Natione
plan. However, verbal support for the United Nations plan for Namibia is not
enough; what we need is a firm resolve to carry out the plan and, as the first step
in_that'direction, a strict timetable for its implementation. | |

We all know the reason that has thus far stood in the way of a solution of
this question. This is clearly borne out by the Secretary-General's report in
which it is stated that the linkage preecondition now constitutes the only obstacle
to the implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia. For those who
siocerely want to see an early oolution of the problem ovaamibia, the linkage of
this question with extraneous and irrelevant issues, sucﬁ as_the presence of Cuban
troops im_Angola,,is absolutely onacceptable.v‘

<arThe Secretary—Generai's reporgt;o but ‘further proof that South Africa does not
waot a eoiution to the problem of Namioia. What the racists_in Ptetofia do want is
tﬁe:comtinuation_ofﬂthe coloniel occupation and qomioation of Namibia. To further
their éoeis,rthey‘have iooreaseo.the terroivand exploitation of‘the Namibian
people, iniénSifieaﬁthe‘poiiCY of apartheid and racial discrimination and carried
out aggression aoainst, énd the subversion of, independent African Statesr
particulariy_Angola, with the aim of destabiliiing the woole region.

That is precieely the second element on'whicb the Security Council must take a
very firm\stand, on the basis of the Charter, against South Africa. Yet the South
West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the sole authentic ;epreSeotative of the
people of Namibia, has on many occasions confirmed its willingness to achieve a
political solution and its readiness to participate in all negotiations and
mediation efforts aimed at implementing the United Nations plan for Namibia. To
this effect SWAPO has voiced its readioess to sign a cease-fire agreement with

South: Africa and £o abide by it.
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This‘bears eloéuent witneés to where the problem is and.who is obstrﬁcting the
efforts and negotiations to implement the United Nations plan for Namibia. The
Security Council should therefore move mdre resolutely ahd s£e§ up the'preSSQre on
South Africa to acéept unconditional implémentation of the United“Nationé'pIan'fbr
Namibia and thus bring about the solution of this problem. The United Nations
Charter provides appropriéte measuies to be taken against couhtries‘tﬁat défy‘then
will of the international community and this body. Yugoslavia considers that the
impositibn of comprehensive mandatory sanctions agaiﬁst South Africa under
ChapterAVII of the United Nations Chafter‘is the oniy remaininé‘peéceful means to
force South Africa to accept the decisions of the Secﬁriﬁy Council.

However, those countries that continue to mainﬁainliélatioﬁs and to co-operate
with the régime in Pretoria must‘havé undéfétbod by now that it is ohly thfbﬁgh
firm and united international action that it is possible to force that régime to
rehouhcé agértﬁeidvahd to discontinuébits occupation of Naﬁibié;’ The éutting>of
all links and co-operation with the racist régime would make a vital contribution
to the stiengphéning.of ovet-allﬁinterna£10nal pressﬁfe on South Africa. It would
also deli&ér a clear‘ﬁessage to thé iégime in Pretoria that the international
community ié united, not only in words, but also in itsvresolve‘to bring freedom to
Namibia andAt6 do éway with apartheid.

The Sectetary-Genetal of the United Nations, whose efforés'sé far wé highiy
value, has a very imﬁortant role to play in the implementation of the United
Nations plan for Namibia. His mediation efforts deserve the full supﬁort of the
Seéurity Council and of all the members of our Organization. We are all duty bound
to support and partidiéate in'the“actiQiéies of the United Naéibns Council for
Namibia, which, over a numbet of years, has initiated many actions aimed at

assisting the pedple of Namibia in their just struggle to attain'independencé.
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For its part, Yugoslavia will continue to give:everyfpossible~support to .
international action aimed at achieving this goal, and it remains prepared to
contribute to the establishment of the United Nations'fransition Assistance
Group (UNTAG) to secure the implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia,

In conclusion, I should-like to auote from the spec1a1 appea1 for the
immediate independence of Namibia adopted at the Eighth Summit Conference of Heads
of State or Government of Non-Aligngd Countries at Harare, Zimbabwe, last year:

" "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, for any reason and. under any circumstances, of Namibian

independence." (S/18392, p. 156)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of Yugoslavia for the kind words he addressed to me.

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

“Mr. SARRE {Senegal)(interpretation from French): ‘i should like, first,

‘to thank you, Mr. President, and, through you, to express to the members of the
Council my deep gratitude for allowing me to take part in its deliberations on a
auestion that is of the greatest concern to the international community.

The future of this world will hardly be bright, nor will the role of the
‘United Nations be fully appreciated, as long ésvthe international community has not
eradicated one of the last vestiges of colonialism, as long as the spirit of
tolerance and dialogue, which must govern co-operation, has not prevailed over
policiéS>of domination and terror. In short, as long as peoples are not reconciled

with themselves and man with himself, it will be very difficult to achieve peace.
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The case of Namibia, like that of apartheid, to which it is closely linked, is
indeed a most instructive example of an attempt to perpetuate, against the tide of
history, a colonial heritage that is today a thing of the past.

This serves to demonstrate the delicacy of your current duties,

Mr. President. No'One‘has“any doubt that, throughout this month and particulariy
during the course of this debate, you will be inspired by the constént commitment
your country, Bulgaria, has always demonstrated for just causes at the side of
peoples struggling for dignity, freedom and independence. We wish you full success
always.

I should also like to pay a tribute to the worthy representative of the third
world, Ambassador Marcelo Delpech} whom we Senegalese hold in high esteem because
of his presence amongst us for several years, He deserves our ttibute and
admiration for the clarity, efficiency and competence with which he led this body
during the past month, -

Once again the question of Namibia is on the Council's agenda. Critics,
motivated by often obscure sentiments, will be auick to accuse the initiators of
this debate of abusing the Council's sense of duty, convened as it is in
mini-Assembly to discuss an item whose urgency and gravity might not be apparent at
first glance. 'We feel that such comments are made on the basis of malicious .
pplitical‘logié and, obviously, they do not contribute either to the vitality or to
the effectiveness of the United Nations, which, since its conception, has been

attempting to topple one of the most solid and impermeable of contemporary colonial

bastions.
Indeed, since 1946 the auestion of Namibia has been on the .agenda of the .

United Nations, and throughout all those 40 years no issue has given rise to so much
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hope or mobilized so much energy. Yet never has any issue experienced so many
missed opportunities or given rise to so much passion, frustration and indignation.

Whether it be the repeated injunctions of the General Assembly, the Security
Council's plan for a settlement or the exhortations and appeals made by many
international meetings and conferences - none of which need be dwelt on
here - South Africa has continued imperturbably to turn a deaf ear and has
stubbornly continued with its occupation of Namibian territory, which has long been
declared 'illegal, even by thié body.

If all that energy and all the efforts made in various international bodies .
testify to the evident interest and constant concern of the international community
over the fate of WNamibia, the tepeéted failures and the present deadlock
nevertheless illustrate the lack of political will on the part of those States with
a special mission vis-3-vis Namibia and highlight our differences with regard to
the stand to be adopted to compel the South African régime to see reason. Indeed,
20 years after the United Nations decision to terminate South Africa's Mandate over
Namibia, and eight years after the Council's unanimous adoption of a settlement
plan for Namibia, it is inadmissible that .the Pretoria régime should continue to
defy the authority of the Organization and the unanimous will of the community of -
nations that make it up by stubbornly continuing to th&art the people's liberation
movement and by illegally persisting in its qccupation and exploitation of
Namibia. ' The challenge is great, and with each passing day we have additional =
proof oftthe‘deliberate choice made by the Pretoria authorities to stand aloof from

international society's evolution towards greater harmony and solidarity.
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So it is that, in line with the'delaQiﬁé tactics of which it has»becdme a past
master, South Africa has been;deliberately delaying Namibia's accession to
independence by continuing, first, to put this_pmoblém of decolonization within the
context of_EastAWest relations, which is totally irrelevant, and,‘secbndly, ﬁo
attempt to link Namibian independence with the withdrawéi of éuban troops from
which the Angolan Government, in full sovereignty and 1égality, has requested
assistance in accordance with a bila;eral agteément and international law.

As we all know, the United Nations General Assembly, the Organization of
African Unif.y and the Non-Aligned Movement have categorically rejected the
inclusion of any extraneous‘elément in the‘implement§tioﬁ of the United Nations
plan, |

This Council has stated unambiguoﬁsly‘in_itsAresolutions $3§ (1983) and 566
(1985) that the independence of Namibia‘cénnot be subject;té the settlement of
problems extraneous to resolution 435 (1978);'A

Need we once again recall that ih its very e$éencefand fundamentally the
Namibian question is purely one of decoiqnizatioh,»which must be settled peacefully
in the spirit of the Declaration on the Gt#nting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoﬁles contained in Genéral,Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)?

Neverthelesé, not satisfied with posing totally unacceptable conditions for
the implementation of resolutioﬁ 435 (1978), and in full awareness of the
pointlessness of its efforts to set up a so-called'interim government to administer
the Territory, the South African régime has been arrogant enough to use Namibian
territory as a base from which to perpetuate repeated acts of aggression and
destabilization against the front-line countries, thereby deliberately violating

their sovereignty the territorial integrity.
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By the same token, with its anmnexationist designs, South Africa continues to
make every effort to perpetuate its racist and military domination and to extend: to
Namibian territory the appalling system of apartheid through a far-fetched arsenal
of repressive and oppressive laws, creating there an explosive situation that
without a doubt presents a serious threat to international peace and security.

Hence the racist Pretoria régime is violating and flouting 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 basic principles of
international morality and peaceful coexistence among peoples and nations.

In putting an end to South Africa's mandate over Namibia in 1966, the
General Assembly decided to take direct responsiblity for the management and
administration of the Territory of Namibia until it acc‘ed’e;d_ to independence,
thereby giving this issue a special international character.

Since the taking of that historic decision, which marked a turning-point in
the process of decolonization in Namibia, the Namibian people has been awaiting its
oppor tunity to realize its 1egitiméte aspiration and enter the concert of free and
independent nations.

The United Nations Council for Najnibia - the legal Administering Authority for
the Territory of Namibia, of which my country, Senegal, is honoured and privileged
to be a member -~ has not failed at every available opportunity to draw attention to
the urgent need to implement immediately the negotiated plan contained in Security
Council resolution 435 (1978).

The United Nations Secr.etary-General himself, invested by this Council with a
specific mandate for the implementation of resolution 435 (‘1978) . has in his
contacts come up against the intransigence of South Africa, which has been

responsible for the failure of negotiations to implement the United Nations plan.
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Indeed, in spite of the repeated appeals of the internatibnal commﬁnity, the
continued efforts of the United Nations Secretary~Gene:al, and the open-mindedneés
and willingness of thg leaders of the South West Africa People's Organization
(SWAPO) to .engage in dialogue, and in spite of the repeatéd warnings of the
Security Council, South Africa still obstinately refuses to co-operate to bring
about the implementation of the negotiated United Nations plan. Thus it continues
illegally to occupy Namibian territory in defiance of the world Organization,
which, need we state again, put an end to its Mandate over Namibia 20 years ago.

I shopld like énqe again to reiterate our most vigprous and qnequivocal
condemnation of South Africa's continued occupation of Namibié, its stubborn
pursuit of racist military domination over that Territory through the heinous,
inhuman system of apartheid, a crime against mankind, and the forced conscription
of young Namibians into South Africa's forces of oppression and repression.

My country will spare no effort to participate in any action that might hasten
the unconditional implementatioh,»without,distortion, of resolution 435 (1978) so
as to enable the Namibi;n people, which has been so sorely tried, finally to enjoy
its inalienable right to self-determination and independence.

Implementation of resolution. 435 (1978) reaquires more determination and more
political will on the part of the entire international community, and in particular
the permanent mémbers of this Council, which the Charter of our Qrganization has
given major responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and
securityf The latter must increase theilr pressure on tbe racist Pretoria4;égime so
as to force it to‘grant immediate and unconditional independence to Namibia within
the framework of the United_Nations plan in resolution 435 (1978), which for

Senegal remains the only basis for the peaceful settlement of the Nambibian problem.
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In this connection my delegation welcomes the statements just made by the
representatives of Canada, Ffance and the Federal Republic of Germany, that they
will do their utmost to bring about implémentation‘of resolution 435 (1978),
because those countries, need we repeat, have done a great deal to bring about its
adoption. My country also welcomes the statement just made by the representative
of China, a Permanent Member of the Security Council.

Faced with a wanton régime thatvcontinually tramples underfoot the elementary
rules of international law and systematicaily violates the fundamental principles
of freedom and human dignity, a régime that has disdained resolutions of the
General Assembly and Security Council, whose authority it has denied, the
international community must take this opportunity to promote concrete measures
likely to compel the Pretoria authorities to put an end to their illegal occupation
of Wamibia. |

In this connection the adoption and implementation of joint comprehensive
mandator& sanctions in pursuance of the United Natiqns Chartei, especially its
Chapter VII, is-the only possible peaceful respbnse to thevar;oqahce and
warmongering of the raciét Pretoria régime.

The diverse members of the international community - at an ihternational
conference on Namibia held in Vienna in July 1986; at a special session of the’
General Assembly held last year; at the Eighth Summit of Non-Aligned Countries held
in Herare last year; at the Summit of the Organization of the Islamic Conference
held last January in Kuwait; at the 1as£ meeting, in July 1986, of Heads of State
and Government of the Organization of African Unity - have all come out in favour

of the implementation of such sanctions.
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Mich has been said on the question of sanctions, including that sanctions
against south Africa would do more harm to blacks than to whites. To refute. such ,
arguments we need only recall the statement made at the fortieth session of the,
General Assembly by His Excellency President Abdou Diouf in his capacity as_ . ..
Chairman of the Organization of Afi:ican thity. He stated, ,af\;er having travele(dr
through the fiont-line States, that Headé of State of those States as well as
southern African liberation movements una{n‘imously realized that whatever. suffering
compr ehensive _mandatory economic sanct;iops might bring, i:hey were the only way to
end apartheid and the colonial status of Namibia,

It is now for the Security Council to act on the.unanimous will of the
community of nations to end the unspeakable suffering of the Namibian people and .
‘the plunder of its resources. S ‘ R B TN

For its part, Senegal, in co-operation with all countries and peoples that
believe in freedom, dignity, l’n.unanT vlazluesf and h-umanﬁ;i.ghts, i§ determingd to commit
itself to action that w}illy enable the martyr pepplg 4,0@ ,Namibi}aﬁ to ﬁrega’in_‘ its _

independence and dignity. =

To conclude, I wish on behalf of His Excellency. Mr. Abdou Diouf, Pres:ident of
the Republic of Senegal, solemnly to renew here my country's support for and active
solidarity with the leaders of SWAFO, the sole, legitimate representative of the .
Namibian people, in their heroic and legitimate struggle, and to pay a Atrit;)uvt,e to
the Secretary-General, His l-:b:ce].l_,encg_, Mr, Javier P‘ér‘:’__e,z, de Cuélllar‘“, Afor_ his cons?:ant

co-operation and for h(is sustained alction‘on behalf of the Namib,ian people.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the Areprese‘nta't_:ive‘_
of Senegal for the kind words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Mexico., I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. MOYA PALENCIA (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. President,

it is a special pleasure for my delegation to see you guiding the work of the
Security Council Mexico hails the great value placed by Bulgaria on our
Organization s efforts to attain peace and its work for the cause of the speedy
independence of Namibia. |

I wish also to take this opportunity to congratulate Ambassador
Marcelo Delpech of Argentina for his work as Pre51dent of the Council during the
month of March. |

Similarly, my delegation thanks the members of the Council for permitting it
to participate in the discussion of the auestion of Namibia, Mexico attaches high
importance to the cause of the Namibian people. | ‘

Although 20 years have passed since we began dealing with this item and since
the United Nations assumed responsibility for Namibia, the auestion has origins
dating back to the creation of the Organization. Yet we have not achieved a
complete solution. | |

Many efforts have been made to find a solution to the auestion of Namibia and
to bring about.the immediate independence of‘that cOuntry; None the less, those
efforts are‘as nothing compared to the suffering the Namibian people has endured’in
its quest for independence.

The United Nations Council for Namibia has done much praiseworthy work to
'advance the cause of the people of Namibia. Our support for the Council for
Namibia is total, and as in the past we shall focus our efforts on assisting
Namibia to achieve immediate independence.

Moreover, the activities{of the south West Africa Eeople's‘

Organization (SWAPOj;‘the'sole; authentic representative of the Namibian people,

deservevthe respect and constant support of the internationallcommunity.
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Yet wermay wonder what results have been achieved, and how far we have come in
advancing the cause of Namibia. The historical record is unimpressive in that |
regard, and world public opinion wonders, sometimes quite rightly, about the
povwerlessness of the Security Council to reach an agreement. But the Security
Council is extremely important, and once again 1t is facing a historic challenge.
On previous occasions Mexico has made proposals for the 1mposition not only of
economic and political sanctions against SOuth Africa, but also of an arms and oil
embargo against that country. We have repeatedly condemned South Africa's
abhorrent apattheid régime and its consistent non-compliance with resolutions and
' decisions adopted by the Security Council and the General Assembly. |

Again today we are obliged to come before the Council to demand that this
reSponsibility be fully met. At present, the unconditional liberation of the
Namibian people is a priority for our Organization, the credibility of which has
been continuously undermined by the intransigent and defiant attitude of South
Africa. |

Once again, South Africa is the focus of the international community's
attention»because of the crimes it constantly commits both inside the country and
in the Territory of Namibia; the Security Council cannot again turn'its back on the
international outcry for rapid and uneaquivocal change in the situation endured by
Namibia and its people. B |

In the past, the $ecurity Council has been paralysed - unable to take a
decision on the aquestion of Namibia because of the repeated vetos or some of its
permanent members., If the Council had on those occasions decided‘to impose
comprehensive mandatory'sanctions against_south Africa, both Namibia and the South
African people itself would be nearing the end of a long struggle that has caused

them such suffering.
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The ,Security council thus missed a historic opportur‘xity‘and we wonder whether
it will.miss anothe: one. World public opinion .i‘s ]m_aking itself neatd ever more
forcefully, and many countri&s previously unwilling toadopt. bold national measures
are now supporting a cause that can no longer; _be denied‘such _support. |

Last year the International Conference for tne Immediate Independence of
Namibia vwas' heldy atyienna, Austria, and the General Aasemtpl‘y:met in special
session on the question of Namibia. Both gatherings condemned ‘South Aftica 's
policies in southegn_Africa, and both ca_lled for closer_:‘ intex:national co-opex:ation‘
in an effort to ptevent that country ftom continuing its abhorrent agattneid tégime
and its oppression of the Namibian people.

Mexico has always condemned any ptetext for weakening the struggle of the
Namibian people for immediate independence. 'rhe immediate and unconditional
implementation of United Nations resolutions, in patticular Security Council
resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), is the only possible basis for the peaceful
achievement of independence by Namibia. N |

Mexico teaffirms its full support tot thcse tesolutions and considets that
their immeidate implementation is an inescapable obligation of this. Council which
bears primary tesponsibility for the maintenance of intetnational peace and |

security.
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Therefore, my Cove:nment categorically rejects the iinkage 6r subordination of
the application of the United Nations plan for Namibia, contained in the fbrééoing
resolutions, to any other question, particularly that relating to the withdraﬁal'Of
Cuban troops from the térritory of Angola.

Me#ico hés 5155 joinéa in the universal rejectibn of the policy of
"constructive éﬁgagement* with South Africa, and we call for the éppliéation of
comprehensive mandatory sanction§ against that country, in cqnformity with
Chapter ViI of thé Charter of this Organization, sinée we believe'that this is the
only way to implement the United Nations :esdlutioﬁs on Namibia.

South Africa is not an ordinary problem and extiaofdinary:measutes are
therefore required. We are convinced that South Afriéa'é iﬁtransigent attitude is
sustained by the Security éouncil;s paralysis and the poiiticéi, economic and even
military support that some countries continﬁe to give.it. In that'éonteét, we
deeply regret the misuse of the r;ght of veto by some of the pérﬁanent'membersvbf
the Council, for that is what has so far prevénted thé'appliéaﬁion of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions. So long‘as thésetéounttiés impedé the implementatioh'of
comprehensive manda;ory sanctions against:SOuth'Africé, apartheid and the illegal
occupation of Namibia will be maintained under the responsibility of the bnited"
Nations as a whole and of those countries in particular. B

The independence of Namibia cannot and should not be the'subject of extraneous
geopolitical consideratigns{ nor should it provide a stage for East-West
éonfrontation. Mexico has invariably maintained that the cause of decolonization
radmits of no conditions.

We recognize that the imposition of selective voluntary sanctions against the
South Africah régime reflects the international community's concern and underscores

the emergence of a consensus in favour of the Namibian cause. My Government
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maintéinél'hoﬁevet,‘that saﬁctions against that régime should be comprehensive and
mandatory.

Moreover, the exploitation of Namibia's human and natural resources cannot be
a valid obstacle to that Territory's immediate independence, and any economic
enterprisé that maintains the opposite to be true should be categorically condemned
by the international community.

The protection of Namibia'’'s resources is ‘also a primary responsibility of the
united Nééions; thch; thféugh the Council for Namibia, constitutes the legal
Administering'Authofity of the Térritory until its inﬂependence. Mexico is an
active member of théKCouncilAfér ﬁamibia, and today we renew our commitment to the
fundameht;i ihterésfs of the Namibians,‘and we pledge to continue our effo:ts to
ehsure‘fhaﬁ that COuncil can fhlly éxéfcise its mahééte.'

The‘ﬁeroic ;tfdggle-bf the Namibian people under the leadership of its sole
ané‘ﬁﬁéhéntic tepreéehtativé, £he South WesthAfrica Pebple's‘ofganization (SWAPO) ,
desérvéé thé unahimoﬁs support of our Organizatioh and'the,active solidarity of
eachnéﬁé.df:oﬁr ééﬁﬁtéieé.vzﬁéiico reasserts its uhswer&ing commitment to the cause
of the people of Namibia.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): T thank the representative

of Mexico for the kind words he addressed to me and to my country.

Thé\hext Speakef is Major Geheral Joseph N. Garba, Chairman of the Special
Committee agaihst Apartheid. I'invite him to‘take a place at the Council table and
to make his statement. o |

Mr. GARBA (Nigeria), Chairman of the Special Committee against
Apartheid: May I first offer you, 51r} our warmest congratulations on your
assumpEiOn of the presidency of the Security Council for this month. Your country,

Bulgaria, along with the other socialist countries, has traditionally been in the
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forefront of the struggle against apartheid, and for this the Special Committee and
African countries will for ever remain grateful, We are happy that you.are . ..
presiding over the Council's affairs when the most tragic_issueroﬁ;tne‘twentietn.
century is placed before this prestigious body. I trust that your wisdom and vast
diplomatic experience will guide the Council into taking a courageous and bold
decision on the tragedyiin»southern Africa.

Let me also pay a tribute to your predecessor, my very good friend Ambassador
Marcelo Delpech of Argentina, for the amiable but bu51nesslike manner in which he‘
conducted the affairs of the Security Council in the month of March

The Security Council is meeting today forvthe second time tbis year to:v
consider the very serious situation in_southern Africa, baving met in February at a
critical stage of the struggle rorpliberation in south Africa. vAs the oppressed
people of South Africa intensify their.struggle for freedom and'justice, the racist
régime continues to resort increasingly to its violent methods to quell oppositionv
to its inhuman policies and practices of apartheid. Although tbevSouth African
Government's policy of brutal repression in the country, its illegalloccupation of
Namibia and its policy of aggression and destabilization against neighbouring
African countries is widely condemned, the Security Council was one more time o
prevented from taking appropriate and decisive action on the matter owing to_tbe
negative votes of two permanent members of the Council.

The Security Council today has another opportunity to reconsider developments
in the volatile and tormented region of southern Africa as it tares up the agenda
item before it. The Council is invited to take, in the_discharge of its

obligations, immediate action to fulfil its mandate and reaffirm its credibility,
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iniécco;daﬁcé with Chapter VII of the Cha;ter of the Upited Nations, in ;egard to
the maintenancé of international peace and security in the region. |

InJ1948‘the/Pre§9ria régime argued thaﬁ the dissolution of the League of
Nations meant the expiration of its MandateAOQef.Naﬁibia and that.hencefofth South
Africa occupied Namibia by its own right to do so. Consequently, the racist régime
took a series of measures to incorporate Namibia into South Africa on a piecemeal
basis. The General Assembly reacted to these developments by adopting its
resolution 2145 (XXI) of October 1966, in which South Africa's Mandate over Namibia
was revoked and terminéted. In 1967, foilowing the United Nations action, the
Council for Wamibia, the legal Administering Authority for Namibia, was established
under General Assembly resolution 2248 (5-V) of 19 May 1967.

-In March 1969 the éecurity Couhcil declared the South African occupation of
Namibia illegal, called on the racist régime to withdraw immediately its
administration from the Territory and endorsed the call for the international
diplomatic and economic isolation of South Africa whenevef it acted on behalf of
Namibia. South Africa's reaction was to treat these measures with deep contempt.

Today, 20 years later, the situation remains almost unchanged, except that the
racist régime is increasing its criminal repression of the people of Namibia and
its brutal aggression against neighbouring independent African States. The
Security Council is therefore once again faced with an unpreqedented challenge; it
is called upon to respond promptly and in an appropriate manner, consistent with
its primary responsibilities to restore peaée and security_in southern Africa and

to pave the way for the total eradication of apartheid and éhe immediate

independence of Namibia.
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It is not by accident that the United Nations has kept South Africa's racist
policies and practi(:e's' under constant reéiéd; " The u}iiduely ihi\ﬁman and
institutionalized Charactet'.of apartheid is rightly condemned as a total negation
of the purposes "‘ahd‘bt"inci"plefsué‘f the Charter of the tJni‘.ted_Na'tiofxs, a gfoss

violation of human rights and a crime against humanity.
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Agarztheid;is uniq\;e because it is a system of institutionalized racial
discrimination accompanied by State terrorism under which the indigenous majority
in south Africa and Namibia is oppressed, exploited and dispossessed by a racist
minority which monopolizes political and ecoﬁomic.power. , Let us. not deceive
ourselves: the root of the Namibiaﬁ problem is the philosophy .and practice of
apartheid, which the Security Council has thoroughly condemned." any genuine

solution to the Namibian problem must therefore address the .core:issue of apar theid.

Numerous efforts have been made in this chamber to resolve through pressure,:
including moral suasion, the southern African problem. The failure of moral
suasion in four decades. of United Nations action forces us to call for the
imposition of sanctions which .the General Assembly and. even the ‘Security Council.
have separately adopted in principle and some Menber States are '1mp1gmenting in
practice. However, we note with great sadnessAthe reluctance of somé Member States
to resolve the problem of apartheid through the imposition of mandatory and
comprehens ive s‘ancti‘ons.; The:views of these Governments are ‘t-.hat sanctions never .
work, that rsanctions‘vwould'penalize the black -majority and neighbouring States in- .
southern Africa. We have even read that the commendable sarfctions imposed by the.
United States Congress are not achieving their objectives. Then, as a new twist to
the anti-sanctions argument, we are informed that, once they are imposed, a certain
power ful member of this Council may veto its lifting once it has achieved its
purpose. And so, in order to’pre-empt this supposed action, . the resolution calling
for comprehensive and mandatory 'sanctionsva'gainst South Africa could not be adopted
at the last meeting:of the Security Council on the questioﬁ of South ~>Afric,a. This .
is a very spurious grgument.

It is painful for me to refer to the actions of the leading Members of our

Oorganization who continue to export arms to South Africa in violation of the 1977

3
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arms embargo decision of:tﬁe Security Council. According to the recently published:
State Department report to Congress, Israel, France, Italy and the Federal Republic’
of Germany, among othefs,‘ﬁave'beén repofted tO'Se either exporting or conniving at
the export of arms to the racist régime in South Africa.  Two months ago it came to
light that a West German-owned company sold submarine blueprints to the racist .= -
Government in South Africa with the tacit approval of the Government of the Federal:
Republic: The Director of the World Campaign testified .before the Committee -
established by the Security Council under resolution 421 (1977) -on ‘this matter, and
the Special Committee against Apartheid made numerous representations to the West
German Government ufging'it to penalize the company involved. The Government,
instead of discharging’its’respohsibility'and‘dealiné“with this company severely, -
decided to treat it merely as én*adminisﬁrative matter. Moreover, 'in direct
contravention of United States congressional sanctions, the national airline of
West Germany, Lufthansa, is actively collaborating with South African authorities
to frustrate the ban' imposed on SOGth-African Airways-flights to the United
States. We now know that South African Airways has dramatically increased the -
number of its flights to Frankfurt, while Lufthansa has concomitantly increased its:
flights to the United States. The implication of these actions is'very obvious.:
Equally saddening is the role of the United States Administration, which in
its support of the linkage of Namibian independence té'the_withdrawal of ‘Cuban
troops from Angola continues to provide moral succour :to the faciSt régime in
Pretoria in its illegal occupation of Namibia and naked aggression against the
Republic of ‘Angola. Let us not forget that it was South Africa's invasion of
Angola in the autumn of 1975 in its aquest to install the quisling traitor Savimbi
and the UNITA rebels iﬂ'power in Luanda that prompted the MPLA:Government of Angola

to ask for assistance from States it regarded as friendly. No one can see any
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threat’ to United States interests in Namibia to warrant the i_ntroduc_:tipn of an
extraneous- issue that has delayed the,it;e_edom of Namibia all these years. The sum
effect of prevarication. and opposition to freedom for Namibia by some Western
States is the endorsement of South Africa's policy.of racism and aggression.
Emboldened by the tacit support of Western States, the racist Ff-‘_éime.t in defiance
of Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) -and 435 ,\\(1978)_,} ,has not only imposed a = .
puppet government but is currently expanding that bogus institution in gtgpara;:iop N
for -a undilateral "declaration of independence” with the aim of depriving the
Namibian ‘people of genuine. national independence and se;fjdete‘;ming tiqn. .

In the face of the continuously deter igx:a,_tinAg situation in Ssouth Af’r“i_'_::a ‘and _l
Namibia caused by the policies and practices of apartheid, by the ‘intransigence and
neglect:of the racist régime to .abide by .international law and by its acts of
aggression ‘and destabilization against -n_e_ighb,ouring‘indepgndgpt countries ' one
cannot but call on,all States to refrain from any collaboration with South Africa ..
that might ‘encourage it to continue on its murderous- course. .The Special Committee
against ggattheid.calls on the Security Council once again immediately to impose
comprehens ive. mandatory sanétions under. Chépter VII of the _Ch;r;gr of l‘—‘;t?g;United
Nations.and.appeals .to .the United States and Unitgd K;_ngdgm‘, permanent members ,of,}ﬁ:‘_
the Council, to reconsider their position in the light of the grave situation in
southern Africa and the accumulated evidence of the.past 20 years which irrefutably
shows that those sanctions are the most effective peaceful means of forcing South
Africa to terminate apartheid as well as the illegal occupation of Namibia.

The Special Committee against Agartheid wishes to take this opportunity to
commend the people of South Africa and Némibia, led by their 1liberation movements,
the African National 'Congress of South Africa (ANC), the Pan Africanist Congress of
Azania (PAC) and the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPRO), for their

heroic: struggle against the repression and oppression of the apartheid régime and
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reaffirms its support for their fight for self-determination and liberatibn ahd for
‘their right to use all available means, -including armed sgruggle, in bu:suance of
their noble aspirations. The call of the liberation movements of South Africa and
Namibia for the establishment of united democratic and non-racial SOciéties in
South Africa and Namibia where all the people, irrespective of'race.vcolout or-
ethnic origin, may enjoy equal rights‘is'further proof of the universal and noble
aims of their struggle.

We are at a great historical cbnjuthure; one that offers a challenge and an
opportunity: a chaliénge to strike out fot‘freedom,-ﬁo'let justice reign in
southern Africa, an opportunity to prevent a racial cataclysm and to build racial
hérmony. let is not be said that we allowed‘buf féeble*and myopic interests to
block us from taking up the challénge and utilizing this opportunity. ILet us here
unanimously decide to impose comprehensivé%and méndatofy sanctions against the
pariah régime in Pretoria. ILet us all resolve to adhere to the sanctions, and lef
us all pledge and honour our commitment speedily and peacefully to end the rule of -
apartheid. |

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank .the.Chairman of the

Special Committee against Apartheid for the kind words he addressed to me and to my
country. ‘ |
The next speaker is the representative of Sudan. 'I invite 'him to take a place

at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. ABDOUN (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): Allow me at the outset,
sir, to convey my delegation's congratulations on your assumption of tHe presidency
of the Security Council for this month. I am ‘fully confident thét your diplomatic
skills amply aualify you to preside with wisdom and skill over these meetings.
Also, I cannot fail to express special appreciation to your colleaque, the
?ermanent Representative of Argentina, who presided over the_Council's
V deliberations last month and provided wise leadership throughout his mandate.

Once again the Council has met to consider the question of‘thg Ter;itory of

‘ Némibié, following upon several series of meetings in this Chambgr over the past -
two decadés. This ié a cause that can be clearly characterized byva49a11 to
independenbé and the right to self-determination of a people that has been
struggling against a racist colonial rule for too many long years, ngtwithstanding»
the numerous resolutions adopted by several international forums and‘internatiqna}
and regional organizations.

The justness of'this cause is rooted in the right to self-determination of the
Namibian people which, like any other people that at one time was at the mercy of
foreign'thle, must exercise that right - its right to rule over its oQﬁ affaits{
its right to create its own independent political entity in.accordange'with'the
principles enshrined in international instruments and norms. All peoples that
cherish'fieedom, justice and equality call for the application of these ptinciple;j'

My delegation therefore cannot see any logic that could allow any party to
“hinder the achievehent of these legitimate rights, unless, of course, that party
did not uphold the values and morals of our modern civilization that are based on
justice, equality and majority rule.

While the international community as a whole recognizes these legitimate
rights of the militant people of Namibia, while the international community fully‘

' recognizes that people's right to immediate independehce, as expressed in General
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Assembly résolution 2145 (xxi) of 27 October 1966 and Sécurity Council resolution
435 (1978), as well as in other resolutions adopted by international fbtums, we
find that the racist Pretoria Government persists in ignoring this international
Organization and its reéolutiOns. That régime continues to érocfastinate; it
invokes argumentslwhich, at best, ére spurious and weak, if not simply false.

The Ptetoriavrégime continues to préctise its policy of raéial segregation, or
apartheid, against the Africans and other citizeﬁs in Namibia in the fields of
education, health and social security. fhat régime continues to petpetraté acts of
violation of human rights through arrests and assassinations of the nationalist and
political leaders of thevTérritory; it also depriveé a;l citizens of their civil,
political, economic and social rights. |

| By flouting the resolutions éf the international community and regional
organizations this racist State seeﬁs to create elemehts of instability; it
thrgatens internationa} peace and security by its repeated acts of aggreésibn
agaiqst the front-line Africén States. Al} these aétions are deéigned to
destabiiize the security of these Stétes and to sabotage their development plans.

‘The Pretoria régime continues to ignore the political will of the
ihternational community; it continues tb occupy the Te;ritory Qf Namibia; it
refuses to recognize Namibia's right to éelf-determination; and it practises a
poligy totally rejected by international public opipion; All that would bave been
impossible were ;t not for thé moral support and material assistance provided to
the régime by some States Members of this international Organization. That Support
and assistance comes in various forms - in the military, economic and trade areas.

My countty.deeply regrets suqh cbllaboration between the Government in
Pretoria and some Western States, particulérly those which thrbughOut their history
have tﬁught the principles of the right of peoples to their owﬁ self-determination,

majority rule and: the need for mankind to live in peace.
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We believe that ;hat support aﬁd assistance js South Africa's lifeline. This
is what allows the Government of South Africa‘to defy the intefnational will
calling for the immediate independenée of Namibia, This lifeline is the main
stumbling—block that prevents the Territory from enjoYing its legitimate right to
self-determination. | |

In this context, statisticskshow that four major Westérn Stateé share 43 éer
cent of ‘all exports té South Africa, while they absorb 35 per cent of South
Africa's exports. We must also take into account that foreignbtrade makes- up more
than 63lpet cent of the racist State's gross national product;

What is even more dangerous is the recently confirmed ~ indeed admitted by the
State of Israel - f;ightening degree of close‘collaboration in the military field
between that State and the ?acist minority Government which is basically aimed at
oppressing the African peoples inside South Africa and in ﬁeighbouring African
States. |

On tﬁe other hand, my delegation fully appreciates thé emerginglmovement aﬁéng
the masses in the Western world and the general awareness of‘the rights of thé
Namibian people, especially its right to b;eak the chéins of racist Pretoria's
rule. Hence the Sudan woulé in this forum pgy tribute to the American people,
represented‘in the United States Congress, for the resolution calling for partial
sanctions against South Africa, despite the gaping loopholeS'in it. Furthermore,
we fully appreciate the latest positive phenomenon represented in the contents of a
report of the consultative committee to the United States Secretary of State and
the report of the United States State Department on military co-operation with
South Africa by some. States.

For all those reasons my delegation believes that the Security Coﬁncil bears a
special responsibility to adopt a new, more positive approach against the racist
Pretoria régime so as to force it to beed the will of the international community

8
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and implement those two resolut1ons adopted by the General Assembly in 1966 and by

the Security Council in 1978 We believe ‘that this could be achieved by the
imposition of mandatory comprehensive sanctions, as provided foriin'Chapter VII of

the Chatter.

Whlle we call for the imposition‘of comprehensive econonic sanctions‘hy all
States Members of the 0rganization. We believe that all argumente.advanced'bYliH‘:
those that now provide support and a551stance to SOuth Africa are transparent and
without foundation. R | | | |

Firstly, the appeal not to impoEe'econonic sanctions in ordet to'Spafe the
black populations from hardshlp haa no basis. Thoae:peoples have\been‘suffering'
since the very beginning of the racist occupation; they)haue been deprived of their
legltlmate rights.- Furthernore;'the étates of the’iegion are'experiencing'
instabllity which uas created‘by éouth‘nftica in the\fifattplace. }

Secondly, the argument-that theklmpoaltion of aanctions—would‘merely delay atb
peaceful settlement of the problem and widen the vicious circle of violence and |
terrorlsm is an exercise in procrastinatlon. The main reason for v1olence is the
racist oppression of the Namib1an people. An end to that:oppteaaion would mean an

end to violence and would open the way for peace.
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Thirdly, procrastination in granting self-determination-to the Namibian people
because of the presence of Cuban forces in Angola is simply unacceptable. There is
no connection between the two issues. The former :is an issue of granting
independence to the people of Namibia; the second is an issue of foreign forces in
another,  fully independent and sovereign 'State.' -The Cuban forces are present in
Angola at the wish and invitation of an independent Government. . They came to
Angola many years after the racist occupation of Namibia.: :Such a pretext is.
tantamount to the blackmail of the Western States by Pretoria, which is raising the
spectre of international struggle against”the'East and of' the spread of communism,
particixlarly since that racist State has been unable to advance -any acceptable and .
logical teason for remaining on Namibian territory.

In conclusion, my delegation believes that the international community has
adopted more than enough resolutions calling .for the immediate independence of .
Namibia. - We believe that the independence 6f the oppressed people: of.Namib_ia' is
now directly linked with the strength of the international will and the ability of
the international comuhity to ‘impose compr-éhén’sive and mandatory sanctions against
the racist régime in Pretoria to force it to heed international public opinion, ,andb
join the mainstream of human civilizat{.on in the twentieth-century.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): . I. thank the representative

of Sudan for the kind words he addressed to nie.
The next speaker is the representative of Pakistan, I invite. him to take a
Place at the Council table and to make his statement.

‘Mr. SHAH NAWAZ (Pakistan): Allow me first of‘a]_.l to express my sincere

thanks to you, Mr. ‘President, ‘and to the other members of the Security Council:for
providing me with this opportunity to address the Council and to participate in its
deliberations on the question of Namibia, which remains a matter of grave congern

to the international community. Permit me also to extend to you my warm
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felicitatiohs on your assumption of the presidency of the Council for the month of
April. We feel confident:that in deliberating this impor tant.issue f:he Secur ity
Council will have the benefit of wise guidance and skilled leadefship under your
presidency.

I should also like to take this opportunity-to 'vexpress our deep appreciation:
for the éxcelleﬁt ‘manner - in which Ambassador Marcelo Delpech, the Permanent.
Representative of,Argentiné, presided over the. proceedings of the Council last
month and for the success with which he guided its deliberations. |

My delegation participated in a similar debate some two years ago, but it is
sad to recall that the Security Council could not be persuaded at that time to
adopt a common stand and that another opportunity for effective action was lost.
During these two years we have witnessed a progressive deterioration of the
situation in Namibia - as, indeed, in the whole of southern Africa, where the .
oppressed black people continue to suffer the indignity of Pretoria's racist rule
and the painful burden of its colonial yoke. South Africa's stubborn denial of
human rights in Namibia -and its unrepentant violations of the legitimate rights of
the Namibian people are matched by its policies of aggression and destabilization
against neighbouring front-line States, which result: in the aggravation of tension
and i:bnfl ict and which further delay a negotiated settlement.

In his last report of 31 March 1987 (S/18767) the Secretary~General elaborated
the ‘actions he has taken for the implementation of Security Council
resolutions 435 (1978) and 439 (1978) ‘on the question of Namibia. The
Secretary-General's actions have our whole-hearted support. Sout_;h Africa's
'continuimj obduracy in linking the issue of a negotiated settlement in Namibia with
extraneous issues is a pretext to further put off the day of Namibian
independence. We would do well to :ecall the Secretary-General's statement before

the United Nations Council for ﬁamibia on 9 January this year, when he emphatically
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stated mat South Africa must“be made to realize that the just and legitinate
aspirations of the people of the 'I\erritory cannot continue to be thwarted without
serious detriment to South Africa s own long-term interests and of course, to the‘
peace and stability of the region as a whole. ‘ |

The delay in the resolution of the Namibian question is not caused by tJle
nature of the problem The delay is caused by the tactics employed by the SOuth
African régime to inject East-West considerations into the issue. In defiance of
the wishes of the international ooumunity as repeatedly expressed. in resolutions of
the security Council and the General Assembly the racist régime persists in its
denial of the right of Self-determination to the people of Namibia. Wlth
conscience unstirred by the appalling consequences of its oppress ive and inhuman
policies of Erthei at home, Pretoria moves to impose, unashamedly, the samev{
policies in Namibia, oblivious of the punishment the nemesis of history has in |
store for it. : ) | |

'rwenty-one years ago the United Nations, in a bold assert on 'of the will of |
the international community, terminated the Mandate of SOuth Africa over Namibia
and assumed direct responsibility over the 'rerritory. 'rhe following year it ‘
established the Council for Namibia as the legal Administering Authority, amidst
hopes that the Council would reoeive the co-operation of all the interlocutors for
a purposeful dialogue leading to the exercise of the right of self-determination by
the Namibian people and to their long-awaited independence. Developnents since
then have belied those hopes. On one pretext or another, SOuth Africa has |
attempted to méintain its stranglehold over Namibia through such brutal repressive
measures as the imposition of martial law, dusk-to-dawn cur fews and the
intimidating pres‘ence of 100, 000 South African forces. Added to that is the threat
of an interim government propped up by South African bayonets and ready to declare

independence unjlaterally. Moves are also afoot to incorporate the strategically
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impor tant walvis Bay into South Africa, in flagrant violation:ofjthe unity“and
territorial integrity of Namibia. | | O - :

Inside Namibia the.population continues to be subjected’to intolerable
degradations; Torture killings and terror are rampant but the sp1r1t of the
people of Namibia remains unbroken and their will to freedom unshaken. bIt is to
the credlt of theNamibian people and the1r representative organization, the South
West Africa People's Organization (SWAIO), that, despite the sufferings and -
outrages to which they are subjected they have explored with patience, courage and
forbearance every oppor tunity to arrive at a peaceful and negotiated settlement.

Followmg the agreement reached on the electoral system in Noven'ber 1985, all
outstanding issues relevant to the United Nations Plan have been resolved. in
February last year President Sam Nujoma asked the United Nations Secretary-General |
to initiate oontacts with South Africa to press for a cease-fire and for the o
over-all 1mplementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) without further
delay. South Africa s‘conditioned reflex was to‘raise the 1rre1evant 1ssue‘of the
Cuban presence in Angola, which was firmly rejected by the Secretary—General. In.
his report of 31 March 1987, the Secretary~General says- o .

‘This linkage pre—condition, which dates back to 1982, now constitutes the"

only obstacle to the implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia. l

‘do not recognize the validity of the linkage pre—condition, nor can I accept

it as a pretext to delay any further the mdependence of Namibia.” (S/18767

para. 32)

PR

We are gathered here not to be content with debating an issue which has seen
endless debates, nor merely to seek satisfaction frorn an exchange of views on a
problem which has been overwhelmed by exchanges. We are gathered to ensure that

the Security Council fulfils its primary responsibility for the maintenance of
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international peace and security and prev'en”t's‘t’:'he situation from deteriorating
fu‘rt'h'er.‘;( 'Thé Seét'lritﬁ? Council is expevcvted to Aéa:ke v‘v'h'a‘té{rex‘:‘ measures are riecesSary

to ccmpél south Africa to abide by the wishes of the international community.
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The Security Co'uncii has been convened to cqnsi_.det the question of Namibia, in
response to the call made by the United Nations __G:er_x‘gra],‘Asse‘np],y Aat its fourteenth
special session{ and the earl_ier call gf‘ the Eighth Summit of tpe Non-Alligned‘
Movement in Harare urging the United Nations to redress the intolerable and
unacceptable situation which continues to persist in Namibia. It can do so byr
adopting the draft resolution before it, which in its essence demands full respect
for the principles and precepts enshrined in the United Nations Charter and
compliance with the pronouncements, declarations and fesolutions of our
Organization, including those of the Security Council itself, in dealing with the
question of Namibia. |

The draft resolution c¢alls upon the Security Council to impose comprehensive
mandétory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter; it calls upon all States to assist effectively in the implementation of
this draft resolution and other Security Council resolutions relating to Namibia in
conformity with Article 25 of the Charter. It also calls upon the specialized
agencies to ehsute the effective implementation of the present draft resolution and
all other relevant Security Council and General Assembly resolutions on Namibia.

It is our earnest‘hope that, in voting on the draft resolution in document
S/18785, now before the Council, members of the Council will be guided solely by
their commitment to the cause of freedom for the people of Namibia and adopt it
unanimously. |

Pakistan has always advocated the application of comprehensive mandatory
sanctions in order to ensure peacefhl change in southern Africa and has suggested
that a deadline be set for Namibié's independenqé. Pakistan salutes the heroic
struggle of the people of Namibia and remains committed to supporting unreservedly

their right of self-determination. The c;ourage, sagacity and patience with which
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President Samﬂ'Nujoma ﬁas steered the struggle of the Nainib,ian people deserve our
respect ana tribute. | V

We aré particularl;happy to have among us Mr Thed-éen Gdtiravb,'r' Secretary of
Foréigﬁ Affairs 6f‘thé South West African Pédple"s organization, whose statément
be'forebthe Council was most instructive. My delegation would request him to convey
to the.’peo'ple of Namibia and their sole and authentic representative, i':heb Sou th
West Africa People's Organization (SWAFO), the unfailing and resolute éupport of
the Govérnmént and >peop:1e, 6f Pakistan in their just étruggle for self~determination

and independence.

The PRESIbENTl (intetpi:etation from French): I thank the répresentativ;e
of pakistan for the kind words he addressed to me. |
The"next“ speaker is the representative of India. I invite him to take a place
at the Cém;ncil table and to make his statement.

Mr. DASGUPTA (India): Mr. President, you have begun your tenure as

President of the Security Council with an issue whose length and freqi:ency of |
debai:é in 'this’fo-n"um have not'méde it less topical or léss painful. The
distinctibh of your> personal qualities and tbe'depth of your diplorfnatic exp’etiéﬁée
are known to all of us. We look towards you for guidance in the efforts of th"ié
Council té address time" pr‘oblebm before it. I should like to express ‘my personél
appreciation to you"for givihg me the opportunity to speak this evening.

May I also pay tribute to His Excellency Ambassador Delpech o‘f'Ar‘gentinav for
the leadership with which he .provided the Council last month. - o

I should like to express my delegation's appreciation to our SectetarQ—Gé;léral
for the réport he has presented in document S/18767 of 31 March. The
Secretary-General has ‘shared with us the characteristi'cally‘ inténs ive and

putposefﬁl“manner in which he hvas tried to make possible the implementation of“
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Security Council resolutlons 435 (1978) .and 439 (1978) through discussions with |
partles concerned. we snare the Secretary—General's regret tnat South Africa's
proposals in regard to Namibia run counter to relevant Secuuty Councll deciSJ.ons |
and that what now constitutes the only obstacle to the 1mplementation of the United;
Nations plan for Namibla is a separate mtter to be dealt witn_‘by_those \d'i.rectly_'
concerned acting w:.thin their soverelgn competence. ‘ R R
I should also llke to refer to the notable work of the Unlted Nations Counc11

for Namibia, which will this year mark the twentieth annlversary of 1ts )
establishment as tne legal Adminlstering‘authority for tnevTerrltory_untll its
independenoe. Under the presidency of myéfriend and‘rcolleagu‘e‘;moassadori_Zuze,of
Zambia, the COuncil and its secretariat_haveﬁdone their utmost tojar‘ous'e‘ the
international conscience and give the people of Namioia access to their right to be
free and to inde_pendence uithﬂdignity and nonour. |

The United;t:iations was‘__fo_unded_ on ard_eteﬂrminati_on to save"’shucceedinéw_
generations from.tne‘scourgejof yar.ﬁiAggression, brutalfty andvconflict FOOFiQQ?w
in Namibia. Its occupied territory is used:as a‘basenfor war yitnin and war
without,A Can this Concil.renaln passive?

Tb?_U“it9d4N3¢iQ“§ was founded on a determination to reaffirm faitn in
fundamental human‘rlghtsrandAin the dignity andeortnrof the human person.
A soclety crafted on oolour is:allowed to perpetuategitself in Namlbia;uand false
promises are offered to a subjugated people to prolcng”theirbcaptluity. Can this
Council remain passxve? B .

The United Natxons was founded‘on a determ1nat10n to‘establrsh condrt1ons

under which Justxce and respect for the obligatmns ar1sing from treatres and other_

sources of mterna_txonal law can be maintained. A member State of thls bodyv
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continues to mock and to destroy every  tenet of 5uman decency, which it ié expected
to uphold by virtue of its adherence to the. Charter. Can this Council remain
passive? | |

The United Nations was founded on a determination to promote social progress
and better standards of life in larger freedom. When a}pati»ori wilfully devp»]‘.ete.s
the res_oqtcés and the economy of another to impoverish its people and its future,
to cripple the very worth of national life, can this,Council temgin: pass ive?

We could have seen all this only too clearly too lopg ago. In quenbe,r 1946,
Field Marshal Smuts told the Fourth Committee of the General Assembly that }

"the integration of South West Africa with the Union of south Africa would be

mainly a formal recognition of a unity that already existed. The wishes of

the European population had been expressed through the norma; democratic .

channel. The wishes of the natives have been asg:er;ained in an equally -

democratic but rather different form, with due regard to their differing
tribal organizations and custéms."

Smuts may well have got away with this arrogant falsehood, but he was
challenged by the delegation of a people that had already broken trade relations
with South Africa and who had jusi; established a national Government in preparation
for their own independence. 1India has consistently afgded that it is only the
complete isolation of the racist régime in South Africa that will bring home to it
the will of the international community. Comprehensive mandatory sanctions are the
means to this isblation. We hope that at this meeting the Security Council will
take adequate action in the form of an effective résoluti.on.

Sixteen months have passed since Namibia was last discussed here. On that.
occasion we failed to adopt a resolution. Five mmths before that,
resolution 566 (1985) had been adopted. Allow me to recall operative paragraph 13

of that resolution, which was formulated after considerable discussion among
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members of the Council, Of which India was one, and in conformity with the vspirit
of consensus which the non-aligned members of the Council had hoped would drive our
point home to Pretoria., The Security Council strongly warned South .Aftica tha£
failure to co-operate fully with the ‘Sécurity Council and the Secretary-General in
the mplementation ‘of resolution 566 (1985) would compel the Council to meet™
forthwith to consider the adoption ébf“'a’ppropr' jate measures under the United Nations
Char ter, ihciu‘aivn"‘g" under Chapter VII.  Resolution 566 (1985) demanded that the -
racist régime Of South Africa immediately rescind its illegal and unilateral action
of installing a so-called interim government in Namibia. South Africa has not done
so. ‘The Secutity Council had mandated itself to meet and consider ‘the very
measures it had warned SOuth Africa it would consider adopting. ' This meeting has
not come a day too soon. What 'is left is to see how good is thé faith which

resolution 566 (1985) was ‘thought to collectively represent. '
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On 1 April the so-called interim government established its own national
intelligence service. The puppet régime has already announced plans to set up
ministries of international co-operation and development and a ministry of

security. The legitimacy of this 1nterim government has been negated not only by

o
. i

international resolutions but by the people of Namibia themselves. _ A year ago, a_

group of political parties, religious leaders and other public organizations in the

7

Territory issued the Ai Gams declaration, rejecting the so-called transitional
government as unelected, unmandated and preserved in power only by the sheer brute
force of the occupiers of Namibia. The chaos within that so-called government

itself 1s evident from the threat by menbers of the National Party within it to

o

take it to court if any plans to desegregate schools in Namibia in the current year

were impl emen ted

ol

Bven as the puppet régime continues to flounder in Windhoek South Africa is

reported to have decided earlier this year to create a regional service council in
Walvis Bay within its Cape Province. It is expected to become operational in

July. Pretoria s plans for the dismenberment of Namibia continue.

Ty v I - e

Reports testify not only to the savagery of the occupying regime in Namibia
but to its utterly callous disregard for human life. The Namibian WOmen s Voice

has made the Specific allegation that black Namibian women of all child-bearing

A Vv
ages are being injected with a particular birth control substance which, medical

reports have shown, causes liver and brain tumours in infants. This drug, studies
have shown, also has been found ‘to cause cancer’ 1n several instances. The Namibian
Women's Voice has pointed out that this drug is not administered in segregated
health facilities for white women. It has been described as a silent war to kill

and curb the growth of the African population, and quite simply as genocide.
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We have also aeen reports in the Namibian press itself about the banned locust
poison used by South Afrlca in Namibia wlth four tons having been sprayed over a
principal centre of meat productlon, .mfectmg the produce.

The angulsh of the people of Namibla has been mrrored m nu’:nerous‘docnme‘nts
and in mch teabimony. ‘A“f‘ew monthsago, in an Openlletter toht.:ne"self-stylbec'l
M1n1ster of Justice, the Namibia Committee of Parents dnarged- |

"We see tne actions of ‘the pohce and provowtcrs as the ‘denial of basxc

rights of tne Namibians. For tne past 100 years, the status of the life of a

Nam1b1an bas not changed one 1ota. A A ..

Allow me to corroborate this w1th an analysm Whlch comes not from a Namibian

organization but from a publicatlon in Soutn Africa 1tse1f, the Fmancial Ma11°
B "For most black Namiblans, daily 11fe is st111 a struggle for surv1val
A recent survey put the unemployed above 50 per cent of the labour force in
“‘urban areas, with 60 per cent of 'tnoae employeé'earning far below the pover ty
" line. | |
-vschool'sx ‘are hopelessly overcr.ov;oed and tn..emnousingz snortagev is sé{}efé.'
Medical serv1ces are inadequate and more than half the populatmn has been
'dlsplaced by the war in the north where normal soc1a1 11fe has been d:.srupted
by the dusk—to-dawn cur few. | | | -
- "The trans:.tional government of national unlty, wm.ch was ‘mstalled. by
'.Sonth Afrlca in June 1985 has suffered from a pronounced lack of pohucal
'legiumacy smoe its inception. The six partles formlng the 'I‘GNU have not

been able to agree on any pol1cy which can solve the mult:.ple crises affectmg

this country.
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But it is not as if these truths had only suddenly' become self-evident, They
have been before the international community since the very inceptionh of this
international Organization, had we but had the courage to recognize them. For too
long have we _soqgh,,t to substitute the leisure of quiet diplomacy for the concert of
united action., Private assurances are no compensation for public inaction. There
is the apocryphal story of a businesé firm which continued to export t;affié lights
to South Africa on the premiée that it was sending signals to the Pretoria régime.
Iet the Security Counc¢il not be placéd in a similar position of ineffectiveness,
inadequacy and indecision.

Rﬁrely has so.much: professed concern yielded so little purpose, There is talk
of preparing for independence a nation whose history, culture and 'determination .
could well match those of many nations that are free today and that have enjoye__d
their freedom with wisdom and maturity, and without the grace of a preparation time
sanctioned from outside. SWAPO has stated that imperialism is what 1s,tott’enat-
the heart of the problém. The people of Namibia, led by their sole authentic
repr.esentatiVe, will stem that rot - with their blood if need be. This Council can
do so with its endorsement of one piece of paper.

Prime Minister Indira Gandhi once recalled how when returning to India from
England in 1941 her ship was diverted to Durban. In the week she was:tt.iere,
General Smuts made his single telling remark, that the colour of a person's skin-
was his passport., The htitﬁde' we have shown Smuts and his successors has given
South Africa another i:assport: a passport to commit aggression, a passport to
- occupy, a passport to plunder and a passport to this institution, where the chasm
between wotd'énd action, between fact and intention, is revealed. This Council

concurred in resolution 435 (1978); it could not be seen to oppose its pri‘nci‘pl_e;.
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Our Secretaty—deneral has told us time and time again that every issue
relating to resolution 435 (1978) is in place. Will this Council now shy away from
its responsibility to ensure that issues irrelevant to resolution 435' (1978) not be
allowed to defer its implementation, to ensure that parties who by their own
profession have a commitment to resolution 435 (1978) not be allowed to circumvent
it for their own intérests, and to ensure that the international community speak in
the language that the outlaw of the twentieth century will understand?

' The outlaw's intentions are clear: they require no reading between the lines,
for the lines themselves are sinister and coloured in the ar'rogance and hate which
the people of South Africa and Namibia have long been accustomed to but which this
Council has yet to resolve to confront directly. It is clear that South Africa
intends its ventriloquist's dummy in Namibia to manoeuvre its way into a unilateral
declaration of independence. That would be a declaration bereft of legitinaéy of
popular sanétion, a declaration drafted under the direct tutelage of Pretoria, and
a unilateral declaration of independence from the bar of the world's conscience and '
from the repository of that conscience, the United Nations.

In their statements before this Council, the representatives of Angola ;nd
SWAPO reaffirmed theic‘ readiness for direct negotiations with Pretoria. Why is
this offer not accepted? Is it only because Pretoria has nothing to say which will
stand the scrutiny of detailed discussion, or is it because Pi:etoria has learned
through history that a' domes tically dispensable régime can survive if it proves
itself indispensable to some people abroad?

In the address of the Secretary of External Relations of SWAPO, the eloquent
voice of the people of Namibia was heard. It is a voice we must heed, for it is we
who, as the Charter reminds us, are determined "to practice tolerance and live
together in peace with one another as good neighbours, and to unite our strength to

maintain international peace and security".
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):

I thank the representative
of India for the kind words he addressed to me.

In view of the lateness of the hour, I intend to adjourn the meeting now.
With the concurrence of the members of the Council, the next meeting of the

Security Council to continue consideration of the item on the agenda will take

place tomorrow, Wednesday, 8 April 1987, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting rose at 6,30 p.m,




