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The meeting was called to order at 11.10 a.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 NATIOIB ADDRESSED '10 THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY QOUNCIL (S/18765)

LETTER DATED 31 MARCH 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF zIMBABWE TO
THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY CODUNCIL (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, Barbados, Burkina Faso, Canada,
Cuba, Egypt, the German Democratic Republic, India, Jamaica, Kuwait, Mexico,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Peru, Qatar, Senegal, South Africa, Togo,:
Turkey, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repubilc,. Yugoslavia a:_u_:l 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), MrinderFigueiredo (Angola); 'gaine"Ni'ta Barrow: '(B'atbados)v, Mr ., Ouedraogo

(Burkina Faso), Mr. Laberge (Canada), Mr. Oramas Oliva (Cuba); Mr. Badawi (Egypt),

Mr. Ott (German Demociatic Republic),"-ur’."nasgupta- {India), -Mr."éarnett (Jamaica),

Mr. Abulhasan- (Ruwait), Mr. ‘ Moya Palencia (Mexico), Mr. Bennouna Louridi (Morocco),

Mr. Dos Santos (Mozambique), Miss Astorga Gadea (Nicaraqua), Mr. Shah Nawaz

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

Mr. Manley (South Africa), Mr. Rouassi (Togo), Mr. Turkmen (Turkey), Mr. Oudovenko

(Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist Republic), Mr. Pejic (Yugoslavia) and Mr. Mudenge

(Zimbabwe) took the places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber,
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The PRESIDENT (intérpretation from French): 1In 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. Zuze (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): 1In 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.

" - The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):. . I should like to inform

members of the Council that I have received letters. from. the representatives of.
Banéladesh, Gabon, Nigg:ig,;§siiLanF?f7&he Sudan, Tunisia and viet Nam, in which
they request to be invited to participate. in ﬁhg discussion of the i£em on the
Council's agenda. In accordance’with»thewusual practice, I propose, with the
consent of the Council, to inyite‘those:representatives.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 procedure.

There beingbnq objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Mohiuddin (Bangladesh), Mr. Biffot.

(Gabon),:Mr. Garba (Nigeria), Mr. Wijewardane (Sri Lanka), Mr. Abdoun (Sudan),

Mr. Mestiri (Tunisia) and Mr. Bui Xuan Nhat (Viet Nam) took the places reserved for

them at the side of the Council Chamber.




JSM/gb S/PV.2742
4

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I should like to inform

members of the Security Cduncil that I have réceived a letter dated 6 April 1987
from the Chairman of the Special Committee against Apartheid, which reads as
follows:

"I have the honour to request the United Nations Security Council to
permit me to participate in my capacity as Chairman of the Special Committee
against Apartheid, under the provisions of rule 39 of the Security Council's
provisional rules of ptocedure,-in‘the Security Council's consideration of the
item "The situation in Namibia®.

On previous occasions, the Security Council has extended invitations to
representatives of other United Nations bodies in connection with the consideration
of matters on its agenda. In accordance with past practice in this matter, I
propose that the Council extend an invitation undeer rule 39 of its provisional
rules of procedure to the Chairman of the Special Committee against Apartheid.

There being no objection, it is so decided.

The Securigy Cpuncil will now resume its consideration of the item on its
agenda.

The first speaker on my list is the representative of Nicaragua. I invite her
to take a place at the Council table and to make her statement.

Miss ASTORGA GADEA (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): I

congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of thé Council presidency for the month
of April. Your skill and éXperience are a quarantee of the success of our work.
My congratulations go also to our Latin American colleague,

Ambassador Marcelo Delpech of the sister Republic of Argentina, who, with his

characteristic wisdom, conducted the Council's proceedings last month.
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{Miss Astorga Gadea, Nicaragua)

all along the difficult path of civilization, mankind has shown its ability to
survive by making majorvsacrifices. It has overcome various systems and tragic
periods in its history. However, in South Africa and Namibia, the course of
history seems to have stopped. Not only has civilization, justice, democracy and
equality not penetrated that countky, but South Africa has, in fact, become the
last stronghold of what remains the most shameful period in the history of
mankind. In South Africa and Namibia we find during the same period of history
everything from slavery and feudalism tb colonialism, fascism, neo-colonization,
apartheid and, finally, imperialism. On the other hand, chapters featuring
heroism, courage and resistance haye also been written in the struggle of the
péoples of South Africa and Namibia to free themselves from injustice and to win
back their inalienable rights.

The origins of South African policy towards Namibia go back to the military
occupation in 1915 of what was then knqwn,as German South West Africa. The
Versailles Conference of 1919 gave South Africa the Mandate over Namibia. Only two
years later the then Prime Minister, General Smuts, said:

"The Mandate over South West Africa is nothing more than an annexation which

gives us so much sovereignty that we need not ask for anything more."”

In 1964, South Africa implemented the recommendations of the infamous Odendaal
Commission and_proceeded to the bantustanization of Namibia.

In 1970, in resolution 284 (1970), the Security Council declared South
Africa's occupation of Namibia illegal, and this was ratified by the International
-Court of Justice in 1971. Sixteen years later, despite resolution 435 (1978),
South Africa and its powerful allies continued to usurp the legitimate rights of

the Namibian people.
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(Miss Astorga Gadea, Nicaragua)

-Throughout all that time, the struggle of the Namibian people and the
international community, to liberate the Territory haé beeﬁ thwarted by the
arrogant determination of South Africa and its allies to perpeﬁuate colonialism.
This intolerable situation must ‘not be allowed to continue.

The consequences of South Africa's unlawful occupation of Namibia go far
beyond the untold suffering that this brutal occupation has visiﬁed on thé Namibian
people. South Africa has made Namibia a keystone of:its policy of regional
destabilization which Botha has dubbeéd “"total strategy”.

Although Namibia has been a'colonigl Territory of South Africa for the last
70 years, and Pretoria has abandoned its original:aspiration of annexing the
‘Territory of Namibia as the fifth South African province, South Africa's present .
strategy is to make Namibia an integral part not of it# national policy but of its
regional policy. Occupied Namibiafhas%been used by South Africa as a staging area

for its attacks designed to:destabilize ‘the front-line States.-
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(Miss Astorga Gadea, Nicaragua)

Since the end of the last decade, and more significantly since the adoption of
resolution 435 (1978), aware that a neo-colonialwsolution of the Rhodesian.
sSmith-Muzorewa kind was no longer'viable in Namibia, South Africa has created a
military and economic structure designed not only to perpetuate the Territory's
occupation but also to bring about future destabilization of an independent
Namibia. South Africa also intends to bring about the regional destabilization of
all of southern Africa - assuming, of course, that Namibian independence cémes
about prior to the eiiminaﬁion,of the apartheid régime.

In 1980 South Africa created what was known as the South West Africa .
Territorial Force (SWATF) to étoject the image that in Namibia there was a
"legitimate Namibian force" that would not be affected by resolution 435 (1978).
That so—cailed Territorial Force, made up of Namibians recruited by force, was
nothing but an occupying‘force. ‘It was organized, trained, led, financed and
equipped by the South African Defence Forées:(SADF).~ South Africa claims that the
members of that "Territorial Force" have become future Namibian contcas.

Clear examples of similar processes are the mercenary forces of RENAMO in ‘
Mozambique and UNITA in Angola, which, guided by Pretoria and Washington, carry out
. terrorist acfivities against fraternal countries,

It is not by chance that Nicaragua is participating in this debate. It is a
consequence of our érinciples and the history of our struggle. That historic
'process strengthens our bonds with the Namibian peoﬁle and with the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their sole legitimate representative.

South Afriéan manoeﬁvres to maintain its domination and exploitation of
Namibia have affected all aspects of Namibian society. In that Territory the same
laws of tribal and racial segregation appligd by apartheid in South Africa have

been used. Indeed, they are even worse in Namibia. 1In addition, although the
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incom; and living standards of whites in South Africa are 10 times higher than.
those of blacks, in Namibia the ratio is twenty to one.

South Africa has also distorted the Ngmibian economy and adapted it to the
needs of outside interests. Today the corporate affiliates of more than
200 American, South African and other Western firms are unlawfully and pitilessly
exploiting Namibia's natural resources, reaping huge profits 'and usurping the
wealth of its impoverished inhabitants.

Similérly,.to perpetuate their control and exploitation of Namibia, in
June 1985 South Africa set up a puppet government in the service of Pretoria that
has earned condemnation and repudiation by the entire internationai community, as
expressed in resolution 566 (1985) of this Council. In its most recent effort,
‘South Africa has tried to give that "provisional government®™ alleged jurisdiction
over internal security and foreign affairs. - ‘

Another manceuvre to prolong injustice in Namibia is the repudiated doctrine
of "linkage" -~ a product of the same mindé that designed and initiated the policy
of "constructive engagement”.

As regards the linking of Namibian independence and the withdrawal of Cuban
troops from Angola, may I bring to the attentibn of the Council the‘
Secretary-General's report of‘31 March 1987, which’states: -

'Tﬁis linkage pre-condition, which dates back to 1982, now constitutes the

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

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

it as a pretext to delay any further the independence of Namibia. -The
preseﬁce of Cuban troops in Angola is a separate matter, to be dealt Qith by
those directly concerned acting within their'sovereign co?petence.'

(s/18767, para. 32)
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Exploitation ané colonialism are evils with a common origin, and therefore the
struggle for Namibian independence‘is indissolubly linked with the struggle for the
elimination of apartheid. |

We have not the slightest doubt that the Namibian people will throw off the
colonial yoke imposed by Pretoria. As Eliaser Tuhadeleni, a Namibian labodr
leader, has said: |

| "The struggle with South Africa is a most unequal one. 1 have’sgen the
power of the South Africans, but just as David killed Goliath becausé iight
was on his side, we Namibians will win out too, because right is on ouriside.'

. Through the Security Council, the international community haé a auty to
respond to the struggle of the oppressed people of Namibia by imposing
comprehensive_mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter té put an’end to
thgir matrydbm and speedily bring about their total independence. |

At the same time, whilé imposing sanctions on Pretoria, the.internatibnél
community must as a matter of urgency expand bilateral economic‘co—operation,
including the front-line countries, and increase co-operation with the Sbutﬁern -
Africgp Development Co~ordination Conference (SADCC). Similariy the interﬁational
community must give full support to the recently created African ?und fof> |
Non;Aligned Coun;:ies, which is now being co-ordinated by Prime Minister Ghandi of
India.

- We should now like to quote what was stated in 1971 in the Manifestovof ﬁhe
Youth League of SWAPO, which expresses the spirit of the struggle of‘each Namibian
and is still valid today:

"We are working for solidarity, freedom and justice. We have nothing to
lose except our suffering.”

We know it is just a matter of time. SWAPO will win out in thé end, As our

national hero, Sandino, said, "Our causes are just; therefore they will triumph”.
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puring a recent visit to Nicaragua by the President of SWAPO, Sam Nujoma, the
Government of Nicaragua awarded him the Carlos Fonseca Order. It was a tribute by
£he Nicaraguan people to the just‘sttuggle‘of"the'Namibian‘people and the tireless
effotts ovaujoma and SWAPO to achieve independence, self—detefminatioh and-justice
in ihat p$f£ of the world. It was also a token of our unshakable solidarity wigh
the people of Namibia and with SWAPO, their sole, legitimate representative.

The entire world anxiously“awaigs the vote that is to ‘take placé in this
Council. We wonder whether the Security Council will this time fulfil its
obligatiéns, or whether it will once again be bound by the veto of those are trying
to perpetuate injustice.

All'ménkind‘&onders whether South Africa will continue to act with impunity;
with the connivance of certain members of this Council. All mankind wonders
whether in the end there will prevail the interests of the transnational
corporations or those of millions of humble, simple human béings whose only demand

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

of Nicaragua for the kind words she addressed to me.

The next speaker is His Excellency Mr. Tesfaye Tadesse, (;hairman of the
Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implemen.taﬁlt;ion of the
Declaration on the Graxjxtipg of Independence to Colonial Countrigs: and Peoples. I
invite him to take a place at the Cognc‘if_l table andr to make h/is vs?t,at_e‘meni':.. .

Mr ., TADESSE (Ethi_qpia), ‘C.hai_.r.man_oil:' the Special Committge on t;hg\
Situation wit;h _;eéard to the _Implementation of the Declaration on the rqrgntinglg‘f.
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples (Special Committee of 24): On
behalf of the Special Committee on the Situation with regard»fzo };he mggmgntgtipn N
of tbe Declaration on the G;anting;of:Indt.-:-pendence to Colonial Countr ies?_k ér?d; -
Peoples, I wish to express my sincerg appteciation for this opppr}:mity ‘t_q )a;}d;ess |
the Security Council in connection ‘w,itnlits‘ consideration of the c;;}tigal situation
with which our Organization is confronted in respect _oflnamib'}a:_ N

I should like also to say, Sir, how happy and gratified I am to see you
presiding over the Council on this occasion. I am confident that with your well
known diplomatic skills and your commitment to the cause of decolonization you will
iead the Council's deliberations to a successful conclusion.

I wish also to convey the appreciation of the Special Comrﬁittee to your
predecessor, Ambassador Delpech of Argentina, for the effective manner in which he
conducted the business before the Council during the mont;h of March,

This series of meetings of the Security Council immediately following the
Council's consideration in February of a closely related question reflects the
mounting concern and deep sense of frustration shafed by the international
community at the protracted delay in taking effective measures to eliminate a
situation which is seriously threatening j.nternational peace and security. As we

meet here today to address ourselves to the question of Namibia, the prospect
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of an acceptable solution appears to be as remote as ever, while the funQamental
rights of millions of Africans in the region continue to be trampled upon with
impunity.

The racist régime of South Africa, supported by its allies, defiantly
continues to demonstrate both in its policies and in its deeds its open contempt
for the United Nations and the-goal of Namibian .independence. All evidence
indicates that the Pretoria régime has been deceitful all along while .ppetending to
participate in negotiations inv'_good faith, A sense of justice dictatesj,that this
must not be allowed to continue. It is therefore high rti“me._that the racist
régime's open defiance of the true aspirations of the Namibian people and its
blaitant disregard for the will of the international community were brought to an
end. -

Guided by its .ma,ndaté to ensure that the peoples of colonial Territories and
comtries are enabled to exercise their right to self-determination and
independence, t-: S‘:;;eciai Commi ttee of 24 has given high priority to t:.pe impoxy:‘tgnt,
question of the decolonization of Namibia. The poéition of the Special Committee
on the question of Namibia is set out in no uncertain terms in a nunber of
decisions it has adopted on this and other, related questions concerning the .
situation in southern Africa.

In brief, the Special Committee, first and foremost, holds the apartheid ;..
régime accountable for the creation of a situation which}seriqusl&igh;eatensjJ
intetnational peace and security. The Committee strongly condemns South Africa's
persistent non-compliance with and violation of United Nations resolutions and
decisions, its ruthless resart to acts of subversion and destabilization against
neighbouring States, and its continued manoceuvres to subvert the implementation of

resolution 435 (1978).
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The Speciiai Commiftee categorically rejects and denounces -all manoeuvres by .
South Africa to bring about a sham independence in Namibia through fraudulent
's&\emes including the establishment of a so-called interim government which is
designed to petpéwate South Africa's domination and exploitation. ''In this regard,
the Special Committee condemns and rejects the policy of "linkage", which has
Clearly emboldened the apartheid régime to intensify further its repression of the
- peoples of Namibia and South Africa.

The Special Committee is convinced that any political solution to the Namibian
situation must be based on the immediate and unconditional termination of South
Africa's illegal occupation of the Territory, the withdrawal of “its armed forces,
and the free and unfettered exercise by the Namibian people of its inalienable
right to self-determination and independence in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV). The Committee calls for the immediate implementation of
Security .Counciill resolution 435 (1978) without modi fication, qualification or
pre-é‘éndi tions.

We are well aware that the Security Council has béen ‘prev‘en't‘ed from
discharging it's"reSponsibilities effectively, owing to the negative votes cast by
certain Western members. As recently as last February, when the Council met to
condemn the policies of the apartheid régime in South Africa, the call for
sanctions was similarly thwarted for the same reason. The Special Committee hopes
that during its current series of mee tings the Security Council will be able to -

respond positively to the overwhelming demand of the international community in

that régard .
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South Africa's continuing defiance of the will of the international community
underscores the validity of the position of the Special Committee, which is based
on its stréng conviction that the United Nations is duty-bound to do everything
possible to terminate South Africa's illegal occupation of Namibia. Indeed, all
that has happened since the adoption of Secufity‘Cohhcil resolution 435 (1978)
reveals a consistent and calculated policy of dissemblance. and delay - in short, a
policy of fraud. There has been no progress whatsoever in the implementation of
resolution 435 (1978), while on thé other hand the minority régime of Pretoria has
continued to consolidate its illegal presence in Namibia.

The repeated attempts to bring about an independent, stable, self-goverhing,
democratic Namibia by iexercise of reason, through negotiations at an international
level, have been ignored and, worse yef., ridiculed by the racist régime, as amply
demonstrated by that régime's repeated acts of aggression against neighbouring
African States. There cannot be, therefore, any ground for further equivocation on
the part of anyone in the application of méasures under Chapter VII of the
Charter. At the same time, measures must be adopted Qithout delay to extend all
possible assistance to the struggling people of Namibia under the leade;ship of
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFO).

On behalf of the members of the Special Committee, I wish to express the hope
that the Council, at this sitting, will be able in unity to reiterate its
irrevocable commitment and resolve to implement resclution 435 (1978) and to

request the Secretary-General to proceed forthwith to take all measures necessary

to give effect to the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia.
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Before concluding, I wish to express my deep appreciation to States members of |
the Non-Aligned Movement and the Organization of African Unity for having taken the
important initiative of calling for this series of Council meetings on the |
situation in Namibia.

I wish to express the hope that the decision adopted by the Council during
this series of meetings will prove to be a decisive factor in restoring tp the

people of Namibia their long-denied human dignity and freedom.
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‘The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the Chairman of the
Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implemenfation of the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and éeoples for
the kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. ZUZE (zémbia): I wish on behalf of the delegation of Zambia to
congratulate you most sincerely, Sir, on your assumption of the office of President
of the Security Council. You represent a country whicg is firmly committed not
only to the independence of Namibia but also to the total eradication of the evil
system of apartheid and ﬁhe abolition of colonialism in all its forms and
manifestations. We in the delegation of Zambia are confident that under your
skilfulrstewardship our deliberations on this important subject will be brought to
a successful conclusion. | ) | |

May I also pay a deserving tribute to my brother ané colleague Ambassador
Marcelo Delpech of Argentina for the able manner in which he handled the work of
the Council during the month of March. His personal commitment énd that of his
country to the ‘1ibePation of Namibia is a great source of inspiration to my
delegation. We cannot but commend him for his tireless efforts.

Our deep~rooted faith in the United Na;ions and in particular the Security
Council, which the founding fathers of our Organization, in their w;sdom, chargéd
with the primary responsibility for maintaining international peace énd securiﬁy.
has once again prompted us to seek justice and fair play from this body in teéard
to the long-delayed independenqe of Namibia. The Secretary for External Rglati;ns
of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO);ny. Ben Gurirab, in hié
important, inspiring and lucid statement before the Coﬁncil expressed, inter éiia,
SWAPO's expectations from this series of meetings. They afe expectations baséé on

SWAPO's faith in the Security Council as the only arbiter on this vexing issue.
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The issﬁe of Namibia has been chéracterizedvover decades by words - too many
words; by committees, appeals, judgéments‘and frustrated decisions. I know of no
parallel in history for the theft and rape of such a large portion of a continent.
Nowhere will we find, since nations began to consult each other, anything to equal
South Africa‘s snub to the world. There is no other, comparable rejection of any
United Nations resolution. There has been no other, equal rejection of a decision
by the International Court of iusticé. And today, 21 years after the General
Assembly ferminated South Africa's Mandate and ordered if to wifhdraw from Namibia,
we are met to discuss thev“Namibia question®.

Is this noﬁ a most éxtraordinary étate of affairs? We would be forgiven if we
thought that; despite every civilized method and instruction and appeal, nothing
had happened and that our deliberations and words in the Sécurity Council were
pointless. Perhaps we éhould all go home. We‘must ask ourselves seriously what it
is that we are doing here. We can say‘more, we can write more. More resolutions,
more discussibns,_mére paper circuléting: ‘is that not truly an'hdnest statement of
the situation?

I apologize for béing in a mood of despair, As‘a young man, I was impressed
by a motto which I have tried to keep in the forefront of my mind: "There are no
préblems without solutions".

” We all know the problem. But whd among us today will stand up and offer a
soluéion? And by "solution®™ I mean a state of’affairs where sddth Africa is made
to a;it Namibiﬁ ahé the Namibian pééple'inhefit their Gdd-given right to control
the‘déstiny df their land. Anything short of that is not a solution at all. It
can 5e an idea, é recommendation, a thought worth pursuing, worth lobbying for,

wInttansigency, bigotry, obstinacy, greed must be overcome. We cannot approach
the fﬁenty-first century still debatiﬁgAthis isgue. We must have within the near

future - not only in our children's future ~ an end to this international farce.
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A sad chapter of the United Nations efforts to bring independence to Namibia
relaﬁes to our failure to implement the universally accepted indépehdénce plan for
Namibia embodied in Security Council resolution 435 (1978). Since 1978 that plan,
which was initiated by'five major Western countries - namely, Canada, France, the
Federal Republic of Germany,kthe United Kingdom and the United States - has not
beeni implemented, thus shattering ény lingering hope for an early settlement of the
question of Namibia. It is inconceivable that those countries should have failed
to live up to their solemn promise to deliver Namibia to freedom and independence.
We hold ﬁhem fully responsible for the misery and untold suffering the Namibians
are enduring under the occﬁ?ation 6f that inhuman and insensitive racist régime of
South Africa. These countries have disappointed not ony the people of Namibia but
the entire international cdmmunity. -This is indeed a betrayal of the sacred trust
of the people of Namibia and the United Nations.

I wish to reiterate that Namibia is a question of decolonization and should
therefore not be looked at through the prism of East-West rivalry. The linkage
issue introduceé by the Unitedetates and still being insisted upon by both the 
United States and South Africa is a diversionary tactié and has been categorically
rejected by the General Assembly,

A child born on the day that the United Nations revoked South Africa's Mandate
is 21 yéars old this yeér. He could be maimed and a parent. To say this makes me
angry. For during the growth of that child a hostile army has trampled its feet

overvnearly a million sauare kilometres of land which is not its to occupy.
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Why, itimej be asked, does this lend rape continue? Throughout history
occupying Powers have used various excuses for sequestering land that does‘hot
belong to them. Hitler claimed lebensraum, or living space. Napoleon claimed thet
he installed_unity! peace and laws. The metropolitan fowers which built empitesv‘
claimed that they civilized the occupied territories. What, it mey be asked, is o
South Afrlca s just1f1cat1on for the illegal occupation of Nam1b1a? I have yet to“
hear it.

But we all know the reason. Namibia ie one of the richest countries in
Africa. Yet most Namibians live in conditions of extreme povetty. South Africe
and,foreign economic interests have systematically exploited the country's ;ioh
natural resources with little benefit to Namibia itself.

As we»know,,hamibia's wealth is based on its rioh oeposits of diamohds,
uranium ore and base metals, copper, lead, lithium, pyrite, tin,‘silver and zinc.
The mining sector is owned by South Aftica and Western transnat?onal corporations
and by oombinations of South African State corporations with Weetern
transhationals.v We are talking about diamond mines owned by De Beers, which is
part!of the South African Anglo-American Corporation. We are)also telking about
Rossing Uranium, owned partly by the United Kingdom's Rio Tinto Zinc with other
shareholdings held by French, West German, Canadian and South Afrlcan
corporetions. We are talking about Tsumeb Corporations owned by Goldfield of South
Afrioe, the United States firm Newmont Mining Corporation, the United Kingdom fitms.
of Selection Trust, BP Minerals and South African companies. That is whet Qe are
talking about.

Minerals make up 85 per cent of Namibia's total exports, and virtually
100 per cent of mineral production leaves the country. However, in spite of the
mining industry's crucial importanoe to the economy, the majority of poor Namibians

get almost no benefit from this natural wealth. Most of the work force is not
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Namibian. The wages of Namibian workers and imported migrant blacks total about 10
per cent of the wealth produced. The differential of white to black wages is 5 to
1.

So we can dismiss any claim that might be made that development of the major
industries brings benefit to the indigenous population. The sea off Namibia's
coast contains a great variety of marine life, and in pre-occupation days fish
provided a valuable source of protein for coastal communities. Now the inshore
catch is exported mainly to South Africa, which ensures its own preferential access
to the market. The fishing industry is managed by white businessmen and run by
black crews. Six South African companies bﬁsed principally at Walvis Bay own the
initial processing industry and tinning, oil and meat extraction. The bulk of the
offshore industry has been expioited and no benefit accrues to Namibia -~ certainly
not to Namibians. Without its own national government, Namibia has not been able
to secure an internationally aécepted»exclusive‘economic zone. So fagtory ships
come and go at will.u;inshore and offshore benefits go world-wide, but the poor
Namibians gain nothing.

This éituationzrepeats itself in the agricultural sector. Land appropriation
has not qnly reduced black agriculture to today's low levels, but it has also
forced thousands of impoverished blacks to work as labourers of white farmers.

I have just mentioned land appropriation. I read a quote regently by a
Namibian which went as follows:

-"When we lost our land, we lost our rights, our family way pf life,;

our independence and our. culture.”

Both,tbe;colonialiauthorities and the Germans prior to 1915 and Soutb Africa‘wgpted
Namibia for minerals and for white settler farmers. More than one-third of the
country's total land surface is desert, and the majority of this barren land has
been allocated to what are called homelands, a repetition of what exists in South

Africa proper. CoN
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And so in matters of land, wealth and labour the Namibian misses out. Aand
what has this rape'qf a nation proﬁuced for Namibians in social services, in cére
for individuals, the very essence of good government? 1In education, illiteracy
among black adults is about 60 per cent. Education for black children is not
compulsory, as it is for white children. The ratio of expenditure between white
and black is 5 to 1.

In health the mortality rate for black infants in Namibia is the highest in
Africa. A black baby is seven times more likely to die in infancy than a white
baby. Do we need to know or say more? Apartheid in health provisions, in
hospitals, in clinics, ih staff and in funds is everywhere apparent. Namibia is
permanently occupied and claims about Namibia's being used as a base for the
invasion of Ahgola are uncontested. In my delegation's view, the continued
occhpation of Namibia demonstrates a systematic theft of the birthright ofvtbe'
Namibian people. The foreign mining companies have just celebrated their fiftieth
anniversary, but the toilihg,.sweating, oppressed Namibians have remained with
nothing to celebrate. They have been depiived and discriminated against for tOé
loné; "These have been 50 years of exploitation by over-mining and by oppression of
the Namibian people.

In God's name, how long is this to go on? The United Nations and the Security
Council have‘ajéacred duty to end this wickedness at the earliest possible date,
and my country, with yours, is committed to that noble task.

But how then shall we proceed? We have seen South Africa's opinion of the
United Nations and its resolutions. Dialogue or the so-called constructive
diaiégue has méde no change to apartheid. On the contrary, dialogue has entrenched
Soutthfricé's illegal occupation of Namibia. What is now left? What options
;eméiﬁ?‘ Is there any Member of the Uﬁited Nations which can now say no to

sanctions because they will ruin the chance for dialogue? And if there is, what,
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I ask on behalf of my country, is the real value of United Nations solidatity? Are
we speaking with one united voice? Can we al},coexist Qhen one or more Members
refuse to accept the fact of an'evil that will not simply go away by hoping to
persuade South Africa to leave Namibia? |

. We are sometimes told that sanctions will be'ineffective, But if so, if that
be the case, why has South Africa tried to persuade its friends to oppose them?
The truthﬁis that sanct;ons ha;f-heartedly applied will not work.: Wg now know that
sanptiops against the»Smith régime worked only partially because the then Southerp
Rhodesia had South Africa upon which to lean._ Indeed, South.Africa has
successfully applied sanctions against its neighbours with whose Governments'it did

not agree.
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Again we are told that sanétions‘will harm the very people we are trying to
help. Thai, as we know, is a patronizing and‘arrogént approach. The body of
African opinion - except, perhaps, charabters like Mangosuthu Buthelezi - has
continued to call for sanctions. The argument that sanctions will harm the
front-line States is again affogant.' The front-line States have already suffered
an estimated $8 billion in economic damage. The undeclared war has already cost
100,000 lives and probably resulted in 100,000 refuéees. The idea in the Western
world that sanctions will cause unemployment is grossly exaggerated. Figures have:
been bandied about but academic and research institutes have challenged these
figures, and we know that the figures advanced in this argument are submitted
mostly by industrialists who are also investors in South Africa.

One could go on destroying these arguments. Similarly, we are told that
sanctions will drive white Afrikaners inté the laager. That is not necessarily
so. The Gleneagles agreement provided changes in their approach to non-racial
Sports, however superficial. The 1imited action taken by United States banks has
produced a flurry of activity. That-cannot be the reaction of a Government
retreating into the laager. No Government wants to commit suicide - even the
racist régime of South Africa. When the Fight pressure,is applied, South Africa
will succumb. It will come to the negotiating table.

Finally, we have been continually bombatded by propaganda that sanctions will
increase violence. On the contrary, it has been the failure of the international
community to intervene effectively on the side of freedom and justice that has led
liberation movements to embark on the armed struggle. And so when we ask the
Security Council to give its unanimous support to the draft resolution on
comprehensive mandatory sanctioné, we are convinced that only this course of

action will produce results in a peaceful way.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of Zambia for the kind words he addressed to me.

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

Mr; KOUASSI (Togo) (interpretation from French): Mr. President, your
experience, discretion, diplomatic skill and political wisdom guarantee that thi;
month the work of the Security Council willrbe successfully carried out in an
atmosphere of calm and efficiency. Those are simple words, but they express our
confidence in you, and my delegation is happy to see you presiding over these
meetings of the Security Council - which are once again devoted to
southern Africa - all the more so in view of your country's considerable
contribution to the cause of peace and the liberation of peoples. I extend our
warm congratulations to fou and I wish to pay a sincere tribute to your
predecessor, Ambassador Marcelo Delpech of Argentina, for the discreet but very
skilful and effective Qay in which he conducted the business of the Council last
“month.

I eipress my gratitude to you and the other membefs of the Council for having
kindly allowed me to participate in the discussion on this quéstion, the solution
of which will undoﬁbtedly sﬁow'how devoted our Organization is to the_cause of -
decolonization.

‘The question §£ Namibia is a particular aspect of the dangerous and explosive
situation developing in southern Africa owing to the policy of agartheid, which
seriously thﬁeatens the peace of the entite region and places world security in
jeopardy;

Members of the Council are all too aware of the situation for mé to have to

describe it any further. Allow me simply to recall some facts.
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First, there is no need to demonstrate anew that a colonial situation exists
in Namibia. Dispossessed of its lands and deprived of its political righés the
people of Namibia has for 70 years been subjected to systematic discrimination in
the fields of education, health care, social services and employment, as well as in
all other aspects of its existence. Its natural resources are ruthlessly élundered
by %oreign economic interests, and harassment and persecution is its daily lot.

Pretoria has transformed the country into a vast military camp in order for
its army of occupation and its police not only to smash the national liberation
struggle of the Namibian people but also to commit acts of destabilization and
aggression against neighbouring independent States. Hence all the necessary
conditions for the establishment of a Fascist régime and State terrorism are
present in Namibia.

That sﬁch a situation of tension and c0nflict_should be allowed to go on
endlessly is intolerable to all those who cherish peace, justice and human dignit?.

South Africa's occupation of Namibia thus poses a challenge to all the
principles to which civilized peoples are devoted and which they seek to defend:-
self-determination, racial equality and social justice -~ all noble principles on
which our Organization is based. By perpetuating this odious and scandalous
situation the leaders of South Africa have through their actions shown that they
completely disregard morality and law.

Speaking in July 1986 at the International Conference for the Independence of
Namibia, in'Vienna, Secretary-General Javier Perez de Cuellar stated:

. "It is impossible not to understand that the Namibian people should feel deep

frustration, resentment and impatience as they see the politicél evolution of

their Territory."
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At the first 1987 session of the United Nations Council for Namibia the
Secretary-General went on to says:

"South Africa‘'s intransigence cannot in any way be allowed to weaken our

‘determination: Namibia is an especially important question for the United

Nations, to which ﬁhe international community is fully and unequivocally

committed. It has been two decades since the United Nations terminated South

Affica's Mandate over the Territory, and South Africa must realize that the

just and legitimate aspirations of the Namibian people cannot continue to.be

flouted without seriously damaging the longer-term interests of South Africa
itself, as well as peace and stability in the whole region."

The growing interest of the international community in the decolonization of
Namibia éan be seen in the large number of meetings throughout the world confirming
that the international consensus favourable to the cause of Namibia is
consolidating.

Followiﬁg upon those meetings, this current series of meetings of the Security
Council comes at a time when the situation in Namibia shows no sign of positive
evolution. And yet, in keeping with General Assembly resolutions 2145 (XXI) and
2248 (5-V), Namibia is under the direct responsibility of the United Nations, and
through the United Nations Council for Namibia the Organization exercises legal
administrative authority over the Territory until its independeﬁce;

In spite of the overwhelming.majority supporting the General Assembly's
decision and the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, South:
Africa tefused to co-operate with the Organization.

Nevertheless, the Security Council was able to adopt resolution 435 (1978) as
the basis for a settlement of the question of Namibia by way of a carefully
. negotiated plan that laid down the modalities whereby the people of Namibia could
decide on its own future through free*eiections under the supervision and control

of the United Nations.
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-By what cruel quirk of faté has the Namibian people's legitimate desire for
independence not yet been adequately met by the international community, despite
the intensive efforts of the United Nations to implement General Assembly
resolution 2145 (XXI), which terminated South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, and
Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which laid down the United Nations plan for
Namibian independence? '

By what miracle of history has .the South African racist régime managed to
continue with impunity its illegal occupation of this internationa; Territory,
notwithstanding the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security
Council, and despite the powerful mobilization»of. international public opinion by
the United Nations Council for Namibia for the independence of that Territory?

- Pretoria's arrogance, intransigence and duplicity, its obvious ‘r,des‘ire to
perpetuate apartheid and to continue to occupy Namibia illegally, as well as the
criminal indulgence shown by some Powers, are perfect proof of all this. Nei ther
the lessons of colonial history nor the human values recognized by all so-called
civilized societies, nor the world-wide support for the Namibian cause seems to
have inspired any change in the colonial policies of 'tne apartheid ré_gime.A ~ On the
contrary, Pretoria keeps conjuring up new tricks and strategems to prevent or delay
as long as possible Namibia's inde.penbd‘ence, to continue the massive plunder of its
resources and to thwart the international pressure for Namibia's”decolcriization.

The constant call for "linkage" by South Africa proceeds from a grave
historical mistake to pass off the situation in Namibia, and generally in southern
Africa, as a matter of East-West relations. We categorically reject all
machinations to divert international public opinion from the main issue, the
implementation of the Namibian people's aspirations to freedom, self-determination

and national independence.
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The irrelevance of "linkage" has escaped neither the international community
nor the Security Council. The South African minor itﬁr régime believed it could
weaken our vigilance by showing a supposed desire for negotiation by establishing
an "inter im government® in Namibia.  The Council also adopted resolution
566 (1985), which confirmed its rejection of "linkage" and condemned South Africa
because it established the so—called interim government and.declared this action to
be null and void.

It .i_s impor tant to note that by that resolution the Security Council, having
declared that South Africa's installation of an "interim government™ in Namibia was
a direct affront to the Council and a challenge to its-;esolutions, in particular
resolutions 435 (1978) and 439:(1978), .and again warned .South Africa that its
refusal to .co-operate in j.mplementi.ng res_olution 435.(1978) .would oblige the -
Council to meet immediately to consider the adoption of appropriate steps under.the
Charter, including the provisions of Chapter ‘VII, in order to induce it to abide by
United Nations resolutions.

We must say, however, that since the adoption of resolution 566 (1985), the
South African minority régime has thrown caution to the winds and shown the .
international community that it intends to continue its illegal occupation of
Namibia. The increased repression and militarization of..the Territory, the ...-.
plundering of its resources, and the acts of. aggression against neighbouring - '
countries continue to be the basis of a colonial policy which disregards the -
relevant resolutions of the United Nations, international pressure:to implement
comprehens ive, binding sanctions, and the latest warnings of the Security Council.

Futtnefmore, by informing the Sécretary-General of its refusal to change“its
position with regard to the electoral system and the "linkage® between Namibian

RS
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independence and the withdrawal of Cuban troops, Pretoria has clearly shown that it
was not prepared to negotiate with the United Nations.

what greater proof do we need than the warnings issued by the Security Council
in resolution 566 (1985), which have had no effect upon the intransigence,
arrogance and colonialist appetite of the South African racist régime? mat
further ‘evidence is needed in order to demonstrate that South Africa will continue.
its obdurate defiance of the United Nations as long as it enjoys the indulgence,
complicity, and economic and military co-operation of certain Powers, and as long
as some members of the Council thwart the imposition of binding, comprehensive
sanctions against Pretoria under Chapter VII of the Charter?

For 20 years now, despite our professions of anti-colonialist faith and our
firm denunciations and condemnations of South Africa‘'s abject colonial policy, the
Pretoria racist régime has ‘continued with impunity its illegal occupation of
Namibia. Certainly the selective sanctions adopted against South Africa by some
Powers show a determination to exert pressure on that country in order to clear the
way for the decolonization process in Namibia. However, the impact of those
sanctions is not strong enough to weaken Pretoria's intransigence. .

In my delegation's view, comprehensive, binding sanctions are now the best way
to force South Africa to pay a high price for having occupied Namibia and to force
it finally to implement Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

The arqument that binding, comprehensive sanctions against South Africa would
be politically iﬁeffect;ive and economically and socially harmful to the people of -
the region proceeds from the defence of the powerful economic and financial
interests of the accomplices of Pretoria, which want to pteservé their own
development prospects in southern Africa. How can we comprehend the argument. that

sanctions are ineffective and harmful, when their supposed victims favour them?
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There. is no doubt, that binding sanctions would isolate South .A_frica and»
therefore force the apartheid régime to abide by relevant United Nations
resolutions on the question of Namibia. Hence the Security Council must shoul der
its responsibilities: it must impose sanctions and provide compensation for the
possible economic and social sacrifices to be borne by the people of _the region.

It is not enough to condemn the South African régime's “qontin.uim‘g illegal
occupation of Namibia, its bfutal repression of the Namibian people, its polic;es
and practices of apartheid, and other flagrant human rights violations or to demand
an immediate end to these policies; it is not enough to denounce the detention and
impr isonment of Namibians by the minority régime and to demand the unconditional
release of all political prisoners in Namibia. It is not enough to denounce Sou th
Africa's massive militarization of the Territory, the establishment of compulsory
military service for Namibians, the recruitment and forced training of Namibians in
order to form tribal armies, and the recruitmént of mercenaries and other foreign
agents to carry out their repressive policies and external aggression.

Because it is defending a just cause under the responsible guidance of the
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), £he Namibian people is more
determined than ever before to continue its struggle for national liberation., In
order to achieve their legitimate aspirations to independence, the Namibians are
ready not only to shed blood to defend themselves against their cruel adversary but
also to cease their armed struggle if the South African racist régime is willing to
end its violence and to engage in dialogue. 1Indeed, SWAPO has already declared its
readiness to sign a cease-fire with Pretoria in order to launch the process of the

immediate and unconditional implementation of the United Nations plan.
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The many'demonstrations organized last year by SWAPO, despite the savage,
orchestrated repression by the Pre.torian troops, are the best possible proof of the
ﬁnshakeable will of the anti-colonial resistance of the Namibian people. But as
long as some members of the Security Council prevent the use of the only peacefuli'
way to break Pretoria's intransigence, Namibia will continue to be a hotbed of

tension, bloody confrontation and the source of conflagration in the region.
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Persistent opposition to the imposition of binding sanctions against South
Africa plays into the hands of the apartheid régime. On the one hand, that régime
bends to its own account, in the form of political and economic blackmail, the
argument that such action is ineffective, untimely and harmfu;. On the other hand,
the régime takes comfort in the false conviction that the adoption of binding
sanctions against it would be suicidal for the economf of its érincjpal trading -
partners.. .-

For that reason, my countty believes that the rejection of sanctions is a
dangerously complicitous attitude, a false dilemma and a dereliction of
responsibility on the part of some members of the international community. That is
also why, on behalf of the Government of Togo, I .urgently appeal to the Security
Council, and in particular to its permanent members, to vote in favour of the
imposition of comprehensive, binding economic sanctiéns against South Africa under
Chapter VII of the Charter. |

For more than 20 yeats the racist régime of South Africa has sent to the
international community the clear message that it does not intend to abide by the
relevant decisions and resolutions of the United Nations. It is now time for it to
be given a a strong, responsible and logical response. Such a response must once
and for all remind  the racist;régime‘of South Africa of the need for strict and
unconditional-compliancé with the United Nations plan for the independence of ..
Namibia. To be properly understood, such a response must include the imposition of
comprehensive, binding economic sanctions.

. If we truly want to serve the cause of peace, we must make sure that theu
Namibian: people are not férced to spill mofe,blood in the achievement of an

aspiration that is, for us and for them, beyond price. r

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

of Togo for the kind words he addressed to me and to my country.
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The next speaker is the representative of Tunisia. I invite him to take a
place at the Cbuncil table and to make his statement.

Mr. MESTIRI (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): I should like at the
outset, Sir, to extend warm‘congratulationg to you upon your assumption of. the -
presidency of the Security Council for the month of April. Your country, Bulgaria,
is well known for its devotion to the principles of the Charter. ' Thus we have high
hopes that under your wise guidance the Council's deliberations on the important
issue of Namibia will promote the cause of justice and peace in souéhern Africa.

I should also like to extend our congratulations to your predecessor,
Ambassador Marcelo Delpech of Argentina, for the effectiveness and competence with
which he conducted the Council's business last month.- ..

It is with feelings of deep frustration that we meet here today, 21 years
after the United Nations termination of South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, to
denounce once again the cohtinuing illegal occupation of the Territory of Namibia
by the South African régime.

In 1960, with the adoption'of‘Geheral'Assembly resolution 1514 (XV), the
international community sought to put an end to the colonial era. Fifteen years
earlier, the authors df the San Francisco Charter had proclaimed the need for the
equality of nations and for the right of each people to self-determination. They
entrusted the world Organization with a vanguard role in the decolonization
process. Today, in spite of some success, the Organization has not completed the .
task it assumed. In some circumstances, and Namibia is a case in point, the
Organization has demoénstrated a strange lack of authority. This ‘is all the more
unfortunate, in that Namibia is a Territory for which the United Nations has .
assumed a special responsibility. Indeed, no other question‘taken;up by our -
Organization has commanded so clear a consensus or been given such precise

ghidelines.
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The question of Namibia is therefore a main priority, since the Organization
has been especially tesponsible for it since ;966, when it decided to‘assume
supervision over the Territory. With regard to Namibia, the consensus is clear.
It was unanimously decided by Council membérs and it provides‘opportuni;ies for a
peaceful and just change, as set forth in Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

Nine years after its adoption, resolution 435 (1978); the fruit of so many
efforts, has not yet even begun to be implemented. Yet,.and quite?rightly, its
adoption raised_éhe hopes for a negotiated, just and peaceful solution to the
problem.’,Those;hopes; however, barely kept alive, have gradually faded owing to
the obstinate arrogance of the Government of South Africa.

Nine years have passed du;ing which the South African régime has increased its
delaying tgctics to_thwart‘the,United Nations plan and perpgtuate its illegal
occupation. vToday. the hopes aroused by resolution 435 (1978) have’féded and
Namibia's accession to independence in serenity and peace seems to be seriously in
jeopardy. 1In order to undermine the United Nations plan, the Government of South
Africa has continually attempted to portray this question of pure and simple
deéolonization as an East-West conflict and to create a linkage, by a ploy as
blatant as it is unacceptable, betweén the independence of Namibia and the
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola. |

‘In the meantime, the long list of South Africa's crimes has grown even
longer. Thus, the Pretoria régime has endeavoured to step up its acts of massive
feprgssion and violénce in a desperate attempt to put down the Namibian people's
growing resistance to its domination. Rejecting a just, peaceful and negotiated
settlement ﬁith the genuine representatives of the Namibian people, it has decreed
a state of emergency and has used force and violence to detain thousands of

militants in the struggle against apartheid and colonial domination.
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Furthermoie, the Pfétoria'régimevhas increased its acts of aggresion and
destabilization againét'heighbburing”independeht African countries. It is also
trying to sow internal division, to piundet Namibia's natural and hqman resources
and to use the Territory as a base for launching attacks against neighbouring
countries.

Since 1976 the racist régime of South Africa haS'ohlmany'occasiohs'attémpted
to impose a so-called go§eknmént upon Namibia, a government lacking any
representation but responding to its own interests and ideology. The latest
political plo§u§aé to establish in Namibia on 17 June 1985 a so-called interim
government through a so-called multi-party conference. The establishment of that
boghs‘966ernmen£'in Windhoek, a plan in direct contravention of the provisions of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978), has been widely condemned by the

international community.
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Indeed, on 19 June 1985 the Security Council adopted re;olution 566 (1985),
declaring, inter alia, that that action, taken even while the Secﬁrity Council was
in session, constituted a direct affront to the Council and clear defiance of its
resolutions, particularly resolutions 435 (1978) and 439 (1978). The Council
declared that action by South Africa to be illegal and null and void and stated
that no recognition would be accorded to it by either the United Nations»or any
Member State or by any representative or organ established in pursuance thereof.
It also demanded that South Africa immediately rescidd that illegal and uhilateral
action.

At the time, the Secretary-General said that the establishment of an "interim
government™- in Namibia aroused grave doubts about the true intentions of the
Government of South Africa to seek a solution to the problem of Namibia by
implementing resolution 435 (1978) of the Council, which it had accepted.

Clearly, South Africa has no intention_to abide by international law and
withdraw from Namibia in the near futhre.

The Security Council and allruembet‘States are obliged to react vigorously in
the face of this challenge. We certainly realize the moral and political
difficulty of having recourse to sanctions under Chapter VII of the'Charter, but -in
this situation there seems to be no alternative. |

South Africa's systematic refusal to adopt a reasonable position leaves us no
other choice. We would refer here to what was said by the Group of. Eminent Persons
of the Commonwealth on the problem ofva rtheid: |

"The weapon of economic sanctions alone can help us avoid the toll of-
human lives, which could run into the millions; in fact it could be the

biggest blood-~bath since the Second World War."
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Tunisia would like: once again to reaffirm that resolution 435.(1978) is. the
only acceptable basis for .a peaceful ‘negotiated settlement of the Namibian
question. We urgently appeal to all those that have shown a certain indulgence
towards South Africa to let their deeds match their words and convictions..

Those who have prevented the exertion of appropriate pressure .on the South
African Government to change the course of events certainly run the risk of bearing
a very heavy responsibility before history: prolongation of the.suffering of the .
Namibians and the 'South Africans, ‘and further destabilization throughout-southern
Africa, which endangers the entire continent and ultimately world peace and
security.

Tunisia is in ‘total'solidari?.y with the Namibian people and its sole, ..
legitimate representative, :the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). We.
are convinced that concerted international action to impose comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against. South Africa is the only way to br: ing .about a peaceful change in
that country's policy.

. Given these circumstances, comprehensive mandatory: sanctions are the.only
solution available to the United Nations, the only way to make :natteré clear, -the
only-way to assert thé authority of the United Nations and effectively and.
forcefully implement the provisions of the Charter.

-~ Over the years SWAFO has always livéd up to its historic mission despite the
massive repression the Pretoria régime has exerted against its militants and its
people. Sam Nujoma, the President of SWAFO, _f defined the role and historic mission
of that organization as follows:

*When, one day, a.people-writes the history.of a“ free and independent

Namibia, it will be said that SWAPO was firm where others hesitated and. that

it sacrificed itself to the sacred cause of liberation, where others made

compromises. "



RH/13 S/PV, 2742
43

(Mr. Mestiri, Tunisia)

| Let 'ué‘,vnovt be é_mbng those who make édﬁbi:omises’ and ptocrastinate when the
aspects of this situation are so clear;

The African countries fully appreciate the correct attitudes of Council
members, their wiil'i;nAgn‘es‘s and their strong statements. But the time has come for
strong action and determination. The ‘:S'éclitit':y"r(:buncil and the permanent members
willv,‘ we"ére cénvilﬁééd, lvive'u];/ to théir..': réébbﬁs:ib'ilitiés under the Charter and n.ot
shirk their obligations and run the risk of disappointing the hop‘éélof the Namibian
people and African peéples or of all those who believe in the freedom of peoples

and the brotherhood of man.

‘ 'T'he-PRES"iDh\-IT (in.(;.er‘:pretatién from f‘rérich):’ "I thank the'x':évpresent'atiw}é
of Tunisia for the kind words he addressed to me and td:myi'éountryi |
Thé‘ next speak‘e?:r' is the r;'epresenté'tiﬁe ‘of Mozambique. I invite him to take a
place é.t\v'the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. Dos SANTOS (Mozambique): M. President, first of all Iﬁéy I take this

opportunity to express my deéﬁgratitﬁéé for the privilege accorded me to address
this impoi‘tént Council. I am sure that under iyout able leadership our discussion
will be v.ery fruitful. Bulgéria and Mozambique’ enterﬁaiﬁ" the best of relations:.’

Allow me also to express my sincere appréciation’ to your predecessor for the
way in which he presided over the Council during the month of March.

The convening of the Security Council on the question of Namibia is highly
significant., It is the culmination of a serieé of international conferences
convened last year on the question of Namibia, among them the World Conference on
Sanctions against Racist South Africa, the International Conference for the
Immediate Independence of Namibia, the Eighth Summit Conference of Non-Aligned
Countries and the United Nations General Assembly special session on Namibia.

A cursory examination indicates that those conferences achieved very important

results which reflect the will and determination of the international community
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to take immeéiate écfionsraimed at the gradication of EEEEEESEQ.;nd the attainment
of independence by Namibia.

The importance of these meetings of ;he Cpunciltis emphasized by the grave
development unfolding in southern Africa as a result of the South,gfricanvracist
régime'g persistence in its policy andzgractices of agartheid, its illegal
occupation of Namibia and the perpe;;;ﬁ?om o§ repeated acts of gggggssioniagainst
the front-line Stg;eé.

We meet once again:ip the Security Council to cqnsider the critical question
of Namibia. The Namibian question has been with us for more than four décédés,
coveging the ent;re span of this Organization's life,rand_yet there is no hopeful
sign of any change in Pretp;ia‘s int:ansigent arrogance.

_Two decades ago the Uni;ed Nations dete;mjned that racist Squth Africa's‘
continued presence in Namibia was illegal and terminated its mandate over that
Territory. That decision led to the establishment of the Council qu Namibia as
the only legitimate authority to administe; the Territory. :

,!FQr its part, the Inte;nationaleourt‘pf Justicehhas declared that ;he 7
continued occupation of Namibia by‘racist South Afriqa‘is illega} and cons;itutes al

violation of international law.
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A

Admittedly, the Council has been unable to carry out its mandate. The
responsibility lies with the intransigence and arrogance of the tacist Pretoria
régime and the support it enjoys from certain Western countries.

When the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (1978) following intensive
consultations with all the parties concerned, including the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWAPO), Namibia's sole, legitimate representative, and the
South African régime, hopes ran high that free elections under the supervision and
control of the United Nations would be held for the whole of Namibia and that this
-wéuld culminate in Namibia's independence. Such expectations are still to be
fulfilled. |

Thfough dilatory manoeuvres, racist South Africa has persistent;y“stalled ’

. Namibia's independence process. The minority régime's insis;ence on linkingbghe ;
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) to the issue of the withdrawal of Cuban
forces'£r6m Angola is nothing more than a vain effort to introduce extraneous
issues in order to retain control over Namibia .and to continue to enjoy economich
and strategic benefits from the occupation of that Territory.

Namibia's independence and the presence of foreign troops in Angpla - at Fh?,
invitation of the legitimate Government of that country - are two up;g;ated issggs:
and linking them cannot be used to delay even further Namibian indepen@epce; ‘Cupan
'ﬁroéps ére in Angolévat the invitation of the Government of Angola to;help, deﬁend
the country against racist South Africa's invasions, as envisaged in Article 51 9?
the United:Nations.Charter. On the other hand, the independence of Fgmibia_is L
organically linked-té decolonization and must be dealt with in accordance with the
provisions of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Count;ies
and Peoples, Namibia must be decolonized and its people given their‘birthright‘gf

mastery over their own destiny.
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Lately the situation within Namiﬁia has dramatically worsened. The racist
South African régime has turned thg country into a huge concentration camp.
Arbitrary ;rtests. torture, the wanton killing of defenceless civiliéns and the
assassination of patriots are everyday occurrences in the lives of the Namibian
people. The militarization,of society is another reality in Namibia. To hold doﬁn
a population of 1.5 million, the racist tégime has deployed more than 100,600
trodps in the Territory. Ractsﬁ South Africa has stationed in Namibia some of the .
most sophisticated weapons to be found in the entire African continéht. The racist
régime has been usiﬁg the Territory as a laboratory to test its new weapons.

The continued illegal occupation of Namibia by the racist régime has been
costly to thé Namibian people in terms 6£ the persistent plunder and depletion of
the Territory's natural resources. That ekploitation-persists u;abated despite the
enactment in September 1974 by the United Nations Council for Namibia of Decree
No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia.

' Despite strong opposition by the international community, the racist régime
cont;ques its attempts to impose a so-called internal solution through the
estabiishment of'what it calls an interim government. Such attempts are aimed at
excl&ding the sole, legitimate representative of the Namibian‘peoéle. SWAPO, from
the prdceéé'of self-determination, and at imposing a puépet régime which would
ensure racist South Africa's éolonial démination of Namibia andvthe unhampered
exploitation of Namibia's natural resources in the future.

Namibia has been systematically used by the racist South african régime és'a
launching pad fbtzits aggresSién against and subversion of neighbouring States,

particularly Angola.
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It has been stressed again and again that racist SOuth Africa could not ‘act so
atrogantly were it not for the massive political, economic, military and diplomatic
assistancevit teceives from some Western countries. The unwise and unwarranted use
of the-veto by certain.nembers of the Security Council whenever concrete and
effective measutes aimed at resolving the question of Namibia are oroposed has been

interpteted in Pretoria'as'a'gteen iight fot the continuation of its colonial
| policies in that Tettitorf,rof apartheid and‘of-its aggtessive policy against
'neighboutihg couotries. :

Moreover, this assistaoce-has.enaoled racist South Aftica to build a huge,
modern but reptessive apparatus.ﬁhich it uses not only to suopress the suffering
people of Nanibia and South Africa but also to carry out its crusade of terrorism

against its’neighbours. ‘Due to the violation by certain countries of the arms
| enbargo imposed against racist South Af:ica, ‘that country has become a significant
producez and'expOtter of weapons of war. Itris believed that with the help of
certain Western count:ies racist Southfafrica has been able to acquite significant
technicaibknowfhow'and is now capable of prooucihg nuclear weapons. There is no
neeo‘to nention the danger that poses, for.the'record‘of racist South Africa's
beﬁavioutA- or, i.shouid‘say. misbehaviour -.soeaksbfot itself.

"The economic.assistance given South Africa‘not~on1y’enab1es it ¢to sustainvthej
criminal policy of ggrtheid but also finances South Africa‘s illegal occupation of
Namibia and its war of aggression against neighbouring States.

How much longer must the Ramibian people suffer and make sacrifices for their
fteedon? Patience has worn thin. The international community must now, more than
e&et befote,'adopt all available measures in a more concerted_and resolute manner

finally to ensure freedom for the Namibian peopie.
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Peoples from all around the world are openly manifesting their deep-rooted
indignation against apartheid, the illegal occupation of Némibia and armed
aggression against and subversion of.neighbouring¢countries. The. tide of time,‘
favours freedom, justice»ahd democracy’for,bothfNamibia and South Africa.

‘This Council was not convened in order to repeat what has been said several
times. The struggling people of Namibia look to these meeting of -the Council for
something different, something that will reassure them that the international
community as a whole is with them. Messages of solidarity are not -enough.
Something new must be dope.”'wa is the time for:deeds, not mere words. . A country
that defies the will of the whole intgrnational community  must -not remain .
unpunished; It ‘has already Been‘recognized that racist South Africa is not:a
Vpeace-lovingacountry and that :its apartheid policies constitute a threat to -
international peace and security. There can be no doubt that the South African
régime isféhd‘hill‘remain a constant source of injustice and violence in‘the.l
southern African region.

‘The United Nations Charter .contains exﬁlicit provisions, not made use of thus
far, on the measures to which the world Organization can resort if world peace_and
security are threatened or violéted or: if constant aggression occurs. Let the

Security Council send a“clear and unambiguous. message.
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~The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of Mozambique for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative of the German Democratic Republic. I
invite him to take a place #t theVCOuncil table and to make his statement.

- Mr. OTT (German Democratic Republic): Permit me at the very outset to
congratulate you wholeheartedly, Comrade Boris Tsvetkov, on your assumption of the
presidency of the Security Council for the mohth of April. We are confident that,
as a representative of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, which is closely and
fraternally allied with the German Democratic Republic, you will use all your rich
experience and great diploma;ic skills to guide this body in the interest of a just
settlement of the question of Namibia, and we wish you success in the discharge of
your responsible office, to the benefit of the cause of the oppressed Namibian
people. We respect you as an outstanding representative of your country who, with
all the vigour at his command, has always stood for the national and social
liberation of the peoples. | |

Our appreciation goes also to the representative of Argentina, Ambassador
Marcelo Delpech, for leading.;he Council last month.

My delegation would like to thank you, Comrade President, and the members of
the Council for giving me this opportunity té explain the position of the German
Democratic Repub;ic on the situation in Namibia.

We regard this series of meetings, convened on the request of the Group of
African States and the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, as indeed urgent and
£ime1y. And we make our voice heard here because we are deeply concerned, as is
the majority of States, over the aggravation of the situation in southern Africa.
The.policy of State terrorism in South Africa itself and against neighbouring
States, the contfnuation of the illegal occupation of Namibia and the escalation of
the murderous campaign against the Namibian people constitute more thah ever before

~a threat to peace and international security.
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The representative of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO),

Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab, Secretary for Foreign Affairs, has impressively analysgd the
situation in Namibia and, with mény shocking facts, has demonstrated the criminal
policy of Pretoria. The apartheid régime is able to pursue such a policy only
because it knows that the most reactionaty and aggressive circles of imperialism
are at its side. And there still exist forces that, against all better judgement,
insist - with:their so~called constructive engagement - on so-called linkage, which
has been condemned and disqualified throughout the world. They are supported
practically by those who help to preveht the taking of decisive measures against
South Africa, be it here at the United Nations or in other international
organizations.

Those are the obstacles which bar the road to the granting of independence to
Namibia on the basis of United Nations resolutions, including Segurity Council
resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), because they encourage the pbstructionist
attitude of ?retoria. No solemn affirmations or half-hearted measures can hide
that fact. What the Namibian people needs is not a policy of double standard, not
vetoes or negative votes in the Security Coupcil, but cleaf-cut decisions conducive
to a just solution of the question of Namibia.

South Africa's undeclared war of aggression égainst the Namibian people claims
innocent victims every day. The militarization of fhe‘Territory has assumed
extreme dimensions. The racists have an afmy of 100,000 men in Namibia. 1In
addition, there are hired hercenaties. Eéery day more than 10 civilians are killed
by the occupants, not to speak of the untold suffering, which weighs heavily on the
oppressed popuiation, caused by the continued acts of terror and the application of
the agartheid.legislation; and not to speak of the systematic and immensely
profitable exploitation of the country's riches by the racists and their allies.

Is it just a coincidence that the respective transnational corporations come from
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those Western countries which have ‘so far prevented the taking of any effective

steps to end the illegal occupation?.- What we have in Namibia today is nothing else
than typical colonialism,'cbndemned in the United Nations Charter and in the
Declaration on -the Granting of ‘Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples -
colonialism with all its inherent disastrous consequences and aggravated to the
extreme by the peace-~threatening and inhuman nature of apartheid. From Namibia the
torch of war is carried 1ht§~the neighbouringvpeople‘s Republic of Angola and other
front;line States. |

For the second time this year, the Security Council is dealing in a broad
debate with questions of southern Africa, and the apartheid régime is in the
pillory.

In 1986 three important international conferences were devoted to this
problem, tﬁo of them specifically to the question of ﬁamibia. One is justified to
ask: how long will such activities continue unabated until success is achieved at
last? After all, it is generally agreed that there can be neither peace nor
stability or security in southern Africa as long as there is apartheid. Ways for
solving this conflict have repeatedly béen advocated and approved by the
overwhelming majorityvof States. With regard to Namibia this means the resolute
rejection of all manoeuvres to prevent the implementation of resolution
435 (1978). This includes so-called internal settlementsiés well as the
maintenance of so-called linkage. The rejection of the linkage pre-condition is
contained in a clear form in the report of the SeCtetéry-General in document
S/18767 on the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) and 439 (1978). My
delegation fully shares the position expressed in that report.

However; one thiné has long since become clear.  The-£ime for appeals is
‘ over. What is requiréd is the éo-ordina;ion of united interhational actions by the

FSecurity Council.
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The German Democratic Republic supports the demand of the'nonéaligngd
countries for increased ihternational pressure on South Africa, including thg
imposition of sanctions under Chaﬁte: VII of the United Nations Charter. .

Compr ehensive mandatory sanctioﬁs.are indeed an efficient'means.tb force the _
racists to tespect the norms of 1nte:nationa1 law and the televant United Nations
resolutions and thus the will of the international community., In ny statement

before this body on 18 February I explained my country 8 position on this question

in detail.



JM/16 ' S/™V.2742
56

(Mr. Ott, German Democratic

Republic)

So long as this goal has not been reached, so long as the Security Council has

not vigorously implemented its resolutions on the question of Namibia, there is but
one choice for the Namibian peoples it will continue on all fronts its hard,.
bitter and heroic struggle to 1mpiement its right to self-determination and gain
independence for its country. Its,§91e. authentic representative, the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), has left us in no doubt about that.

My delegation would like also.to,takg this opportunity to assure SWAPO aqd the
entire Namibian people in their just struggle of the unteserged solidarity of the
people and Government of the German bemocratic Republic in the future.

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

of the German Democratic Bepuﬁlic for the kind words he addressed to me and about
my country.

In view of the iﬁteness 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 itemron the agenda will take
place this afternoon at 3.30 sharp. I would urge members of the Council to be here

on time so that we can start our meeting promptly.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




