UNITED S
NATIONS
7d N - -
\y’ a\,/ Security Council
.y e AR PROVISIONAL
s bl (DR
e S/Pv. 2744
N?R A0 8 April 1987
' g
o A
wpt ) ek ' ENGLISH
e s :
e
PROVISIONAL VERBATIM RECORD OF THE TWO THOUSAND
SEVEN HUNDRED AND FORTY-FOURTH MEETING
Held at Headauarters, New York,
on Wednesday, 8 April 1987, at 10.30 a.m.
President: Mr. TSVETKOV (Bulgaria)
Members: Argentina Mr. BEAUGE
China Mr, LI Luye
Congo Mr. ADOUKI
France Mr. BLANC
Germany, Federal Republic of Mr. LAUTENSCHLAGER
Ghana Mr. DUMEVI
Italy Mr. LAY
Japan Mr. AOKI
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics Mr. BELONOGOV
United Arab Emirates Mr. AL-KINDI
United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland Mr. BIRCH
United States of America Mr. OKUN
Venezuela Mr., PABON GARCIA
Zambia Mr. 2ZUZE

This record contains the original text of speeches delivered in English and

interpretations of speeches in the other languages.,

in the Official Records of the Security Council.

The final text will be printed

Corrections should be submitted to original speeches only. They should be
sent under the signature of a member of the delegation concerned, within one week,
to the Chief, Official Records Editing Section, Department of Conference Services,
room DC2-750, 2 United Nations Plaza, and incorporated in a copy of the record.

87-60356/A 5387V (E)




RH/5 . S/PV.2744
: 2

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 NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/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): 1In 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, Guyana, India,
Jamaica, Kuwait, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambiaue, Nicaragu;, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru,
Qatar, Seneqal, 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. Insanally (Guyana), Mr. Gharekhan (India), Mr. Barnett (Jamaica),

Mr, Abulhasan (Kuwait), Mr. Moya Palencia (Mexico), Mr. Bennouna Louridi (Morocco),

Mr, Dos Santos (Mozambiaue), Miss Astorga Gadea (Nicaragua), Mr. Ononaiye

(Nigeria), Mr. Shah Nawaz (Pakistan), Mr. Alzamora (Peru), Mr. Al-Kawari (Qatar),

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

(Turkey), Mr, Oudovenko (Ukrainian 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 Council Chamber,

The PRESIDENT (interpretation 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 the
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Ethiopia, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Mongolia and the Syrian Arab Republic, in which they request to be invited to
particiéate in the discussion of the item on the Council's agenda. In accordance
with the usual practice, I propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite
thqse representatives to parficipate 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 being no objection, it is so decided.
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At the invitation of the President, Mr. Maksimov (Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic), Mr. Tadesse (Ethiopia), Mr. Azzarouk (Libyan Arab Jamahiriva),

Mr. Doljintseten.(Mongolia) and Mr. Al-Atassi (Syrian Arab Republic) took the

places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

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

now‘resume its consideration of the item on its agenda.

The first speaker is the tepreSentative of Algeria. I invite him to take a
place at‘the Councii téble.and to make his statement,

Mr. DJOUDI (Algeria) (interpretation from French): It is indeed a
pleasure for me to convey to you, Sir, my warm congratulations on your accessioh to
the ptesidency of the Security Couhcil. Your professional skills and your
acknowledged wisdom are a sure guarantee of success in your important functions.

I should.like also to express our appreciation to Ambassador Delpech of
Argentina for the skill with which he discharged his duties last month,

This is the second time since the beginning of this year that Africa haé
turned to the Security Council with regard to the grave situation that persists in
the southern part of the continent. Only recently we had to address the oppression
of the South African people by the apartheid régime. Today we are focusing on the
continued illegal occupation of Namibia and Pretoria's policy of systematically
obstructing implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

Facedbwith South Africa's power and the dangers it represents to peace'and
security, the inte;national community must, through this Council, assume its
collective responsibility.

All of the facts of the aquestion of Namibia have long since been identified;
therefore in its consideration the Security Council should concentrate simply upon
recognizing the impasse, prqnouncing a verdict and adopting and implementing the

appropriate measures.
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(Mr. Djoudi, Algeria)

More than 20 yearé ago the Generél»Assembly revoked South Africa's Mandate’
over Namibia and placed that Territory under the direct responsibility of the
United Nations. For its part, the Security Council nearlyllo years ago solemnly
adopted the plan for the settlement of the Namibian question. vThe conditions for
the implementation of that plan were met, thanks to the constant and persevering
efforts of our Secretary-General, to whom a special tribute is due,

The non-implementation of that plan is South Africa's responsibility.

Need I recall that at the very time of its adoption the United Nations plan
for the independence of Namibia was the victim of an attempt to replace it‘with a
neo-colonialist arrangement designed to perpetuate the illegal situation? From the
very beginning, that manoceuvre was condemned and rejected by the Security Council.
However, the punishment called for by that intransigence of Pretoria was deferred
out of a need to pursue the dialogue. From that point on South Africa felt itself
invested with impunity to bring about the defeat of the Geneva Conference on
Namibia of 1981, The abuse of the right of veto has only strengthened the
apartheid régime in its intransigence and on each 6¢casion has encouraged it to
bring forward further demands. '

In insisting on its claim of linkage, South Africa's aim is merely to delay
the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

The linkage argument has been rejected in this very Council. It represents an
unacceptable distortion of the question of Namibia. It is an instance of
interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign and independent State, a State
that indeed is under attack by Pretoria. It is, finally, symptomatic of an

attitude of open defiance of the authority of the Council.
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(Mr. Djoudi, Algeria)

In fact, the pretext of "linkage" is meré camouflage for a vain attempt to
co-opt the future of Namibia. Since 1978 that. policy has developed through frantic
activity to bring forth out of the void a so-called third force and gain ocutside
recognition for it. It is perpetuated through time-worn manoeuvres to create a
climate of civil war in Namibia. It is seen in attempts to partition the
Territory: the manoeuvre to annex Walvis Bay and the offshore islands' is now being
renewed in th»e Caprivi Strip, which has been transforméd into a south African base
and earmarked as a future enclave from which to carry out regional threats and |
aggression. | . |

: A. constant we cannot ignore is .tt.le facf that since 1919 Soﬁth Africa has seen
Namibia as an integral part of its hégemonic racist plans., If Namibia has> been the
object of annexationist designs and remains a case of thwarted decolonization, this
is because the crime of agértheid has not met with the correct reaction demanded by
respect for the fundamental principles of the Uni;:ed Nations. Similarly, because
this defiant illegqal occupation remains unpunished, Namibia has become a base for
open aggression and subversion against neighbouring States; outlaw pracﬂces have
Secome a permanent feature throughout the region.

In the faée of South African oppression and repression, the Namibian people.
has amply demonstrated its unanimous loyalty to the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAFO), its sole, authentic representative, and has affirmed its
unswerving determination to recover its freedom. Its-st;uggle is one of the
noblest pages in the history of the peoples that have risen up against foreign
domination. That glorious struggle demonstrates through sacrifice the

determination of the Namibian people to bring about the restoration of its national

rights.
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(Mr. Djoudi, Algeria)

The Namibian pe;pl_e shares its suffering with the swﬁh African people, which
is engaged in cour’ageéus resistance to apartheid. Those two peoples are comrades
in arms with other southern African peoples facing aggression, destabilization and
pressure from the warlik‘e Pretoria régime.

The international  community has,always proclaimed its solidarity with the =
struggle of the Namibian people. It affirms that Namibia's independence must be
bro_ught about in‘con'foxcmity with resolution 435 (1978) and that the Territory's’
fuf:ure must reflect solely the authentic will of its people. It affirms too that
i_ndépendence must come about witn respect for Namibia's tetrito;ial inteérity’,

including Walvis Bay and the offshore Namibian islands. It affirms finally that

any so-called internal solution will be condemned and rejected out of hand.

| In Namibia, duty - solidarity - requires active suppor(: for the right of
peoples to self-determination and independence with a view to fulfilment of the
international will., This lends urgency to the implementation of Security Council
decisions»,. agd by definition excludes any coming to terms with the apartheid
régime. Suitable dialogue and repeated warnings have reached their limit, for this
is a régime that has given every proof of its blindness.

. The illegal occupation of Namibia must cease. South Africa has amply R
demonstrated its rejection of its responsibility under Article 25 of the Charter.
Its _pﬁsition has exposed it to the sanctibns envisaged in the charter.~ ~In that -
regard the international community has charted the course, and has clearly
indicated the action that must be taken.

| First of all, we mhst act upon previous warnings of recdurse to comprehensive
mandatory sanctions against the racist régime of Pretoria to campel it immediately,
oompietely and unconditionally to implement resolution 435 (1978). Secondly, we

must support in every way the Namibian people's legitimate national liberation
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,istfuggl_e.‘:. finallg, we must strengthen international action in _soliida;'rj..tg with the
independent States of southern Africa, which are subiggt.t;o South African
aggression, destab_ilizgtion ‘and pressure. o

. Yesterday, t!}e Secretary fo; Eoreign Afx_fairs of)SWAR?, ‘His ,Eb;cl_elllb'ency,‘w
Mr. Theo-Ben Gur itéb; reiterated with pass iqrg and 'syi)‘x]cc‘e»x‘_:’i ty_,‘t;’ig .:_n:t?vemenf. 's
readines; to .gc?opgrate in the search for a peacgful _ve'm‘:'l_,\‘to t(:he:i]_l.]_.egal;,qcc‘gpa‘tiqn

-of Namibia. The unanimous determination of the Security Cguqcil,"finally_t‘:cbi:,_ensurg

..... 3 i

the triumph of trlnxe,cguse of the ‘libevr,ag:iox‘;:'of, Namibia would be. a just tribute to
SWAPO's patj.enée and sense of responsibi}ity. ‘To dotnls, th‘e_CQ‘qnc__i(l mustgather
. all means available to it and exercise all its powers in the face of one of the.

gravest challenges to its au thority _’gg}d ope“of' vthe l‘a‘st survwmg ;}“3\"-?“955_?5. an

anachronistic order of racial and colonial domination.
times. Also, it is the hope of an international community which desires the
restoration of an. order characterized by respect for 'in‘t'er_nat__iona\l‘ law.

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

g

of Algeria for the kind words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative ‘of Tur k‘ey.‘.b I invite him to take a
place at .;’thel Council ._téble and to mafkgihis ‘st‘:ja,'telmentl._ L |
Mr. TURRMEN ('Iv‘ur'key)'. May I first thank you, Mr. President, and the
otherv menber s of the,»Securl:.i.t;y Cour'ic;il for»giv‘i‘ng‘ me __the"‘_qppor.t‘mity to make a
statement,oh the is'sp_e‘of. Namibia. -
I wish to extend to you, Sir, the congratulations.'qf‘ my de;ggguon ,‘on,your s
assumption of tﬁne presidency of t‘.be Council for the rﬁonth of April., I wish also to

pay a tribute to the Permanent Representative of Argentina,A Ambassador Delpeéh, for

_his diligent leadership of the Council during the month of March.
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(Mr; Tur kmen, Tur key)

“The ‘qne‘s'éii;onwég the independence of Namibia repres‘en'ts‘ a unique responsibility
for the United Nations and particularly for the Security Council. The United
».Na_tions, through the Council for Namibia, has assumed reéponsibility for the legal
administration of Nan\ibiz‘a’, for Vas'sisti‘ng' the people of t";amib'i"é, ‘and fdt""bteéerving
the Territory'e national ie‘équfceé. " As fot the Security Council, there 'is no'other
issue ‘in whichit is S0 directly and gubstantially involved. In resolution |
435 (1978), adopted in September 1978, the Council endorsed ‘a aé't.ailed“plan'for the
indepéndence of Namibia, a plan which has been acce;;ted"'by south’Africa and is
fully sﬁpbbtted:b&)the' international community. All questions’ telating"v to the =
implementation of the Security Councii resolution have been.-éésoive__d'} “including’ the
pi:nbl'éml of the éléétotni‘ 5ystém. ‘There are thétéfore‘ no impediments to ‘the =
immediate implementation of resolution 435 (1978), excépt the political will of the
‘Government of ‘South Africa. To influence that political will is the crux of the
matter, |

develgélﬁénts"cdnéer‘ning ‘Namibia. We firmly believe that southern Africa will have
no stability or peace so long as South Africa :éersisté in maintaining by force its
presence’ in Namibia, in subjeci:in"gi the people of Namibia to the system -‘o.f
apartheid, and in threatening peace and security by carrying out military
activities and acts of aggression beyond the borders of Namibia and on the

territory of neighbouring independent States.
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(Mr. Turkmen, Turkey)
'It”ié.cléat to us that so-long as South Africa's -intransigence continues and.

Vthe peaceful evolution of Namibia into'anTindependenE:StateViSrblocked;by Sbuth- =
Africa, the Namibiaﬁ'peqple has no éhoi.cerbut:vt:‘:),com:i.m.xefit:s‘.det:t_er:ni‘:tned‘st_r‘t:tgc_;,le,._,é
to dislodge the illegal régime from Namibia.';TurkeyzhaS'always expressed‘its'f-;w*
splidarityfwitﬁ the’Némibiéh people‘in‘theirfétruggieifor;nationél.independenge '
undei'the'ieédérsh{p[of South West Africa People's Qrganizaiion (SWAPO),jwhichsihe
Genéréi:Asseﬁbiy'haé'récbgniiéd‘as the‘soleféuthentic‘representative;of the. = .
‘Namibian people. = - - T R L O T R LA A S S
In view of.the'ttagic devéiopments takin§ place in Southghfricg;and.thel‘

prospects of disastrous consequences if a‘diéldgue‘forithe»elimination‘of4agartheid _
cannot be initiated in the very near future; the probiémuéf'Némibia shou;dube
evaluated in its proper context. Namibia is without doubt-a mattér;qf,:nb¢.>a
decolonization and in that sense'it is unconnected with‘the‘qugs;iOn of apartheid.
However, the two questions are inevitably;interrelaged in the sense.that they =~ ..
réduité'élhilér'actibns by the international .community.: The emergence at this
stage of an independént ﬁamibia on the basis of Security Council resolution . .
435 (1978) will clearly show:that peaCefﬁlﬂmeans‘in southern Africa can be .
productive. “Such h-dévelopﬁent will have a very positive\impactwand.might,be“a,A}w
factor encoutaging a dialogue for the peaceful evolution of the.South African:: -
régime towards r§di&; equality and true democracy.

" The Secre;afy—Genetal'séreport of'3l!Mérch 1987 contained in-document:S5/18767
Ehrbwg'iiéht'on’thé"ﬁortuous'developments in'the*effotts‘uﬁdettaken to implement .- -
resolution 435 (1978). = It is clearly brought out that. all the front-line States, -
the Government of'Ahgola_anGLSWAPo haveidisplayed,remarkable{flexibility and a -
constructive spirit. The Government of Angola, while insisting on the principle .
3'thét there can befné”ljnkége~and pré—conditions-for-the impleméntatibn of the .

 “Sécurity Council resolution, has referred to the package. of concrete proposals. -
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contained in the plaiform fqrwarded to the Secretary-General ip November 1984 .
;egatding thefissue‘of;the;withd;awal offCuban‘forces. fhevpresident of SWAPO has .
teiéerated,SWAPb's reaaine§s~tofptoceéd to a cease-fire with South Africa for the.a.
‘implementation of the United Nations»plan for_Namibia.iv

Invéontrast,:the South ‘African Government has insisted that,a firmand .
" satisfactory agreement:should.be reached on the withdrawal oﬁ_Cuban forqgsdﬁrom,,ﬁ_
- Angola before the beginning of the impiementation of the settlement plan based on .
iesolution 435 (1978). 1In the meantime, South Africa has éontinuedi;oygndangetgghe
peace process by continuing cross-bordergattacks against Angola..

As theﬂSectetaty-General«states‘in-his report, .. . - w’,,j

"The presence of Cuban troops in'Anébla is a separate matter,vtocpg'dgélt,wi;h

by those directly concerned acting within theit«sovereign,cpmpetengg'.,,

(S/18767,;pata‘=32) .

The linkage pre-condition is-réjectediby,the international cqmmuqity, and the,h:_,
Securitf Council has endorsed the view that-the independence;O£:Namibi§;°a"“°§tb¢"
éonnecteﬁ‘with'irrelevant“and extraneous issues. We believe.that this decisiqq,pt
the Security Council should be henceforth feflected in -the policies of all ;ts
members so that the South African Government can no longer misinterpret the. ..
poéitionrbf the'Council. - |

The time has certainly come_to-request,the South'African,quernmenghtg accept R
'Uhequivocally the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) without any .linkage of
pre-condition, and we hope that the;Secufity Cohncil_will be able to take a stgqqg
and resolu;e stand onvthisvissue.; It,ié.also‘obvious,that the South African.
Gove:nhent will not change its policies until it is persuaded that its failure to
comply with the fequeéts of the Secutity Council will. trigger the adoption of firm
and effective measures, including meaéures»envisaged‘inkéhapte: VII of . the Charter.

It is our earnest wish that the Security Council will be able this time to adopt a
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stand which will induce the South African Government to co-operate with the United
' Nations in putting into effect without delay the plan.endorsed for the independence
of Namibia, on the basis of resolution 435 (1978).

In conclusion, I wish fo.express the appreciation of my Government for the
tiréless and skilful efforts that the Secretary-General has deplbyéd,in order to.
ensure the implementation of resolution 435 (1978). His report underlines that-
whét is necessary néﬁ*is for the Security Council to prove its determination and

credibility. - . A I R T S L

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative
of Turkey forvtﬁe congratulations he addressed to me.'
Th next speaker is the representative of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist.
Republic. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and;té make his
statement.

Mr. OUDOVENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interptetationvfrom‘

Russian): Comrade President, I should first like to saf how very happy I am to
welcome you to the lofty post of President of the Security Council. You represent
a fraternal socialist country with which ours enjoys close aﬁd very warm
rélations. The friendship beéween our peoples has déep historical roots. We are
-vefy familiar with your great diplomatic and political skills and your experience.
which doubtleéé will facilitate the work of the Council. I wish you every success
in your endeavour. | |

I also express our delegation's gratitude to the Permanent Representative‘of
Argentina to the United Nations, Ambassadof Delpech, for his skilful guidance of
the work of the Council last month.

The delegation of the ﬁkrainian SOViet'SociSIist Repdblic is grateful to
_members of the Secufity Céuncil for giving us the opportunity to speak at this

meeting.



BCT/gb S/PV.2744
: : 14-15

i
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Quite recently, in February, the Security Council considered;one of the most
acdte'problems facing the international community: rthe;problem‘gf apartheid,
" described by the United Nations as a crime against humanity. Today we are
discussing the question of Namibia. The system of égartheid and the illegal

occupation of Namibia emanate from the very same scourge: the racist régime of

{

South Africa.: - R _ N v » i:

The convening of this series of Security Council meetingsié§ows thaf the
immediate liberation qf Namibia is the central, urgent task in.ﬁﬁe universal.
vsttuggle for the elimination of the shameful vestiges of coloqiaiism'in our world.
The statements made by the overwhelming majority of speakers é;ggfurthet convincing

{
proof of the ever-growing international support for the just étﬁuggle of the

valiant patriots of Namibia, led by their military vanguard, the South West Africa
People's Organization, against the illegal occupation of the Territory of Namibia

by the racist régime of South Africa and for the attainment by the Namipian people

of genuine independence.
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'Nenty‘ye-ars ago the United Nations General Assembly. terminated South Aftiéa's
Mandate over South West Africa. Since then, ﬁtany resolutions have been adopted by
the Security Council and the General Assembly calling upon the racist colonialist
régime Pretoria to terminate imniediate'l-y its illegal occupation of Ngmibia. Among
the resolutions adopteciby the Security Council, I would refer in particular to
resolution 385 (1975) and 435 (1978), which contain the only basis for a just and
peacéful ‘settlement of the Namibian problem,.that has achieved international
reocognition, |

- Throughout those years, however, racist South Africa has obstinately‘céntinued
to sabotage implementation of those resolutions and persisted in its illegal ‘
occupation of Namibia, attempting by force of arms to b:eal; .’thg ,_w'il_l:'o\f ;he, .
Namibian people for freedom, independence and national self-determination., The
racist régime and transnational corporations have ruthlessly explpited Namibja's
natural and human resources. There can be no doubt that one of the main reasons
the racist régime of South Africa continues to refuse to grant complete
independence to Namibia is the wealth to be found there. It is a Territory rich in
diamonds, copper, urénium and other strategic minerals. The scale of the
exploitation of Namibia's resources by foreign economic interests can be gauged by
the daia set forth in a document prepared by the United Nations Council for
Namibia, which states that more than 60 per cent of Namibia's gross domestic
product is apprépriated as pre-tax income ﬁy corpotations. A significant portion
of the remaining 4‘0 per cent is used by foreign interests in Namibia for
operational expenses, . | |

From time to time Ptetptia revives its Namibia propaganda campaign. It ‘issues
hollow statements about its intention to "grant® independence to the Namibian
people. Under close scrutiny, however, those statements are but patently deceitful

attempts to maintain South Africa‘'s neocolonialist interests in Namibia by the
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illeqgal establishment of a puppet “interim éovetnment" there. The granting of
independehce is hedged about with ari?i.ficial and extraneous demands and

conditions. This is clearly evidenced by Pre‘toria's mich-touted ‘intention to grant
independence to Namibia by 1 August 1986. As the Secretary-General quite A»tightly.

states in his report, South Africa's pre-condition is "the only obstacle to the

implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia" (S/18767, para. 32). . The

entire international community, apart from the immediate henchmen and ptot':ec:t_-;ots of
the racist régime in Pretoria, is in agreement with the Secretary-General"é V-oéinion
that South Africa's precondition related to so-called linkage is invalid ‘and cannot
justify tﬁe postponement or delaying of Namibian independence. |

The General Asseémbly in its resolutions - inter alia resolution 40/97 - has
stated that the continuing illegal and colonial occupation of Namibia by South
Africa constitutes an act of aggression against the Namibian. people and a seriéus
threat to international peace and security.

The African countries, the countries members of the Non-Aliéhed Nbve'meht, the
United Nations General Assembly and various other international forums, as wgil as
the broad majority of world public opinion, support the noble struggle Aof. the
Namibian people and have on many occasions carlled upon the Security cQuncil to
impose comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against racist South Africa under
Chapter VII of the Charter. ‘It is quite élea: that the longer the delay in
imposing such sanctions, the less likely will be any peaceful -and non-violent
solution to the problem of Namibia.

However, the obstrﬁctionist position adopted in this mattef by some Western
comntries temains unchanged. As preceding speakers have stated here, the most ,
recent evidencé of this was provided on 20 February of ﬁis year, when a draft

tesolution submitted to the Security Cowficil calling for the imposition of partial.
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Republic of Germany. The error of such justifications and the invalid 'natere of
talk of the harmfulness of sanctions has been amply exposed, most recently Ain the
course of the Council's present deliberations.

However, the explanation for such an attitude lies elsewhere. According to
informtion furnished by the United Nations Special Committee against Apartheid in
its teport to the forty-first session of the General Assenbly,v direct foreign_
capital investment in South Africa totais some $25 billion, more than 40 per cent
of which is furnished by United Kiogdom corporatiocs and banks. The ._second: _m_ajor ’
investors in South Africa are corporatio;\s of the Federal Republic of Germany, .
which account for 20 per cent of al‘l capital investxnents. The United States of
America accounts for 17 per cent of capitalv investments; . According to the same
data, out of the‘1,068 transnational corporations operating in South efrica, 2‘0V6
are American, 364 are British and 142 are West German. |

Can we be surprised. therefore, that the limited sanctions introduoed in the "
United States and the United Kingdom in re3ponse to pressure from the intetnational
conmunity and world public opinion, affect only secondaty areas of trade in South
Africa and have no real effect? It is also clear that the widely tou ted
"withdrawal® from South Africa by a nunber of American companiesk,k primarily for
commercial reasons, will have vn'o effect at all on the SOutp ‘Afr_icarxecooa’ny.\ In
fact, such purely selfish actions by international monopolies, under -the ongoing
policies of "constmctive" and other types of "engagement™ with South Africa being
practised by a number of Western countries, primarily the United States, encour age
the racist régime of Pretoria to disregard the international commwnity, undermine
efforts to elimir;a‘te the system of apartheid and allow it to continue its illegal

occupation of Namibia. I stress that mere moral condemnation of the racists
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through futile 'dipl'om‘atic'i calls for an end to apartheid is not enough: it is high
time that concrete, effective measures were adopted. Indeed, the situation in
southern Africa is so critical that such measures are now an urgent necessity.

The Ukrainian SSR bélieves; it necessary immediately to ensure the
decolonization of Namibia and the attainment by the Namibian people of its
inalienable right to self-determination, independence and territorial integrity in
a mi‘fievd State, inélqbing Walvis Bay and the offshore islands, as well as the
transfer of all power to the people of Namibia as represented by their sole,
legitimte repr'eséntative, SWAPO.

'_I'hé‘ Ukrainian SSR firmly supports the appeal to the Security Council launched
by African and other non-aligned countries to 'introduce compi'ehens ive and mandatory
sanctions against racist South Africa under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter in_otder to compel Pretbria to implement t'_he: provisions of Security Council
tésolqtion 43s (1978), without any extraneous consider ations.

Guided by its poéition oi% principle, the Ukrainian SSR will continue to
support the struggle of the valiant pééple of Namibia, led by SWAFO, for their
liberation.

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

the Ukrainian SSR for the kind words he addressed to me and my country.
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)¢he next speaker is thefrepresentatiye of Nigeria. I invite him to take a
place at the'Council'table and‘to make his statement.:'"

Mr. ONONAIYE (Nigeria)- I extend to you with pleasute, sir, our warmest

congratulations on your well-deserved assumption of ‘the presidency of the Security
Council for ‘the month of April. 1 should like to taxe’this opportunity also’ to
express our appreciation for the able nanner\in‘uhich‘your‘immediate predecessor;
Ambassador,‘uarcelolhelpech‘ofihrgentina,~conducted'the affairs of ‘the Security
Council‘last"monthl” o : &

Mr President, we take due cognizance of the difficult task that you have to
‘ perform. We are none the less certain that the vast experience and immense
diplonatic skill and wisdom that you brinq to the presidency will”guarantee*general
support for your leadership role. We pledge our unflinChing:suppott‘for your”
guidance of the Council_in.dealing with_the‘important'issue:before us.

I Wish'to'place-on record”ny Government's deepest appreciation of the tireleSS‘
efforts’of'the"secretarY-General'in'the matter before tne/Council ‘:tndeed,'we
recall the profuse expressions ‘of support for the Secretary—General at the time of |
his recent election. We were - unable to identify one delegation that did not
express support. If it is necessary, we should like to remind all concerned to
recall their support for the Secretary-General and to complement his efforts in the
ANamihian'quéstion; His most recent report is self-explanatory and we commend it to
‘those who have not seen it, |

We are here today with a rather‘heavy‘heart and a'sense of disappointment. We
hope that‘that‘disappointmentYand despair'will turn‘to,optimismvand satisfaction by
the time the‘Security:Council‘ﬁinds up its deliberations on the agenda item. The
~’Council's apparent inability to live up to the intentions of the founding fathers
of the United Nations and to the expectations of the international community in the

SOuth African crisis because of the selfish arrogance of power of some of ‘the
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permanent . memhersﬂremains a blight on the authority of the Otganization. It 1s our
hope that this meeting will not be turned into yet another occasion for dashing theﬂ
legitimate‘aspitations.of the~struggling people of Namibia in preference gor
economiclgain.and patochial interests.. = | -

Thenhistoty\and_natute;of,the Namibian auestion have been sufficientlyf
documentedi and I shall‘not repeat the details at this time. It is, indeed, a
shame that, 20 years aftet ‘the termination of agartheid South Africa's Mandate over
the Trust Territory, the racist regime has blatantly defied the United Nations and
the’villiofuthefwotldhcommunity by refusing to‘surrender its'pernicious conttol
over the'Tertitory,{‘Neariy ;Q;Years ago‘the_security,gquncil; which our Charter
vested with the authority to deal with breaches of peace, adopted 2 United Natlons
plan for,the.peacetul'settlement Of:the.namibian_crisis in the"form of resolution
435_(1978). .That action was»hailed by thevintetnational community and endotsedvby:
allfparties,involved“in;the_Namihiangcrisis,‘includingvthe apartheid tégimet ~The
United Nations planflhqweverigremains unimplemented togthis‘dayghecause_of'the"
prevaricatiOns 9th§?i$t.S°“th.Af‘i¢3' encouraged by_iés’fgignds‘and allies.i
Issues extraneous_and}irtelevant4F§»£he,plan contained invtesolution 435 (1978),
iSsuesrwhigh_predate the adoption of the resolution and which_we;e-notygaised‘at-7vv
‘ the’time.of_neqotiations;on;the\United_uations_plan for Namibia;'ate now being
flaunted as red herrings to;hlock,implementation:of the plan. ;In'anf_eyent.)the
'legitimate guest of the Namibian-people for'Self-determination,”freedom'and |
independence has been. frustrated., It is a bettayal

It is our view that the pariah South African entity could not have had the
effrontery to challenge and defy worldlopinion, as expressed in nume:ous o
resolutions of the United Nations, including those of the Security COuncil, were it
not for the suppott and deliberate encouragement 1t receives from some powetful .

Members of the United Nations and the Security Council. It is the greatest_irony
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of history, and perhaps a reflection of the contempt in which some Members hold our
Organization that countries which voluntarily and actively participated in

W

fashioning the United Nations plan for Namibian independence are now engaged in L
subverting implementation of the same plan, )
| We are forced to search for the motive for this unusual situation. We
recognize that all Member States support the principle of self—determination and
independence. We note that all Member States renewedvsupport for the United
Nations at the recent fortieth-anniversaryicelebrations. We have been unable to
identify-any support for the system of apartheid The foregoing analysis leads usr
to conclude that there is a racial -dimension to the policies that certain powerfull
countries are pursuing with ‘regard to the Namibian and,_indeed, the entire South )
African issue.l It is clear and indisputable that racism is the main considerationv
in the official policies of apartheid South Africa. It is beginning to appear that
racism also informs the official policies of certain friends and supporters of
racist South Africa.

My delegation is nevertheless hopeful that the predominant feeling of sympathy
for and understanding of the Namibian cause expressed by the good people of those
countries will soon be reflected in the'policies of their Governments. We pay |
tribute to the citizens of all countries who, through mass action, have distanced 1
themselves from the myopic policies that their Governments have been pursuing”in

Namibia and South Africa.
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We salutetheir Vco.ur"ag;e‘ and determmationto 1~i‘ve up to the tr'ue" traditiOns of
their ownhistory andtheir enlightened beliefs vin the pr inCiples of
self-determination, freedom and Justice. .The 'struggl'eor the Namibian people’ is in
the true tradxtion of the quest for freedom and self-determination by oppressed
people throughout the "annals of history.

The co-operation and collaboration w1th raczst south Africa in 1ts continued
stranglehold over Nanubia by certam Western countries have recently taken a new
turn 1n the form of the mcreased mllitarization of the Trust Territory and,
indeed the entire southern rAfrican region. It has been wrdely reported in certa:n.n
Western European newspapers that secret arms shipments to racist SOuth ‘Africa have
resumed agam.' The international Territory ot’ Namibia is being used in this
nefarious plan to arm the Ertheid SOuth African régime, in contravention of
Secunty Councrl resolution 418 (1977) imposmg a mandatory arms embargo agamst
South Africa. I‘t is being"claimed that the arms are destined for the UNITA'armed
bandits of Angola. We know, however, that UNITA is but a proxy of the pariah o
Pretoria régime. The 1ndependent African States in the southern African region are
. being threatened with possible m111tary reprlsals because of their support for the
legitimate struggle for freedom in Namlbia and South Africa. The Territory of
Namibla is bemg used by the SOuth African—sponsored UNITA armed bandits to launch
military ‘incur sions mto the 1ndependent and - sovereign nation of Angola, portions
of whose territory have been under South Africa’'s occupation' for some years now.

It is a matter for regret that in spite of the world-wide rejection and
condemnation of the South African-established. "interim government" in the
international Trust Territory ovaamibia, in spite of the unequivocal rejection of
that non~government by the United Nations,‘ certain governments have started to deal

with the puppets of that entity who masguerade as ininisters. The motive for this
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sinister collaboration is now coming to light - a move to deplete the enormous
natural resources of Namibia, in contréveni:ion of relevant United Nations - -
resolutions and Decree No. I, promulgated by the United Nations Council for: Namibia
in 1974 to protect Namibia's natural resources. Once again, the lure of economic
gains is being given priority and precedence over human suffering and m{isery in
Namibia. |

As the report of the Secretary-General, contained in document S/18767 of
31 March 1987 vividly shows, ‘- the *.implementati.on'of"- the Counci.l.ls- plan for a .. :
-peaceful settlement Of the Namibian q_uestion has donsistently been delayed because
of racist south Africa's insistence on pre-cdnditions extraneous to the plan
contained in resolution 435 (1978). The Angolan Government, in ordef to get the
impléméntation of resolution 435 (1978) going, has since 1984 committed itself to a
éhased withdrawal of the Cuban ivnternational forces under the Mindelo Act it
entered into with the Government of the United States. 'ffxis under taking was
reached despite the sovereign right of the Angolan Government, under intetnatio;'xal
law, to choose whom to invite’in:o‘i& borders. The demonstration of good faith on
i:he part of the Angolan ‘autndrities is, however, not sufficient for the racist
Pretoria régime, which continues to insist on complete withdrawal of Cuban forces
from Angola before the implementation of resolution 435 (1978).

The international community has repeatedly rejected this "linkage"‘_ theory.
The Final Communiqué of the Eighth Conference of ABeac‘ls of State or Government of
Non-Aligned Countries, which took place in Harare in Septenbér' 1986, and the Action
Programme adopted by theAInternational Conference for the Immediate Independence of
.Na'mibia, which t<;ok blace in Vvienna in 1986,' rejected and condemned the doctr‘ine of
"linkage®. frhe people of Namibia have suffered' enough, Forr how long must
Namibians be denied their just rights ‘on the altar qf apparent filial kinship with

the apartheid rulers of South Africa? The international community must urgently
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address the genocide that is being perpetrated by the minority régime qf Afrikaners
in southern Africa. During the Second World War black andAAftican people in the.
colonies were conscripted to fight against Hitler's fascism and genocide. Africa
is now ésking the Western Powers to live up to their oft-repeated respect for
democracy and freedom by persuading apartheid South Africa to quit the

~ international Territory of Namibia - and to do so now,

We believe that the Charter haS»enough.provisions for dealing with aggressor
nations which breaqh 1nternatidna1.peace and security. Having ;r;ed negotiations
and mediation, regrettably without success, we afe ﬁow calling on the international
community to invoke the provisions of Chapter VII of the Charter against South
.Africa. This is the only alternative peaceful course of action.left to the
‘intgrnational community. It is for this reason that we support and recommend the
draft resolution before the Council.

It is an indictment of the authority of the Council that a ﬁinorigy Afrikaner
régime, reprgsenting'less-than 5 million white South Africans,,should defy'its‘
decisions regarding Namibia. This becomes ridiculous,whgn it is realized that some
members of the Council are regreftably encouraging the racist régime's acts of
defiance. Racist South Africa's colonialism in the Trust Territory of Namibia must -
be brought to an end. The Pretoria régime must be forced to discharge its
‘obligations under international law in the context of Security Cguncil resolution
435 (1978). The Council must facilitate that process by enforcing its authority in 4
Namibia: by calling on all State Members of our Oorganization, as well as
non-members, immediately to impose comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the
 Pretoria régime until it relinquishes its illegal and nefarious hold over Namibia.

Let us unite to act now.
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The PRI-BIDENT (interpretation ‘from French)' g I "th-ank the'representati:ve
of Nigeria for the kind words he addressed to me, AR | |
The next speaker is the»representative-of Cu‘ba.vv’ ‘I‘Ainvite"him to take a”'place
at the Council table and to make his statement. ‘ | | ‘l

Mr. ORPMAS OLIVA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish)- I wish to éxpress

my congratulations to you, Sir, the worthy representative of Bulgar ia, on your
assumption of the presidency of this important organ for this month of April ‘and
we are confident that the work of the Security COuncil will benefit from your wise
and experienced leadership.

At the same time, we wish to express our appreciatiOn to Amhassador
Marcelo Delpech, Permaient Répresentative of Argentina, who so ahly and zealously
gu‘ide‘d the business of the Council during the past month ofMarch. ‘

In 1985 the Security Council considered the situation in Namibia,' as well as
the arrogant and treacherous behaviour of the Pretoria rac1sts, who continued to
thwart the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) of 29 Septenber 1978 on that
oocasion the Security Council adopted resolution 566 (1985), . in which it was
established that there only remained to determine the electoral system to be used
for the election, under‘United Nations supervzsions, for the Constituent Assenbly,.
so that resolution 435 (1978) could be. implemented and Namibia accede to its
longed-for independenoe. | | | |

anoughoutlall thes‘e years' the international oounnunity in avariety Vof
international f'otlumsIV such as 'ttle;organ'ization o’f”nfr‘ican mity, the Non-Alioned B
‘Movement and the United Nations itself has affirmed that Namibia has the right to

r

be independent and that Security COuncil resolution 435 (1978) is the appropriate _
framework for the attainment of that cherished and inalienable aspiration of the
Namibian people. The only obstacle impeding the independenceof Namibia has proved

" to be the arrogant and intransigent position of racist south Afr ica in perpetuating
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its colcnial domination in Namibia and, in this, it is clear that it has enjoyed
the encouragement and support of those in Washington who concocted the so—called
constructive engagement and linkage, subterfuges and theories totally alien to the
spirit and letter of Security Council resolution 435 ‘(l978). A

It was necessary to create genuine ccnditions for human digiity, proclaimed in
resolution 435 (1978, to be guaranteed, in order that it could become a concrete
and objective fact. In reading today the excellent report of Secretary-General
Perez de Cuellar - ror which we express our appreciation - we see the following-

*As members of the Security Council are aware, in Novenber 1985 agreement
was reached with the parties concerned on the system of proportional
,ﬁrepresentation for the elections envisaged in Security Council resolution .' ‘

435 (1978). With this agreement, the last outstanding issue relevant to the

Uni ted Nations plan was resolved " (S/18767, para. 31)

It is clear to everyone that with the agreement referred to by the\
Secretary-General in his report the only pending issue to implement resolution o
435 (1978) was resolved. In insisting, with the support of its Washington allies,
upon pre-conditions under so-called linkage - which has already been re]ected on
more than .one occasion by the internationa]. community - SOuth Africa continues to |
stall the process aimed at Namibia 8 independence.

In view of the foregoing, all that remains to be done without further delay is
to implement the above-menticned, and now historic, resolution 435 (1978) and to
-react urgently to the earnest appeal made by the Secretary-General to all the
parties concerned, as well as to the international community as a whole, to malte a

determined effort to emplace the United Nations Transition Ass15tance Group (UNTAG) ‘

in Namibia in 1987.
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. The day beforeyesterday the Permanent Representative of SOuth Africa in this
Council made a cynical statement reflecting everything the SOuth African
authorities are doing to guarantee wvhat he termed the well—being of the Namibian |
people- ,i“,, the‘fields of nealth and edu_cation. Whatwe heard\:was the same as what
we had already heard' on many. other occasions from othercolonial Powers. For the '
representative of SOuth Africa the most valuable thing is their spurious

well—being, whereas for the peoples thenselves what 1s most valuable is freedom and"
.i!l.?epe,n_dence,. . And, as_ always, in a d_emonstration o_f,his,.frustrated bell_igerenoe;.
the representative of Pretoria in concluding his statement threatened to apply .
fanci ful reforms in Namibia - in other words,‘ unilateral_arjrangements. Howcan L
south Africa, which has so often challenged ‘the international community, now come
before the Security Council to proffer. n_ew threats?

"Linkage" was quite simply cmoocted to hold hostage the independence of
‘, Namibia ,Y and we wonder how many new "linkages"® w.ill ‘be created by the Pretoria
racists in continuing to flout ‘the appeal of the-world 's conscience and to violate
the decision of the International Court of 'Justice, which declared SOuth Africa_'s
presence in Namibiaeillegal. How many neni'linkages'iwill be created to continue
thwarting Namibia's independence? Are we perhaps forgetting the other delaying |
manoeuvres and-obs'tacles? The following ’are examples'of such tactics: '-the holding
of elections in Namibia in December 1978, ,des_pite the United Nations plan; the
problems of the demilitaritze’d.zme; the question of the numerical size‘of the
A United Nations forces; and the impartiality of this very Organization.
| We should not be surprised to see new "linkages” in future, until the ~.fina1
suggestion would be to attempt to eliminate the South West Africa People s

Organization from the process towards Namibian independence.
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J 7'7C]V.'e'at1§‘, ‘.f.'hva/t‘:'saxth African arrogance is being manifested owing to the fact |
that to date two permanent members of the Security Council — the United States and
the Uri.itéd Kingdom - have used the veto to prevent the application of sanctions.

South Aftic’av's habitunal 1ritta'nsigénce in refusing to comply Qith the cdﬁncil'é
decisions only lead us to think, after so ku;anyl years, that there remains no other
alternative but to apply the éomﬁtehehswe ‘mandatory sanctions pt‘oéidéd for in T
Chapter V]vtt‘of the Charter to édnibel the racists to bow to the ‘appeals for reason
ana té"histot'yi for it is”»ag:anoin'aly.'_tha't'PretOtia's' obduracy ‘should be allowed o
give "ri'se' 'to a focus of tension tnreaten ing international peace. and security in

that part of southern Africa.
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‘“This is'no tife’ to handle ‘the Pretoria racists with k‘ideglwés, »In-addition
to oéCquinq Namibia, they have violated the sovereignty ‘of ‘Angola by“’ma‘intainin'g
in its southern part‘a number of military units whose sole purpose is to assist in
the detabilizing activities of the mercenary bands of UNITA.:

‘We ‘are ‘once again seeing the already threadvare manoeuvres of -South Africa
designed to distract attention and to delay the entire process.  In this case South
Africa dares to tell us that the framework:of resolution 435 (1978) has already
been ‘left’ behind by events., It would be wise for us to pause here,:medidate upon
this point and draw the approptiate lessons, because South Africa is 't;hus subtly
attempting to draw us into a new labyrinth that will lead us away from the clear,
definite, well 1it and well paved road provided by resclution 435 (1978). I .= .
believe we have seen too muth ‘trickery from the South African racists to be - -
dsceived once again by the same siren songs.

* My ‘statement could be quite lengthy if I were to attempt to list each and
évérir cne of the cases of South African aggression against the front-line
couritries. It is well ‘known that Namibia is being used for thé continuous acts of
aggié'éSsidn'agéinst Angola, a' sovereign country and a Menber of thie Organization.
And in this Fegard let us not forget the genocidal policy applied by the apartheid
régime against tr;e black people of South Africa themselves. It suffices simply to
read the New York ‘daily press to learn ‘the~n'um$et ‘of .wictims whose blood ‘is daily
paving the road to freedom in ‘South Africa to realize once -and forﬁ all t:h.at, like a
cancer or a case of political AIDS, that régime is gnawing away peace ‘and»s-tabui.ty‘
in southern Africa.’

We are firmly gonvinced‘ ‘that it is not thetobric that will resolve this bitter
and ‘sad reality. Therefore we appeal to the Council, which our Organization's

Charter endows with the responsibility of protecting international peace and



RE/12 ' s/PV.2744
o : 37

(Mr. Oramas Oliva, Cuba)

security, to'apply wiﬁhodt delay the measures prescribed for cases such as that
before us today, so- that the people of Namibia, under the guidance of its sole
legitimate representative, the South West Africa People's Orgmization (SWAPO), may
speedily accede to independence and, confident »in its future, come and sit among us
here as an ‘independenr and"soirereigrl ‘country working for peace and development.

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

of Cuba for the kind words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Kuwait. I invite him to take a .

place at the Council table and to make his statement..

Mr. ABULHASAN (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic): I wish _at; tne very
outset to convey to you, Sir, our warm congratulation_s on your assunpticn of the_
presidency of the Security Co'uncil for this month. We arevconfident that your
exper tise and diplonatic~experience will heip us achieve the resdlts we hope ror.__
Your representationioflrfl the friendly c‘ountry of Bulgaria is truly of ben‘e'fi‘t to the
righteous and the jlus‘t in the galling Namibian question, which is high on.the list
_of thorny international problems. We have come here to discuss that problem and to
take the actions necessary to secure a realistic response to it in our civilized
world - namely the granting to the Namibians of their inalienable right to
self—determination. :

On this occasicn I cannot 'fail to pay tribute to . my friend and colleague tne
Permanent Representative of Argentina, Anbassador Delpech, fornis’ success in
presiding over the Council last month. ,

My delegation is particinating in these deliberations in order to join the
majority of the international community in demanding the immediate and
unconditional termination of South Africa's occupation of the Namibian people's
territories, which continues 20 years after the General Assembly ?‘s adoption of its

resolution ending South Africa’s Mandate over the Territory.
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Our participation is inspired by Ruwait's principled and firmly established
commi tment to the cause of preserving the rights and legitimate interests of
peoples and suppofting the sanctity of mankind and its liberties and basic needs,
regardless of colour, religion or race. It proceeds from our firm commitment to
the endeavour to protect the rights of peoples and all they hold sacred, and to
prevent injustice.

I should also like to remind those present in this Council of fhe call made
two months ago by leaders of the Islamic countries during thei; Fifth Islamic
Summi t Conference, in Ruwait, at which those leaders appealed to all Member States
to extend the utmost possible assistance to the people of Namibia in their
struggle, under the leadership of the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO), to liberate themselves from the yoke of racist occupation and
colonization and to put an end to the plundering of their wealth now being carried
out in broad daylight. '

My country, quait, has consistently urged the international community fitﬁly
to éupport the justness and legitimacy of this liberation stx:ugéle for national |
indevpendence and self-determination. |

Kuwait believes that the solution is implementation of the United Nations plan
for Namibia, to which there is no obstacle except the"inttansigence and
procrastination of the Pretoria racist régime. There must also be firm rejection
of any and éli attempts to link Namibia's independence to irrelevant issues that do
not relate to or stem from international law énd to defy- the will of the majority
of the menbership of our world Orgaxizétim as reflected in many resolutions,
notably Security :Cou'nci.l resolution 435 (1978), which represents the only valid
basis for the achievement of a peaceful settlement of the question of Namibia's

independence .



RH/12 S/PV. 2744
39-40

{(Mr. Abulhasan, Kuwait)

‘We have repeatedly debated the irrationality implicit in efforts to make such
a linkage, and all have concurred on the illegality of that demand, which has been
forcibly introduced into the Namibian question for purposes totally extraneous to

it and for the sake of procrastination and pi:evarication.
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" Ruwait condemns all attempts‘by the racist ﬁretbria»régime to establish pupng
bodies and administrations in Namibia and‘to lend them a false legitimacy running
. counter to the c1e§r will of the people, which will accept no alternétive to the
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) as the leader of jts liberation
struggle. We continue to demand that the racist Pretqriawrégimé and its inaning;
forces that occupy Namibia immediately release the heroic political prisoners now
held in Namibia and desist from terrorism against the legitimate national
liberation movement of Namibia, SWAPO. Kuwait considers thg so—caLle§;ip;gtim
administration in Windhoek to be illegal, null and void; all countries must refrain
from providing it with assistance of any kind, fo; it is but anoéhér tool for
perpetﬁatingythe‘colonial domination of Namibia. |

The present debéte reminds us that this year mafks the twentieth anniversary
of the establishment of the United Nations Council for Namibia. We should pay a
deserved tribute to the role of our world drganization,,its Secretary-General, its
Council for Namibia and other;televant.bodies.;and‘to theit\sincere, éiligent
efforts to bring‘about peacefully the indebepdence‘offNamibiaiin épite of the
difficulties and frustrations.created by the racist tégime ofleqth_Afriga;
especially through its policy of escalating‘aggression‘ﬁheneve# messengers.of'peace
take action.and whenever the front-line States embark oh.initia;iveg«toygyds a
settlement. |

We consider that the Secrétary-Generalvﬁas speaking on behalf Of»us all when
some weeks ago he stated before the Special Cqmmittee on‘decolonization)tnat tbe
decolonization process will remain incomplete’so long as millions‘in Namibia and
elsewhere continue to be deprived of independence and sttippéd of the right of
- self-determination. The Secretary-General sﬁarked optimism Qhen he said that

- whatever the racist Pretoria régime may do to ignore the rights of the Namibian
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‘people and ‘to ‘defy the ‘international community, we shall not be diverted from the
search for a just settlement to the question of Namibia.
The fifth Islamic Summit Conference, held at Kuwait 1ast'Januaryi\adoptedfa:n..

resolution on support for the liberation striiggle of ‘the peoples of Namibia -and:" =

South Africa, which, inter alia, called For = - == i«i= i w0 wie™ o ge =% olnenere
"requesting the Security Council to explore all avenues and employ ‘all .70

availéble‘heanstfd'éipeaitézthe attainment of Namibia's independence”. /.
The édﬁfeienéé’6156‘éuppbfteﬁaﬁﬁe'étfdgglé waged "by ‘SWAPO, ‘including "armed@ <% ¢
‘struggle, for independence in a united Namibian nation. ~ % t: e L g

I wish to stress once more that?hiétory'will have ‘no mercy ‘upon those who
condone what is being done to the colonized people of Namibia, ‘especially those “who
are motivated By;hér:6w‘§élfiéhheés*atlthé expense of the millions of oppressed and
dispossessed pedble; Thus, all influential economic Powers ‘and all other ‘States’
Members Oof the world Organization must impose a comﬁreﬁénsivéfeC6nomié'ahd"militafy
embargo'agéinst’Sohth Africa until the minority régime ‘in Prétoria demonstrates .«
respect for mankind by guaranteeing’ fundamental human rights, and until it abidés’
by the resolutions'Of'thé international majority, particularly thoseicélling*fot»w
‘the implementation of the United Nations plan for the independence of ‘Namibia,::

| ‘My ‘country's unswerving commitment to supporting efférté‘to'impose- “

comprehensive mandatory sanctions against Soufh Africa wasjhighlighted with
Kuwait's election to the vice~chairmanship of the Intergovernmental Group to
Monitor theHSUpply'and Shipping of 0il and Petroleum Products to SOut£aAftiéa,""“
established in conformity with General Assembly resolution 41/35 F, whiéh called -
for the imposition of an oil embargo against South Africa. "My éountfy’will do ‘its
utmost to help attain that lofty purpose and will participate in all éndeavours to

that end. . - o T ‘ o : S



EMS/13 | o S/PV.2744
.43

(Mr. Abulhasan, Kuwait)

PR S

Morality overcame narrow interests when, last year, the" United States Congress
adopted economic sanctions against SOuth Africa, even though the sanctions were -
largely without palpable effect owing to their narrowness and their total lack of
congruence with the position taken by the United States Administration in the
Security Council.. B ‘ ‘ -

X In that~connection, I consider that ve owe the Swedish Government our
appreciation for its pledge to impose a trade embargo against South Africa S
beqinning onl July next. The world has come to the conclusion that international
pressure provides the last chance for a non-violent settlement in Namibia.twr
| A draft resolution sponsored by a number 'of Council members is before the S
Security Council. My delegation believes that a number of operative paragraphs of
the draft tesolution, particularly those concerning application of the provisions'
of Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter, truly reflect the official and
'popular demands of the international community on this vital issue, as stated both
'within the inited Nations and outside it. | |

It goes without saying that the Security Council must be the instrument of the
hopes of peoples aspiring to a life of freedom and dignity in keeping with the
principles of the Charter. That Charter entrusts thermembers of the Security
Council with a special responsibility to defend its principles_and ensure its
| application. Thus, the international community expects the-Council to support and

adopt the draft resolution before it.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): 1 thahk the representative
of Ruwait for the kind words he addressed to me,
The next speaker is the representative of Bangladesh, 1 invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. MOHIUDDIN (Bangladesh)- I speak to add my voice to a growing demand

for action on a matter that has been pending far too long. Ours is a call whose
G E Rt P g *;w;-,;,
echoes resound around the globe. Perhaps many here recall how the observant saw

the winds of change blow across Africa in the 19605, today those winds have been

tta“5f°‘med into a gathering gale of gigantic proportions. Our world must take
- Sl AT ke

heed or run the- risk that the foundations of our civ11ization will be obliterated :

P B e ;,,,! R ;!;

by its force.‘_v e

. Namibia is that 1mportant.

Hlr e RIS S T Fo ‘c". TP I T R SR A B g P SN N hE depn e o

But before proceeding, Mr. President, allow me to congratulate you upon your

Y

assumption of your high office. I have not the slightest doubt that you will bring

o 1;_*,,,.‘?‘ “

v to bear the prodigious aualities of your head, your heart, and your intellect upon

the deliberations of the Council and ably guide them to a fruitful conclusion.

¢ L
,,

May I also place on. record our deep appreciation for the skilful manner in

B

which your predecessor, Ambassador Marcelo Delpech, conducted the affairs of this

Council last,month.
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: The sorrows of Namibia continue to distress us all deeply. Our relentless
efforts, spanning four decades, appear “to be verging on 'futility'n‘ ' |

| A single odious régime, abhorred by an overwhelming majority of its people and
condemned by most of the world, has succeeded in spurning with impunity both global
public opinion and specific resolutions of the United Nations. I refer to the h

'racist regime of Pretoria, whose despicable policies oonstitute perhaps the V

greatest blot on our present times. 'rhe arrogance of SOuth Africa makes a mockery

of our demands. Its Government does not simply perpetrate a hateful system at
home: even beyond the frontiers of the state it continues its evil machinations to
keep the entire nation "suppr_essed and subjugated. With the jackboot of oppression,

it tramples beneath its heavy heels the plaintive appeals of the Namibians ‘for
freedom. . C . .

Pretoria represen\ts an evil that can never be rationally engaged. For reason
and rationality are‘ not the values, justice and humanity are not the virtues, to
which it can lay claim 'rhe Government of South Africa is an international pariah
as a result of its own misdeeds, It has chosen to treat global public opinion with
ridicile and disdain. Tt must be denied all external sources of strengths it must
be deprived of all external soucrces of power. T

' The responsibility of Namibia weighs’heavily ‘on’ the shoulders and on the

conscience of this Council. But to date the Council and the United Nations have
not been able to fulfil the comitnents to the Namibians. Today the Namibians have
‘taken 'upon themselvies the task of determining'the_ir own d‘estiny.. Theirs is a
valiant struggle. We salute them, as we salute the leadership of 'their sole and
authentic representative, the South West Africa People's .organization‘ (SWAPO). I

have no doubt it will lead its ‘people to success ‘and glory.
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There are many around the world who have accorded their support and sympathy
to this glorious cau_se. “To them I give my lthanks. The front-lme African States ,,
have displayed unma tched _res‘i‘lien:_ce, Afortitude and determi__nation. I offer them my
congratuiations.‘ The Secreta’ry-General and -his colleagues have approached this_
issue with edlfying ded:.cation. I extend them my sincere appreciatlon. \

. For the people of my country, Nam1b1a 1s a cause dear to their hearts, Just as
it 1s for all those who have experlenced forelgn dommation. That is why
Bangladesh attaches the qreatest, the highest, s:rguficance to the menbership of
the.:t‘Jn).ted Natlons _(:ouncﬂ. for Namibla._

It 1s our f:.rm conviction that the rac1st reglme ofisouth 4Afr1‘ca‘ v‘w111unot
relent unless 1ts hand 1s foroed That w111 requlre concerted 1nternat1ona1 |
action. South Africa's attempts at hoodwmkmg the world by the so-—called reforms
at home and by the 1nstallat10n of a puppet réglme 1n Wmdhoek have rlghtly earned
1t global der1s1on. These actrons have fooled no one. SOuth Afr1ca, to the utter
angulsh and d1snay of most of the world, contmues its shameful depredations of
precious N}amiblan‘res_ources, in to__ta; def1ance of De_cr_ee NoA. 1. Pretor ia has not
only stolen the _].ands of the _lgamibran ’p,eo_ple-.b it has also stolen their ‘limhs = for
forced labour is a corollary of south Africa's ille_ga‘l occupation.

Must we ,not make al,]:. ef_r‘orts ,to compel ,‘Pretoria to wi thdraw fro_m territories
to which it has no'right? Must we not force South Africa to‘confor'm to the norms
of accepted c_ivilized _‘ State 'behavviour:f Must we allov( reason'.‘and lo'gic to disappear
so easily without protest? We all: know _the‘ answers to ﬂthose queries. Why canrrwe
not, then, muster enough. courage and _dete_rmination to let 'ourselves be :vguided Aby
the dictates of our‘__conscience? |

South Africa must be responded to in a language _and 1diom that it:understands.

We must isolate it poli tically, economically and militarily.
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The only peaceful method left open now is the imposition of comprehensive

mandatory sanctions. My delegation therefore supports the adoption of the draft

- resolution before the Council. We may not achieve our aim by this action alone.

But imposing it will have a symbolism that will be striking, and by doing so we
shall have vindicated ourselves before the judgement of posterity.

' The only path to Bamibian independence lies through the application of the
United Nations plan. That is the only manner through which our aim can be achieved
‘peacefully. The plan contains the principles embodied in the relevant United
Na;ié‘)r‘xser‘esolultions. particularly Security Council resolution 385 (1976) and
1435 (1978). ' The plan is the verdict of the glcbal community. It must be .
implémented wi thout any modification. All attempts by thg_rac{.sg _‘Ptetox)'i{g ;égime
to link the independence of Namibia with extraneous and irrelevant .issues‘ must Se,v
" thwarted. South Africa today stands exposed. That is evidenced in the sentiments
and opinions expressed in every relevant forum of the world.

‘The litany of South Africa's misdeeds is inordinately long, and it will
~ continue to"grcw unless we act. A simple, hard-hitting resolution, endorsed by
all, will help.

If there is a voice in Namibia that does not cry oyt in anguish, it is only
_because it has been forcefully mited. If there is a voice in Namibia that does not
protest, it is only because it has been silenced and not conver ted.

) [ét it' ‘h'df be said in the years to come that we denied an entire people
justice by needlessly delaying it or by showing our unconcern.,

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

of Bangladesh for the kind words he addressed to me.
‘The next speaker is the teprésentative of Jamaica. I invite him to take a

place at the Council tablé and to make his statement.
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Mr. BARNETT (Jamaica): The Jamaican delegation is grateful for this
important opportunity to participate in éhe Security Council's debaté on the
situation in Namibia, which is taking place at the urgent request of the member
States of the African Group.

At the outset,-I should like to extend our sincere congratulations ﬁo yo@,
Sir, on your election as President of the Security Council for the month of April.
To your predecessor, Ambassador Delpech, the Petménent Representative of Argentina,
we express our deép éppreciation for the manﬁer in which he presided over the
Secutiﬁy Council's affairs in’the month of March.

It has not escaped our atténtion that the Security Council's consideration of
the situation in Namibia is takiﬁg place at the #ame time és the ongoing strugéle
of the peoples of South Africa agéinst the inhumane and evil system of apartheid.

Is there no sense of shame? Can the permanent members of the Security Counéil
in all good éohscience continue to play out this charade? ’Is it possible to avoid
the weary cynicism that the debates on Namibia in the Security Council éeem
inevitably to bring out?‘ The answer to all three - not-so-rhetorical - questions
is "No". There is no shame. There is no good conscience. And weary cynicism will

not be avoided.
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The powerful have taken a stand. The weak must wait and splutter in anger, in
frustration and in resignation.

It is not as if the issues about which we debate in circles are not well
known; it is not as if the justice of the cause of the ﬁamibian people is not -
almost universally acknwiedged; it‘ is not as if the item is new; it is not as if
Namibia were not a nited Nations responsibility by decision of the United Nations
itself, | |

Some nine years have elapsed since the Securiéy‘Council, by resolution
435 (1978), adopted the ﬁnited Nations settlement plan for Namibia. It remains
unixﬁpiemented and has been undermiﬁéd and kfrustrated‘by South Africa's duplicity
and intransigence. | '

Jamaica is especially mindful of the uniqueness of the Namibian problem
arising out of the fact that the Territory is legally under the direct control and
supervision of the United Nations. It is also the only decolonization issue in
which the United Nations, by Security Council resolution 435 (1978), has
established a precise framework, unanimously agreed by the parties concetned,
6utlin1ng the modalities for the implementation of the independence plans for the
Territory.

The recent report by the Seéretary—General (S/18767) concerning the
implemehtation of Security Council resolutio_ns 435 (1978) and 439 (1978) clearly
sets out the painstaking efforts and initiatives he has undertaken with a view to
securing the immediate implementation of the United Nations settlement plan for
'Namibia's independence. Not surprisingly, it candidly reveals that the sole
responsibility for the delay in Namibia's independence lies with the Government of
South Africa, especially as a result of its insistence on linking Namibia's
independence with the exttaneoﬁs issue of the removai of Cuban forces from Angola.

South Africa is not alone in that view.



RM/15 ' S/PV.2744
52

(Mr . Barnett, Jamaica)

Thus, with allfhe_outstanding procedural issues having been settled, the
stalemate in the immediate implementation of the United Nations settleﬁent plan
remains unbroken. Accordingly, the Secretary-General has been forced to conclude:

"Regrettably, South Africa's proposal that 1 Augusty:r 198§ be set as the
date for the implementaiton of the mi_t;.edA Nations plan ran counter to relevant

Security Council decisions, since it; reaffirmed thavt prior agreement must be |

reached on the _total withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola before |

implementation. The proposal as a whole could therefore not be sustained as a

valid basis for proceeding with the implementation of t;he United Nations

plan. This linkagg ,pre-conditioq, which dates back“f.o 1982, now constitutes

the only obstacle to the implementation of the United Nations plah 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 presence of Cuban troops in Angola is a séparate matter, to be

dealt with by those directly concerning acting within their sovereign

competence.” (5/18767, para. 32)

Jamaica fully endorses and concurs with the very pertinent concluding remarks
and observations of the Secretary-General. We totally reject the notion of
lin‘k;ge. For far too long the international community has acquiesced and
equivocated in its response to Pretoria's stonewalling tactics and its unscrupulous
manoeuvres in attempting to transform the Namibian problem into an issue of
East-West conflict. Such despicable manoeuvres, which form part of Pretoria's
grand regional design to perpetuate the di;credi ted apartheid system and to annex
- formally and place under its exciusive control the Territory of Namibia, should be

firmly confronted and resisted.
Whatever the rationalizations proffered and excuses made, the delay is a

betrayal of trust and confidence; it is the undermining of the prestige and
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credibility of the Unitgd Nations and a questioning of the authority of the
Security Council. Meanwhile people die, miseries continue, freedom is smothered;
bu.ﬁ profits are made and exploitation continues.

As was emphasized by the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Jamaica, the Right Honourable Hugh Shearer, in his statement at th_e
fourteenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly on Namibia,
Jamaica fully supports the Secretary-General's position that a more concerted
effort needs to be made to secure the co-operation of SOuth Afrida in the immediate
implementation of the United Nations plan. He also underscored Jamaica's view that
delay can only increase instability and violence in the region and unnecessarily
prolong the suffering of Namibia's inhabjitants.

It is also the view of the Government of Jamaica that the efforts by the
international community to secure Namibia's independence should be camplemented by
more concerned efforts to assist the United Nations Council for Namibia in
protecting and preserving the natural resources and economic weal th of Na’mibia 8o
that resources will be available for the development of Namibia for the benefit of
tbe Namibian people on the attainment of their independence. We strongly deplore
the continued wanton exploitation of Namibia's resources, particularly its: matine
and mineral resources, by South African and other foreign economic interests. |
Those illega; actions are inimical to Namibia's future; they have served to keep
the Territory in a state of neo-colonial dependence and have facilitated the
apartheid régime's illegal occupation of the Territory.

Ideally, the Security Council's resumed consideration of the situation in
‘Namibia should at least lead to some worthy conclusion., But we, the
underprivileged, will hope in vain. The battered policy of constructive engagement
limps along, with nowhere to go and no suitable haven to find refuge. Iﬁ such

circumstances, there can be no justifiable excuse for the Security Council to delay
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in taking bold and éecis ive action to redress the grave injustice which has been
wrought on the Namibian people.

The permanent members of the Security Council have special obligations under
the Charter for the preservation and maintenance of international ‘peace and
security.

Jamaica maintains the view that the application of mandatory comprehensive
sanctions is the only peaceful option the'Sec'uritY'Counéil has within its means to
mount a credible response to South Africa's aggressive deéigns. ' This particular
course of action has been viewed as ur;palatable to a few influential members of the
Council who wield considerable influence over the Pretoria régime. Ii: is our
considered view, however, that such opposition as exists to mandatory sanctions is
held more out of misguided and short-sighted consideration than because of genuine

concern for the suffering people of Namibia and South Africa.
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_Such narrow economic and strétegic self~-interest should not stand in the way
of this quest fo; international justice and morality and for the defence of the
fundamental human rights, dignity, equality and self-worth of the oppressed people
of Namibia.

Finally, I wish to reaffirm Jaxﬂaica's unstinting support and solidarity with
the legitimate struggle of -the people-of Namibia, under the leadership of the South

West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their sole, legitimate representative.

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

of Jamaica for the kind words he addressed to me.

I propose 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 this afternoon at 3.30.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.

A



