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The meeting was called to order at 11.15 a.m.

ADCPTION OF THE AGENDA -

The agenda was adopted.

THE ‘SITUATION IN NAMIBIA

LETTER DATED 23 OCTOBER 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF MADAGASCAR
TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE. PRESIDENT OF:THE SECURITY ‘COUNCIL |
(S/19230) ° AR

THE,UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED;TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL:(S/19235)

The PRESIDENT- In accordance with the decxsions taken at previous

meetings, | 1nv1te the reptesentatives of Algeria, Angola, Bangladesh, Botswana,
Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, the German Democratic
Republic.:India, Jamaica, Kenya, Ruwait, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,'uadagasca:}
Hozambigua, ﬁica;agua;VNigeria,,Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Senegal, South Africa, *
Tunisia,»tu:key, the ﬁktainian Soviet Socialist Republic,.the United Republic of
Tanzania, Yugoslavia and zimbabwe,to‘take the places reserved forvthem‘at~the'side‘

of the Council Chamber. .

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Djoudi (Algeria), Mr. De Figueiredo

(Angola) , Mr. Siddiky (Bangladesh), Mr. Legwaila (Botswana), Mr.. Dah (Burkina

Faso) , Mr. Engo (Cameroon), Mr. 5voboda (Canada) , Mr. Oramas Oliva (Cuba),

Mr. Badawi (Egypt), Mr. Tadesse (Ethiopia), Mr. Ott (German Democratic Republic);

Mr. Gharekhan (India), Mr. Barnett (Jamaica), Mr. Kiilu (Kenya),

Mr. Abulhasan (Kuwait),yut. Treiki (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Mr. Rabetafika

(Madagascar), Mr. Dos Santos {Mozambique) , Mrs. Astorga Gadea (Nicaragua),'

Mr. Ononaiye (Nigeria), Mr. Shah Nawaz (Pakistan), Mr. Rittei,(Panama),'

Mr. Alzamora (Peru), Mr. Sarré (Senegal), Mr. Manley (South Africa), Mr. Karoui

(Tuhisia{! Mr. Turkmen (Tutkey). Mr. Oudovenko (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
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Republic), Mr. Majehgo (United Republic of. Tanzania), ‘Mr. péjie‘(YﬁgoéiaéiAS*sﬁa

Mr. Mudenge (Zimbabwe) took the places’teserved for them at the side_of:the;Council~j

Chamber.

e oo TR, L

The PRESIDENT: I invite the delegatxon of the United Nations Council. for;@

Namibia to take a place at the Counc11 table.’

At the*invitation of the Pres1dent, Mlss Jacob, United Natxons COuncil for

Namibia, and the other membets of the delegat1on took aAplace at the Council table.

Er

l The PRESIDENT: o invite Mr. Girirab to take a place at the Councxl table.‘

At the invitation of the President, Mf;‘Gdrirab‘tcbk‘a place at'the Council

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform members of the Council that I =
have received letters~from-the‘representatibes of Cyprus and Gdyaha in which they
request to be invited to participate in the'discu551cn of the ‘item on the CdancillS’
agenda.. In conformity'with the usual practice, I propose, with the consent of the

Council, to invite those representatives to participate in the discussidn'witheut" "
the right to vote, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter and
rule 37Jofvthe Ccaacllfs provisional rules of procedure.

There being no objection, it is so'decided.-

At the invitation of the Ptesldent, Mr. Moushoutas (Cyprus) and Mr, Insanallx

(Guyana) took the places reserved for them at the s1de of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: ‘The.SeCurity'Council will now resume its consideration‘of

the item on its agenda.'

Members of the Council have before them document §/19242, which contains the
text of a draft resolution submitted bylArgentina, the Congo, Ghana, the United
Arab Emirates and Zambia.t

The first speaker is the representative of the-United Republic ofITanzania. I

invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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.ier. MAJENGO (United Republic of Tanzania)' Allow me first of all, sir,

to express ny delegation & warm congratulations to you on your assumption of the
presidency of the Council for the month of October. I am sure that your great
experience and wisdom will prevail in guiding the deliberations of the Council to a
successful conclusion. | S ‘

Allow me also to extend my delegation's congratulations to your predecessor,
Mr. James Victor Gbeho, the Permanent Representative of Ghana to the United
Nations. on the able and efficient manner in which he conducted the work of ‘the

Council during the month of September.



JISM/mw _ S/PV.2758
6 4" ’v;

(Mr. Majengo, United Republic:

of Tanzania)

The African Group and the Non—Aligned‘Movement have requested the convening of
the Security Council because of the stalemate in the Namibian situation. In April
this year, two permanent members obstructed action by the Council when they misused
their right of veto. 1In August the Council, through its President, issued an o
appeal to South Africa to terminate its repression and detention of the Namibian
people. The gartheid regime has not heeded the appeal, comforted by the BBPPOIt
it had received from some Western members of the cOuncil who cast a negative vote.
This ie an intolerable situation, and it cannot be allowed to go on. '

It is now more than 20 years since the General Assembly in its resolution '
2145 (XXI) unanimously terminated South Africa's Mandate over Namibia in
October 1966 and_in its place established the United Nations Council for Namibia as
the legal Administering Authority of the Territory until its accession to
independence. As a result of South nfrica's continued refusal to comply with
General nssembly_resolutions, the International Court of Justice in June 1971
declared that South Africa's continued occupation of Namibia was illegal and urged
its immediate and unconditional withdgawal from the Territory with a view to
allowing the Namibian people to exercise their right to independence. |

\The action by the international community to terminate the South Africa‘s
Mandate over Namibia was a reaffirmation of the inalienable right of the people of
- Namibia to self-determination, in conformity with the United Nations Charter and in
keeping uith General Assembly resolution 1514V(XV) of 1960 on the granting of
- independence to>colonia1,countries and peoples. The rights of the people of
‘Namibia were given a big boost by the adoption of SecurityACouncil‘ |
resolution 435 (1978), which laid down the internationally accepted United Nations

plan for the independence of Namibia.
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. , (Mr. Majengo, United Republic

T Lo . - of Tanzania)
. L < . 7 ——————————

It 1§‘§gg;etta§i§; howgvef,.that since ;pe'aqop;ipnf§f resbluﬁion 435, (1978)
the}goutglgf;ican';aggsgﬁgégimeipagiémplpyggjqu delayipg.tactic_after-agp;her;.alir
aimed at the cop;inqed’il;gga}vgchpatiqn gfZNamipﬁgwangjthg_denial'of)ggnyﬁﬁé,
independence to the Nam%biap'peéple, thellatgsp prgtexpdyeipg the}infgmoggi;inkage"
pre-condifiqﬁ. We #egagd the linkage queséiqn gs merglyiigtgqqeq;tqﬁimggge:tpg_’
long-ovérdug'indgpéndénce £§gvgamibié,:gpose people a;gggti}} being exploited,
oPPteésedjand‘dehqmanized.v Like theig?érgﬁ?gr;)and sisters in Soutqlbfticg the
Namibian people are not only victims of thévébnqxipps policies of apartheid, which
violaté w;th impﬁnityrtheir bagic‘human‘;iggts,mbu; a;e_ﬁ;;o;;glégatgq.toﬁ
second~-class citizehShip in their ownicountif.

The ;aqist régime's:attocities are hot\rest:icted_to Namibia and;SputhiAtgica~~
.alone;:tbey afe commitﬁed iﬁ the wﬁole of the\séutha;n ;t;icapbregion; HThé ;7
destabilization éolicies a;e nqt'onlylg:thteag to peace and'sgéu;ity in ghé region,
they also céuse‘greatblossbof‘life and‘damage‘to proper;y,r Thevgdvgptﬁrqus
policies of the racist régime in southern Af;icaraie designed to destabilize its
neighbours thﬁoughvsuch methods as the éimihg,_guppo;ting and sﬁnancing of armed
bandi;é iniAngola énd Mozambique. These policies arg, of qoursg(nyailéred to |
perpefuéte the hatéd,-evil-policies of agartheid in Sodth.AfricQNAQd the’oééupation ,
of Namibig. | |

That the'déstabiliéation.policiés against the neighbouring $;ates‘and the
111eg$1'occupatidg of Naﬁibia by the racist régime have persisted for such a long . ..
t;mé is becadse of the support offereé to the racist régime by‘extérnal fbfces'
which have decided to turn the Namibian 1ﬁdépendencg questibnAinto an East-West
, ¢onf11ct§' Tanzania has on many previous occasions rejected the policy of so-called .

constructive engagemeht being pursued by the United States Administration in
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S ‘ A » N (Mr. Majengol United Regublic

of Tanzania) ,
collaboration with the racist régime.” We remain convinced that the éoiicy’ié -
unhelpful “and aggravates the ‘already conpiicéted situation in‘eouthern‘Africerux*e
request the concerned party to abandon this policy, which has been rejected by its -
people.” Many of us in this Chamber had hoped that the unanimous adoption of o
resolution“lSS’(1978)’wou1d usher in an end to South African colonialism in
Namibia. ~That optimism has been dashed, owing to the racist régime's failure to
 comply with fesolution 435 (1978), which Contains the United Nations plan for
Namibian independence; We have been frustrated byﬁfelée oromises, hypocriticali
statements of support end'oPPOSition to concerted international ection by'the
misuse of vetoes. ) | o

' The continued'linkage of'Namibian independence to irreleVant’and extraneoue
issues is a matter of great concern to the whole international community. We are.
convinced that it is high time the Security Council, which is responsible for
international peace and security. assumed its responsibility and compelled thev
racist régime to leave Namibia in conformity with Security Council‘resolution
435 (1978). We have come to the Council, as I stated at the outset, because all
the relevant Security Councii reSOlutions -iespecially resolution 435 (1978),‘which’:.
lays down the modalities leading to the'implementation process of Namibian '
independence, such as the holding of free elections under United Nations
supervision -bhave remained unimplemented. For that process to begin) it has been
stipulated that the Security Council should set in motion the necessary conditions,
enabling the United'Nations to establish in Namibia‘the machinery that is required
for the’people to organize free electioné, through the assistance of the United |

Nations, through a cease-fire and the eupervision of the elections.
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(Mr. Majengo, United Republic
of Tanzania)

In this regard my‘delegation condems the imposition/of the so-called‘interim

government in Namibia,icontrary to United Nations decisions'and the wisniof the
Namibian people. We reject as null ‘and void any plan born outside -
resolution 435 (1978). It is for this reason that we reaffirm our unqualified
support for the SOuth West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the sole,4”
authentic.representative of the people of Namibia, in their just struggle,
including armed struggle. for the attainment of their right to freedom and
independence. We are confident that the Security Council has the necessar§ power
under the Charter to lessen the sufferings of the Namibian people by compelling the
racist régime to leave Namibia immediately and without pre—conditions.

In conclusion, we reiterate our appeal to the Council to assume its
responsibility and empower the Secretary-General to undertake, without delay, the
implementation process of resolution 435 (1978) and the emplacement of'the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group towards the realization of independence for

Namibia. That is the least the Security Council can do.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United Republic of

Tanzania for his kind words addressed to me.
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Count YORK von WARTENBURG (Federal Republic of Germany): Permit me,
first, Sit,_to congrstulate you on assuming the high office ofiptesident of the
Securitybccuncil for the month. of October. As you are the representative cf a
country maintaining very friendly and cordial relations with my own, it gives me
and my delegation great pleasure to see you presiding over the Council. - There may
be others more competent than I to speak abcut your experience and diplomatic
skills. Let me just say that we feel the Council is in good hands undet'four
presidency.

At the same time, I wish to express my delegation's sincere appreciation to
“the ?ermanent Representative of Ghana, Ambassado: Victor Gbehc, for the efficient
and friendly manner in which he presided over the Council's activities in September
and for his untiring efforts.

Durinc tpe last decade hardly any cuestion has occupied the Security Council
as often ahd as deeply as the question of Namibia, notwithstanding the adopticn of
resolution 435 (1978) as early as 1978. What sets this issue apartlftom all other
regional problems is that in 1978 there was, as there is today, agreement on the
settlement of the issue. All United Nations Member States are agreed that ﬁamibia
must be given its independence on the basis of resolution 435 (1978) as soon as )
possible. The Federal Government ;eminds the Council tﬁat South Aftica itself
agreed in 1978 to. the settlement plan and that - as stated by the Secretary-General
in his most recent report, of 27 October 1987 - the Head of State, Mr. P. W. Botta,
committed himself agsin to this settlement plan by having made it clear to members
of the so4ca11edpinterim govetnment that:

'ccnstitutional steps, which might impait the Repubiic_of South Africa's

‘international interests and cbligations, were not acceptaple to the Republic

© of South Africa". (S/19234, para. 4)
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'A(Count_York'von Wartenburg, Federal
Republic of Germany) '

Here in the Security Council, but also elsewhere on other occasions, the
Federal Government has declared time and again that it feels committed to
resolution 435 (1978) in a particular way. Since the Federal Republic of Germany
was vigorously in favour of Namibia s independence and the right to.
self-determination of the Namibian people, the Federal Republic, as a member of the
Security Council in 1978, made an active contribution towards the elaboration and -
adoption of the resolution, and ever since then it has advocated its implementation.

My delegation regrets all the more that to this day the Namibian people have
been denied-their right to self-determination»and independence. .The implementation
of resolution 435 (1978) is overdue and should- be undertaken, as the 4
Secretary-General stresses in his report, without further delay, independently of _
any other problem. .As my delegation has already stated in the Council, in April
this year, it is unacceptable that South Africa continues to occupy Namibia,,in,;rx
violation ofiinternational law. It is likewise unacceptable that»the strugglebfor’
the liberation of Namibia continues to take such a toll in human life.v‘

The Federal Government also condemns the 1llegal raids of South Africa's armed
forces, operating from Namibia, into.the territories ofvneighbouringlStates;_l«w
particularly Angola. ‘The FederaliGovernment urges South Africaionce again:to~e;{?
refrain from such actions, which constitute an additional danger for the stability
of the whole region.‘ \ L E ‘

As -on previous occasions, my delegation‘wishes to put on record today that the
stance of the Federal Government on the question of Namibia has always been and
will continue to be, clear and unequivocal. Resolution 435 (1978) is the
indispensable ba31s for a settlement of the question of Namibia.’ Resolution
435 (1978) is and remains the. only foundation for Namibia's achieVement of its:

internationally recognized independence. In accordance with resolution 435 (1978),
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(Count York von Wartenburg, Federal
Republic of Germany) .

. the conititution of an independent Namibia is to be’adopted by ‘a constituent
_assembly elected in free and fair elections, under United Nations supervision, and
by such an assembly:oniy.“

As the so-called inferim‘government, instituted bf South Afnica, is fully
incompatible with resolution 435°(1978), it has not been tecognized by the Federal
Government, which hence considers it null and void.

7 The,Federal Government»regrets that SOuth Africa has taken an intransigent.
position on'the question of Namibia. The Federal Government is convinced that
-South Africa, in its own interest.vshouid not block the way envisaged by the
_intefnationalvcommunity for‘leaoing Namibia:to iﬁs independence. The international
community, on its part, is under an obligation to fulfil the commitments it has |
maderin'connection with the question of Namibia._’Should South Africa continue to
piace‘obstacles in the way of implementation of reSolution~435'(197§) and neglect
exhortations to desist from its,obstructive‘attitude, the international community
has no choice but to put strong pressure on it. | |

.. The Federal Government relies on the influencé and pressure of the
international'communityaof States and the international public at large upon South
Africa. It is for this'reason that-the fedegal Government actively contributed to
the~testrictive measures imposed by the member States of the European Community on
South Africa, and the Federal Governmens will strictly apply‘those‘measures. -

The Federal Govetnment welcomes the fact that the authors of the draft
resolution before us have chosen an approach enabling members of the Security
Council and the Council as a whole to send the necessary unambiguous sxgnal to the
South African Government. Only if the intetnational,communigy acts in a sttong and
positive manner will the desired teaction’of»nhe Sough African(Government be |

forthcoming.

PR
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~(Count.. York von Wartenburg, Federal
Republic of Germany)

As I have already pointed out, the Federal Republic of Germany, asya co—author 5
 of resolution 435 (1978), finds itself partxcularlyvcommitted to finding a solution
" to the question of Namibia. We commend the Seéretarybééﬁétél‘fbr'his‘eff&%és and
thank him for his report of 27 October. -We apéreciafeTthé'ﬁbtk'do;élﬁgghisfspecigl
Reétesentative. the front-line States and all others aiming‘at early independence
for Namibia. The Federal Reppblic'of Germéhy will make eVery;effbrt to help toi
achieve this goal bilaterally, as a member 6f the Coptact Group,  and within the
framework of the Europeah;Community. We wiil;supportrthe front—lihé;stateé and the
States members of the Southern African Co-ordination DevelopmenﬁlCohfeiénce4(SADCC)'
to the best of our ability and will continue to support the United Nations
Institute for Namibia; and we wish to céntinuebthe,dialogue_withlthe'SOUth‘WéS£'”
Africa People's Organization (SWA?O) on the basis of mutual confidence. .

Finally, ﬁy delegation appéals once more to the Governmeht of South Africa -
indeed, it earnestly exhorts it =- to‘remove at long_last the obstaciesvit~has put ‘

in the way of Namibia's independence and to honbut.its,dwn éord.l»

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany for his kind words addressed to me. ' ‘
~ The next speaker is the representative of Bangladesh. I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.

RN AT o
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"MI- SIDD$K¥;ngng;aﬁesh?}j?Tﬁe odious régime in South Africa is a cancer
in £he bqq¥ﬂ991§gié>§fvthe w&rid;;:iet us not treat it as though;it_wete benign.
The malignancy, pniess totally :emoved,.will lead to inexorable fatality.

But before I’p:oqeed‘fgrpper, iet»hot the painful substance of my intervention
preclude me from £¢;1c1tatingfy0u, Mr. President, on the manner in which you have
been conductingﬁyour onérous.responsibilities.~ Under jout inspiring leadership we
hope to make some advance in the achievement of our objectives. Credit is also due
to your predecessor, Ambassaer V;ctqr Gbeho of Gh&na, for his skilful guidance of
the Coungil»lgst‘mqnth. N |

?be Cquncil hés done much to preserve order in what would otherwise have been
a very chaotic world. .The Member States owe if a debt of gratitude.-

' Nowhergghgsvtyranny manifested itself so nakedly as in Namibia. Nowhere has
the expression of cqlonialism been so ruthless as in_that unfortunate land. The
sufferings_of the Namibians have been severe. Pretoria has not only bound their:
limbs; stolen their resot:ces.and silenced their voices, but has also numbed their
minds by trying to foist on‘them_a'vile theory that:the Saéis of superiority is the
colour of the skin. Such fal;acious absurdities have led to disasters in the
| past. These lessons can easily be gleaned from history, buﬁ the bane of man is
that éqmg will-nevé:vlea:n.

' The Namibians have a right‘to self—determinatipn and independence. The
international community,hés a duty to ensure their speedy exercise. The racists of
South Africa must not be allowed to thwart forever the resolutions of the Security
Council, the General Assembly and the advisory ébinions of the International Court
of Justice. They must not be permitted to ignore with impunity the voice of reason
and of sanity. The‘opinion of a hundred million Bangladeshis on this subject has

been unequivocally expressed time and time again.
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‘(Mr.’Siddiky, Bangladesh)

The way to conclude the ttagédy.wouid‘be'to implement Security’Council
resolutions 385-(1976) and 435 (1978), which are the‘dnly intetnaﬁidﬁéfifTﬁéceptea
bases for the peaceful settlement of the questionl 'The United Nations plan for |
Namibia is the only way out of this.impass;.f The fascists 6f~?retorié:¢ahnot be
allowed to link this solution to extraneous and*iirelééant issues. Nor ¢an they be.
permitted to continﬁe.with their shameful depredations of éreciouslﬁémibign
resoufces in contemptuous defiance of Decree No. 1 of the Council for Namibia. The
installation of the puppet régiﬁe:ih windhoek is an act of mockery, a comic element

“in that sordid drama. |

The Council for Namibia deserves praise for whatfit has aqhé so far. We’are 
happy that Bangladesh has been able to cohﬁfibute, howéve;‘mddestly,'tO‘its 270

_efforts. Last month the Council met for the first time at the level of Foreign
Ministers. They urged the Genétél Assembly to discharge its unique responsibility
" with regard to Namibia. Namibia may well become the litmus test of United Nations
credibility to the nations of the world.

The silver lining in the dark cloud over southern Africa is the,hefoiSEféfgthé
people's struggle. Glory is justly due to the South West Africa PedpléfS"”“'f”“‘”
Organization (SWAPO), the sole and authgntic tepteSehtative of the Namibiahs,;for
the leadership imﬁarteﬂ. Time and time again, we have heard Mr. Theo Ben Gurirab's
pleas for éeace; Time and time agaiﬁ we have listened to his p#tient urgings for
action. If we cannot respond, if hié appeals go uhheeded, the'cdﬁnéil will have’
little to be proud of. | T

We welcome SWAPO's offer to sign the cease~fire at once. It is now time'fér
the Secretary-General to proceed ﬁith arranging this and undertaking the necessary
action foi the emplacement of the United Nations Transition'Asgistance Group

(UNTAG) . We therefore support the adoption of the draft resolution.
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(Mr, Siddiky, Bangladesh)

‘ Théipgég,#éhp k;§ts said that there is a budding morrow in midnight. Surely
there is a dawn at ghe end of the darkness of'sﬁffering that engu1f5j5§uthern
Africa today. Thosé_ogvus Qpp;have vieﬁed thé film "Cry Fréedom"Ahaveusome
perception 9f how,ex¢ruciatihg the éains of that,dérkpess can be. It is‘for us all

to do the best we can to reduce this.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bangladesh fdr;the_kind,
words he addreséed to me. . o .

Thenngxt speakg; is ;yebrepxesentativé_o; Bdrkin;AEa;o;,,I invité him to take
a place at the COuncii table and to make his statement. -

Mr. DAH (Burkina Faso) {interpretation from French) ¢ Permit me to.convey
to you, Sir, my heartfelt congratulations as well.as those of the Burkina Faso
delegatién, on your assumption to the p;esidencytdf}the Security Couhcil fot the -
month of,0ctober.j We have no doubt éhat your talents as a skilled dipiomat will
ensure our success. I say this with full conviction since your country, Italy, and
mine have excellent relations. I take this oppprtunity also to convey our.
satisfaction to our friend and brother Ambassador Victor Gbeho of Ghana, who so
competently conddcted the work of the Security Council last month.

4Itwi$h here formally and unequivoéally to reiterate my country's commitment to
the ideals and the Charter,of‘the United Natiéns.f-Burkina Faso, led by the Popular
Frqnﬁ}:regrouping alllsurkinabe democratic and patriotic forces is faithfully
committed to the liberation struggles of'peopleé and to the noble cause of
movements fighting for the adventvof freedom and juétice. On thié basis I was
mandated to come here to make Buikina Faso's contribution to the debates on Namibia.

South Afriéa is occupying Namibia. Racist,South'Africa wéuld’like to stop the
wheels of history of the Nahibian'people,whiéh.are_turﬁihg inexbrab;Q‘toﬁards‘

freedom and regained dignity. In so doing it is resorting to all means. First, it
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(Mr. Dah, Burkina Faso)

is resorting to wild and far-fetched theories to juStify its presence on Namibian
soil and, as a consequence, to deny the world Organization any ihvoloemenovin the
political development of that formerly mandated Territoty.‘ The 1966 decision of
the International Court of Justice fortunately closed every posSibility of the
racist régime in Pretoria finding a legal solution to the problem, aqd'the:decision
taken by the General Assembly the same year put an end to tﬁe Soﬁth African mandate
onvNamibia. That augured well. Indeed, mahy_were those who believed in good faith
that those relevant deciSione would bring the masters of the agartheid régime to
reason. o

Unforiunately, the racist South Aftican State, far from bowing to the.
injunctions of the international community, led it down the perilous path wiﬁh '
which we are familiar. Thus, the country of apartheid at each turn has refused to
retreat; it distorts, it is obstinate, and all for the obvious purpose of gaining
time to pursue its shameful exploitation of the immense and varied wealth of

Namibia.
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In so doing,-it mustlat all costs maintain that Territory under»its domination,

Fortunately, the sham elections were boycotted by the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWAPO), the sole, authentic representative of the Namibian
people, and were considered null and void by the United Nations.i

What is more, the South African army is violating the borders of front—line
States}undér the fallacious pretext of exercising its alleged right of hot
-pursuit. It has destroyed villages and killed indiscriminately men, women and
children - all innocent victims and martyrs whose blood is being shed for having
committed the crime of wishing to enjoy freedom and exercise their inalienable
rights to self-determination and independence. |

Such action by South Africa is a denial_of the human being. It is man's
dignit§ that is being trampled. 1In such circumstances, Sonth Africa's behaviour is
no’different from that of the Nazis against which at the time all the forces of the
peace~ and freedom-loving nations were united, despite their ideological
differences.

' South Africa's attitude is often described as one of defiance of the United
Nations and of-its organ entrusted with the maintenance of international peace and
security; but, as everyone agrees, that challenge is possible only because South
Africa enjoys the support of strong accomplices.

Disregard for Council resolutions, in particular resolution 435 (1978), should
give further food for thought to those who by means of the triple veto of 1974
.Prevented the ouster of South Africa from the world Organization., Hence those
States still bear a major responsibility, especially when viewed in the light of
the statement made by the Canadian Prime Minister in 1947: |

*No association of nations can prosper without the support of tne world's

militarily and economically powerful.

iThis still remains valid today.
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The international community as a whole has been inviting’its powerful'members
to abandon the idea of constructive engagement with racist South Africa;anduinstead
support the cause of the majority - which, by'the’way,,is'one of the cornerstones
of their own institutions. | | |

The 1inkage pre-condition, which has been rejected by the members of this
Council, is but a short—lived subterfuge. : ‘ ' ‘

Burkina Faso believes thatﬂStates, whether'members of the Council or'not,Aare
in duty-bound to enforce the United Nations plan of action for Namibia, namely,
Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) which, inter alia, call forv
South Africa to put an end to its illegal administration and occupation of Namibia.‘

To this end,’ the Security Council must adopt comprehensive mandatory sanctions
against South Africa. That is the only effective means we have left to reach a
genuine, speedy solution to the Namibian question. o

Burkina Faso rejects outright any bogus government in the pay of South
Africa. Burkina Faso rejects any. elections that are not organized with the
participation of SWAPO and held under United Nations supervision.

Lastly, my delegation urges the Security Council to adopt appropriate measuresL
to compel South Africa to respect the resolutions of the world Organization, to
which, from a legal standpoint, it still belongs. The suffering of the Namibian
people haswlasted far too long. jLike all other peoples'on our planet, that |
courageous people aspires to freedom, self—determination and independence. it is

up to the Security Council to help that people realize its 1egitimate aspirations.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Burkina Faso for the kind

words he addressed to me.

Mr. BROCHAND (France) (interpretation from French)s Allow me first of

all to extend to you, Sir, ny delegation's congratulations on your assumption of

the presidency of the Security-Council. France is indeed gratified to see you
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guiding QEF;;;;*zf,Thevf:ie“ddhié uniting our two countries is so deep»and
long—standing that I”have”no‘need here to insist on it. As for your personal
qualities of authority, competence and courtesy, I am certain that they guarantee a
successful conclusion to our work.

Allow me also to express to your predecessor, the Permanent Representative of
Ghana, my delegation's deep gratitude for the personal qualities and outstanding
talent he oncevagain so ably demonstrated as President of our Council last month.

Since our last meeting on the guestion of Namibia in‘April 1987, the situation
in the Territory has continued to deteriorate without there being the slightest
glimmer of a possibility for.settlement. The Security Council expressed its
concern over this continuing deterioration of the situation in Namibia in a
statement made by its President on 21 August last.

In fact, the impasse remains total, and the suffering of the Namibian people
is deepening and the danger of regional destabilization is growing. ThiseimpaSSe
has been brought about because of the intransigence of the SOuth African
Government, which refuses to carry out the process of independence for Namibia,k‘
despite the repeated urgent appeals of the international community. ‘

This is basically a simple question. A settlement plan exists - and, as the
Council is aware, France played an active role in its preparation. That plan,
which is now nine years old, forms the basis for an internationally recognized
settlement. It has been accepted by all, including by the parties most directly '
involved - SOuth Africa and the South West Africa People s Organization (SWAPO).

Its implementation has been blocked by SOuth Africa s demand for linkage of
the independence of Namibia with the withdrawal of Cuban forces from Angola. That
South African condition, which is extraneous to the problem of Namibia, was

recalled here yesterday by the Permanent Representative of South Africa.
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I should like to state once ggain,that Francg totally tejects‘thatﬁ;;pkage.‘
and that is why the French Government in 1983 decided tovend its participation in
theAso—called contact group, whpse mandate does not;extend‘to thi§~qu¢stion which
;s extraneous to the implementa?ion of the United Nations plén._

This impasse has not prevented the United Nations Secretarybéenéralyftom :
pursuiné his efforts and continuing his contacts with the parties.k_In his furfher
report of 27 October he reéortea to us on his most recent initiativés. My
delegation wishes to renew its full support for ;he Secretary-Genetal's‘éctivities;
last summer, incluéinq a-hew missién to southern Africa by his Special
Representative for Namibié,lur. Ahtisaari.

The African Group has now proposed to the Security Council that it shoqlﬂr
authorize the Secretary-General to undertake new initiatives to achieve a
cease-fire between South Africa and SWAPO and the emplacement of the United Ng;;ggf
Transition Assistance Group. | |

The French delegation cannot but support this initiative. We hope th@; this
new mission entrusted to the Secretary-General will finally bring about the .

conditions allowing for Namibia's accession to independence. . sl et e
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" The PRESIDENT: I thank the.gepresentative of France for the kind words
he addressed to me.
The qext‘SPeaker on my list is the tepresentative of Angola. I invite him to

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

'Mr. DE FIGUEIREDO (Angola): Mr. President, on behalfbof my delegation, I
should like‘to,éxpress our appreciation and pleasure at your ptesidency of the
 Security Counqil for the month of October; indeed your Government has_often shown
its énlightened position on various.isSues important to Africa. For this we thank
you and tequest that; on the issue before us, one of the most important to face
Affica in general and southern Africa in particulat, you and your Govétnment |
continuelto display your support as in the past.

When_history,judges the events leading to the independence of Namibia - and we
‘have no doubt that ig will be independent - and judges in particﬁlar those who
.played a major role, its most mérciless indictment will be reserved for those who
‘ actively impeded the dawning of Namibian independence, either by their
intransigence, as in the case of racist South Africa, or by their vetoes, as in the
ca;e of certain Western,petmanént members of the Council, or by their negative
votes, as in the case of certain past and present members of the Council, or by
thgir silence, which is in itself assent, if not consent, to the illegal occupation
of Namibia by the apartheid Soﬁth African régime andlits refusal to allow Namibia
.to be free. |

As a number o: speakers have poihted out, statements made recently during the
Week of SOlida:ity,with the People of Namibia and theit Liberation Movement the
South West Africa People's Organization‘(SWAPO).all categoriéally and definitively
calléd for Namibian independence and placed the blame for the present sorry state

of affairs in apartheid South Africa, where it belongs, and unanimouély‘asked for

the immediate implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).



AP/ga . S/PV.2758
27

{(Mr. De Figueiredo, Angola)

As the Secretary for Foreign Affairs of SWAPO pointed out in hisfstatementvto
this Council, SWAPO agreed a long time ago‘to the one identified unresolved:issue =
that of electoral‘systems - and restated’its~readiness,to sign a cease-fire
immediately. He firmly rejected the validity of 'linkage'fintroduced as a;:
spurious, extraneous and unacceptable element late in the proceedings, as have a
number of speakers in this Chamber,‘ever since‘itS‘introduction in 1981.

Even the Council itself rejected the word "linkage" in resolutions adopted in
1983 and 1985. The Goyernment of the People's Republic of Angola has also firmly
and‘consistentlyvrejected the attempt to tie'a'non-Namihian issue to independenceua ,
- for Namibia. Nevertheless, in an attempt to move‘foruard,to a comprehensiue '

solution to various important problems facing southern Africa today, my Government_
presented a platform in late 1984, which, if accepted, could bring ahout peace in
southern Africa‘and conditions which could lead to Namibian independence. Since'
our proposals were made there has been no response eithervftom racist Pretoria or
from its ally and partner. Recently our President, Comrade

Jose Eduardo Dos Santos, President of the MPLA WOrkers Party and of the People's:
'Republic of Angola, made additional constructive proposals, in response to which .
again there has been nothing but silence.

This has been indeed_the cateand-mousejgame of thevracist-regime and it?.k.w
allies: either silence, or_the’presentation of demandshwhich'would be. laughableﬂifL;x
they were not so. contemptuous of African sovereignty and dangerous to African
freedom. ‘ |
| T should like to ask certain permanentjand non-permanent memhers-of the

Councilbone questfon: Do the views of the overwhelming majority‘of'the‘world‘s
,'sovereign states‘carry no weight, no importance?"Does the communigué issued by the

" ministerial meeting of the United Nations Council for Namibia in early October mean -
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not a jot?- Do the resolutions of - this COUhCll itself, which. according to the i
Charter, ‘are- mandatory for the States Members of the United Nations, carry no -
validity? Does 'this uniquercase, that“is, direct United Nations responsibility for
Namihia; notrimpose‘on1thesefparticularjMembers;both“the obligation to do
everythincapossible £or)the independence of Namibia andvto'put,an end to the"
illegal occupation of Namibia by racist South Africa? ‘Do they not realize that the‘
very reputation and effectiveness of the United Nations is at stake? . Are they ‘not
aware of the‘fact that avweakenedeUnited<Nations.‘one that. 1s-thus.perceived. is
harmful to the entire world, indeed to its security? Do they not understand ‘that
it is a betrayal of the Charter?

,;And,iif‘thosepMembers of“the.Council-do-realizerall these factors, then what
makes~them'vet0‘and cast-negative‘votes again_andiagain~on an‘issue that is-
unequivocal. Namibia must be free. |

'_The'historical_perspective and’structural manifestations_of racism are
responsible for apartheid in*South Africa and-Namibia:sthey are'responsible for
Pretoria's illegal occupation'of Namibia; they are responsible for the continued
' aggression'bypracist‘armed forcesiagainst»the'People's Republicfor Ancola‘and their -
illegal occupation, since 1981, ofvparts of southern‘Angola; they are responsible
for sabotage attempts against allﬂthe'sovereign southern African states;’they are
responsible for the creation and control ‘of bandit groups in many southern African
States, UNITA and RENAMO, which terrorize and kill the peaceful populations of
those countries and destroy-or,damage the‘attempts for socio—-economic
infrastructure'and'reconstruction*being undertakenfby these independent Arrican
States. | | o

| The statement'yesterday'by thevrepresentatiye of,the racist South African ‘
régime is astounding_in‘its'audacity. laughabie1in}its pathetic attempts to

obfuscate the truth and depressing in its outright'lie,
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The racist representative of the Pretotis régime is perhaps under the illusion
tnat this Counoil is meeting on the question of South African aggressioniagainSt
the‘People's Republic of Angola, which; indeed, remains on the agenda of tﬁe
Council, and on which the Council has met innumerable times.- Perhaps the Pretoria
representative can be apprised of the fact that the Council is meeting on the issue
-of independence for Namibia. Secondly, if.the implementation of Security Counoil
resolution 435 (1978) depended on the People's Republic of Angola, I assure the
Council and the world that Namibia would have long since been free, since 1978 to
be exact. wWho is impeding implementetion of'this resolution is a matter of public
‘and official record. Tnirdly, and most importent, pernaps'the Council can ask the
representative of’the raCist Pretoria régime, how come no sucn 'obstecle‘, as he
now specifies, existed during negotiations on resolution 435 (1978) and its
subsequent adoption, although nothing has changed in southern Africa? Fourthly.
the racist régime's appeais,,if they can by any stretch of the imagination be
called that, are for concnrrence with apartheid, with racist imperielist hegemony

and with a return to colonialism. ; | ' ‘ ' T
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Bow can §he‘fep¥esentative'of the hated minority régime speak of peacefu;' 
resolution when every act of the ag#rfheid régime is one of violenée? 'Whenkthe
racist régime denies the inhabitants of South Af:ica their most fundamentalbtights,
when it has'wrested thosé'tights awéy from the inhabitants of Namibia, when it
violates-the rights of the independent'cititens of neighbourihg States, is that not
violence at: its mos£ extreme and its most cynical? Wwhen it attacks and illegally
occupies tertitéties belonging. to Meﬁber States of the United Nations, is that not
violence at its most dangerous? When it kills.children, is that not,violenée at
its most inhuman? When it seeks to place ridiéulousAaggumqnts béfore the
 international community, is that not violence at its moét ridiculous - what a

modern philosopher has called "the banalitf of evil®? And when Pretoria imposes a’
| state of emergenCy on its own 1nhabitént§ in ordef to cohtrol them more completely,
is it not a constitutionalization of violence: is it not violence at its most |
unnecessary? ,

withlsudh organized, legislated, conéﬁitéﬁibnglizeé violence and racism and
racial discrimination as the tampa:tsfanﬁ féuddatibns of the minority régime and
its rule of privilege and pdwer, the racist representative has the gall to éxprégs
concern over a situation for which his régime ‘is tequnsible - the largest-scale
State terrorism which is official Ptetor{a policy in southern Africa and the
attempts‘at déStabilizatioh of soverei§n 1eg;i>GéyegnmEnts, as well as the sabotage
of national reconstruction efforgs. B i |

Pretoria's contribution to Namibia is Qeli kﬁo&ﬁ;Q;kcept that instead of the
picture painted’by the récist ;epte#ent;tivé_alliof uéiﬁere are fully aware of the .
true situation: the brutal exploitation ofANQmibia by Pretoria, the enslavemént of
1t§ human resourcés, the plundeting of its hatural.résources, the depial,of the

inalienable rights of the Namibian people, the,murder of its children and the
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turning of Namibia into a slave.campvforrthe’benefit’of-parasitic-Pretoria.f“In
fact, if there is going to be any talk of,contrihutions'the Council-should“record
what Namibia has contributed to the Pretoria régime's prosperity and development.
The false comparison that _the racist representative seeks to ‘make’ between the
people of Namibia and Angola would be better served if he had categorically
compared the condition of the handful of minority" white rulers of Namibia to the
‘conditions of the vast majority of the suffering Namibians and SOuth Africans.

When the racist representative speaks of the responsibility Pretoria has
assumed towards'Namibians it'bears analogy with the wolf'safeguarding‘sheep for a --
leisurely meal. In Pretoria 8 lexicon, 'responsibility is equated with illegal .
occupation and a just and internationally recognized fight for freedom is
interpreted as “terrorism".

It was no accident of history’or7aberration of judgement7that,got\the Pretoria
régime suspended from the United Nations General Assembly; it was indeedsjustf- ‘
though not sufficient - punishment for the shameful acts of a founding Member of
the United Nations. ‘Justice would demand the expulsion of racist‘SOuth«Africavfromv'v
membership of the,United Nations. | | |

My delegation calls'for a strong'condemnation of theLPretoria rééime for-its T

acts of violence and terrorism inside and outside South Africa, for its refusal to .

allow Namibian independence, for its refusal to end its illegal occupation of parcts.
‘of southern Angola, for its contraventionvof,the mandatoryvresolutions.of ther~‘~‘
Security‘Council and for its refusal to observe the principles‘of the»Unitedl
Nations Charter. .Itris“only just and right that,’since it is.the Charterrthat is
being violated, it should be the Charter that is used to'punish the-violator; and
there is'no‘more'just“and'correct punishment than the application of measures
envisaged under . -the Charter's Chapter VII - full, comprehensive and mandatory

sanctions.
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My delegation fully supports the draft resolution before thevCouncil, in -
particula:;its,request to‘theASectetary-Gehetal of the United Nations to proceed
immediately to arrange a cease-fire between SWAPO and Pretoria and the
implementation. of resolution 435,(;918),‘ | |

I Bhould like to take this opportunity to express-once again our complete
solidarity with the Namibiah people apd its libetation uovement swnpokand our
complete and total opposition to andlabhotrepce ofvthe apattheid régime, ‘May ue
Angolans, with a _deep knouledge of racism and a artheid, offer a uarningpto~the ;
international community that unless agartheid is swiftly and completely stamped out'_
and dismantled inside South Aftica there will be no peace in southern Aftica. :

As long as the Pretoria tégime_continues to pe a threat to peace in southern
o Africa and a threat to the safety ané welléueing of the majority of South Aftica‘s v
inhabjitants, intetnationalist comrades like our Cuban friends will continue.to be
‘needed. And if after the dismantling of~intesna1 oolonialism_South Aftica,needs ’
. _doctors,venginee:s, technicians.and teache:s, perhaps our internationalist friends
kicould oblige. s ' | |

ontil the genuine liberation of Namibia, until the complete desttuction of

apattheid, until the cessation of Pretoria's State tertorism. a luta continua,

a vitoria e certa.

o The,PRESIDENT:- I thank the representative of Angola toi the kind words
_he addressed.to me.l

' Mr. BELONOGOV (Union of Soviet SOcialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): First of all, Sit, allow me to welcome you in the post of Ptesident of
the Security Council. Now that the month of October has almost drawn to‘its close, _
we have all the'more'teason to express our satisfaction'at your skilled guidance of

" the work of the Council, which is,proﬁoted by your great diplomatic experience andfi
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your sincere aspiration to see to it that the activities of this most important
body of the United Nations are successful and fruitful. » |

We are grateful also to Mr. Victor Gbeho of Ghana\for his4outstanding work in
presiding over the Council in the month of September.

The question of the exercise by the people of Namibia of its inalienable right'
to self-determination, independence and the territorial integrity of its country
have been discussed inhtne'United Nations from practically the day of its
founding. Can such a situatiOn be considered as worthy of our Organization, -of the -
entire international community? The blame for the fact that the people of Namibia
has up till now been under the colonial yoke of South Africa should be on the o
consciences of those who deliberately, continually and stubbornly block tne
application against the racists; the occupiers of Namib!a, of,the teievant
provisions of‘the<United Nations Charter and resort to the use of the veto in the
Securitf_COuncii on the auestion of adopting against the Pretoria tégime |
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the United Nations

Charter.
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The whole world_knows fdli‘wéll that Namibia's accession,to‘indeﬁendence has
been delaygd for such a shaméfully long time:only because éf the ciear cqnnivance :
- of a few Western States. | |

Thosg‘gho‘have‘sboken before mé, the tepfesentatives of the front-line African
countries, of other States of Africa and of coun;rie# of other continents havev ,
drawn attention to'thelextremelykalatming situation in andkarouﬁd Namibia,r A theme
of almost all the statements hés beeﬁ indignation andrprofound concern over the‘
a;tifibiafly created helplessness of the United Nations to implement 1:5 own
decisions’providing for the exercise by the Namibian people of its rigﬁt £o
independence.

The Secﬁfity:¢ounc11;s atténtion has ;hce again been drawn to ﬁhe brutality of
‘the racist régime of Pretoria to the people of Ngmibia ahd the increase in its acts
ofivioleﬁce against the civilian popula;ion 6£ that;Tetti?oiy. The South Aftiq@n
occupying forces,are'destroying Namibian villages, bu;ning harvests in the fields,
-acting inhumanly against theyindigenous population, including children, oidfpeople,
women, and chutch~and public officials, and artestihg and ‘gaoling. black workeis
without trial or investigation. | |

Taking advantage of the support and connivanée qf their Western protectors,
the racists of Pretoria keep Namibia in their grip and use its. territory to carry.
out acts of aggression and desﬁabilizatioﬁ Against the neighbouting 1ndependent
Africap States, including Angbla,*uozambique And Zambia. According to existing .
data, in Angola §lone,'the undeclared wér'unleashed agéinst the Republic by the
Pretoria régime and its éuppets, represented by UNITA, have already cost'thevlives
of tens of thousands of'Angolan citizens.' Thousands of children have become
orphans and the country'has:sufféred material damage assessed at b;llions of

dollars.
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Recently, the South African regime has again stepped up its military activity
in the south and south-east of Angola and South African troops have been
concentrated in the north of Namibia. Is this not evidence of South African
preparations to expand the scale of its invasion in the south of Angola?
| The Soviet Union shares Angola's concern, as expressed in the statement of the
Ministry of External Relations of the People s Republic of Angola of 16 October, in

.connection with the stepping up of South Africa‘ 8 aggressive actions. By its
aggressive policy and military actions, the apartheid régime is creating a threat ‘
to international peace and security.» We cannot fail to point out that an | o

 escalation of tension in the south of the continent is fraught with serious

consequences not only for the black but also for the white population of SOuth .t
Africa. This, too, should not be forgotten inter alia by those that are protecting f.

' the racist regime of South Africa. ‘ v' ‘ 4

"~ The SOViet Union vigorously rejects’the'policy of delaying the grantingrof'lrr
independence to Namibia and 1inking it with extraneous issues. We: oppose with
equal vigour the attempts of south Africa to resolve the Namibian problem,,-YWG »

'side-stepping the United: Nations, through the so—called internal Settlement.and the
creation of a puppet government. The time has long been ripe to shift from a :

‘ypolicy of linkage to a policy of solutions, to practical steps aimed at cutting the’b“
Namibian knot, to defusing the explosive situation in the south of‘the African
continent. The Soviethnion believes that'a_just settlement in southern‘Africa can

gand nust be achieved by political means. i ”

In the interest of ensuring the- speedy independence of Namibia, it is R

. extremely important to expand without any delay the role of the United Nations, in

particular that of the Security Council and the SecretarybGeneral and his Special

Representative in the settlement of the Namibian problem, so that through
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intensifiedypressure on Pretoria and its Western protectors South Africa will be
forced to take into account the will of the people of Namibia and of the
overwhelming majority of States of the world, as expressed in the relevant
decisions of the Security Council, the United Nations and the Organization of
African Unity. o

In that connection. the Security Council should consider a renewal of the work‘
of its sub—committee on Namibia, which could, on a regular basis, follow the
development of the situation in the Territory, report on it to the Security Council |
and deal with the search for ways and means to ensure speedy implementation of |
resolution 435 (1978). We believe that the United Nations and the Security Council
bear the major responsibility for the rapid decolonization of Namibia.y We are
firmly convinced that the United Nations is in a position to carry out this role,
acting in accordance with the Charter. The defusing of the conflict situation in
the southern part of Africa would contribute to the establishment of the bases for
a comprehensive system of international peace and security. |

| Peace and security are needed by all peoples, including the peoples ofv

southern Africa. As Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev. emphasized in his article
entitled l"I‘he reality and guarantees of a secure WOrld‘

'the world ‘cannot be considered secure if human rights are violated in it cea

if a large part of this world has no elementary conditions for a life worthy

of man," | . - '

The Soviet Union once again statesbthat it does not support the thesis
according to which the worse it is, the better it is, inasmuch as that would mean
new suffering for people and new victims, and in the future the possibility of an

explosion with consequences difficult to predict.
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Our country is ready to talk with all who, not in words but in deeds, aspire
to a just and honest political settlement in Namibia and in southern Africa as a
whole. However, the problem lies in the fact that, judging by all the signs, South
. Africa and the forces that support it are apparently‘not reaay for such talke.
Pretoria continues to relg on force as far as ité onn people ere eeneernen, on
force in its relations with occupied Namibia end on fdrce.in its relations witn;

neighbouring front-line States.
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It is perfectly natural that,‘in such conditions, the national liberation
movements represented by the African National congress (ANC) and the South West
Africa People s Organization (SWAPO) have no choice other than to counter the
military might and terror of the Pretoria racists with their own struggle - a
struggle of the multi-million population of South Africa and Namibia for the
elimination of agartheid, the establishment_of a free, multi-racial, democratic
State and the proclamation of Namibia's independence. :

It is clear to anyjunbiased person that it is precisely the terror practised
in Namibia by the racists that is forcing the Namibians to take up arms, to leave
their motherland and to seek shelter in neighbouring countries.

The Soviet Union firmly supports the decisions of the United Nations and other
" international forums on the question of the speedy granting of independence to '
Namibia and the elimination ot the system of apartheid. We support'their decisions
and appeals for comprehensive material and moral support and assistance to thei
anti—colonial, anti—racist‘struggle ofloppressed peoples. In accordance with the
decisions Of the United Nations and other forums, the Soviet Union will continue to
render full support to the just struggle of the Namibian people for its national

self-determination and independence - a struggle it is waging under the leadership

of SWAPO, recognized by the United Nations and the Organization of Rfrican Unity as -

" the sole and authentic representative of the people of Namibia.

Based on that position of principle, the Soviet Union will vote in favour of
the draft resolution submitted to the Security Oouncil by the non-aligned
countries. We hope that the adoption of the draft resolution will be a practical
step towards strengthening the tole of the United Nations, including the Security

Council, and the_SecretarybGeneral of the Organization in the settlement of the
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Namibian problem, and that it will open the way to‘the_application_oﬁ concrete
measures to implement the United‘uations‘plan on Namitia, contained in resolution
435 (1978). ' |

l'should_like to end by quoting the followingipassage,from‘the article.~to‘
which I have already referred,‘written by Mikhail‘Gorbachev-in‘connection nith the
opening of the forty-second session of the General Assembly.-

'The United Nations Charter gives extensive powers to the Security
Council.,;But joint’efforts are required to ?“SU‘F,tPEF_it can use them
effectivelv';a

That is precisely what ‘the Soviet Union would wish to see done.

_TheVPRESIDENTa I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Repuolics‘for:his kind words addressed to me. |
‘ Mr. ADOUKI (Congo) (interpretationvfrom French): The African Group, on
behalf of whichrthe Permanent Representative of Madagascar, supported by the
Chairman of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Movement of»Non?Aligned_COuntries,
submitted his request, is inf;nitely grateful to you,'Mr. President, for having.
convened the present series of Security Councilrmeetings.

For the delegation of the Congo, as an African country and as,a‘member of the
Security Council, this is the outStanding public opportunity to pay a tribute to ,
you, Mr. President. Therefore, it is my great pleasure, because of the links of .
friendship between your country, Italy, and mine, the Congo, to congratulate you
and to assure you againvot ny delegation?s-co-operation.

To your predecessor, last month's éresident of’the Security Council, my
brotherband friend AmbassadorkVictor Gbeho, I would say‘tnatrthe exercise of his

mandate was very worthy of his great qualities and his'experienceras an
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accomplished diplomat. Ambassador Gbeho well deserves the gratitude of the
.Securitf‘éouncil; Ghana, his country; and Africa as a whole. 1 therefore
congratulate him once again.

While”the’doutﬁ‘of October this year»marks the eleveuth commemoration of the
Week of Solidarity with the Namibian People and its'piberation MoVement; the South
West AfricakPeoplefs Organisation (SWAPo), the Security Councll,rfor its‘part, has
resumed tte’never-ending debate on‘the question of Namlbiae [

- At the present stage, all the elements.'all'the compoueuts of this political
puzzle which for almost 21 years now hascbeen a cancer of international life,vare‘
well known and ldentified. Phe situation of the Territory of Namibia remaius
resolutely colonial. That Territory, with the support of the internatlonal
community, must exercise'without any further delay lts right toyself—determination
and‘ihdepeudeuce.

The Secretary-General's reports —vwhether the one dated 31 March 1987 or the
further‘one'dated'i7’OCtoBert1987'and issued as document S/19234 - make it clear
that there is no maJor question that should delay the process of the decolonization
of Namibia decided upon by the Security Council. " ,

In that respect, resolutions 435 (1978), of 29 September 1978. and 439 (1978),
of l3 November 1978, are decisive in terms of their effects on the objectxve -
namely, the immediate indepeudence of Namibxa, under the 1eadership of SWAPO,
Unfortunately; the:arrogance of South‘Africa, which is aware that it has large
Westernpsupport, has imposed‘and'continues to impose an unusual- approach to
Namibia ~- an approach which is of no.use’to Africa and the free peoples of the'
world. The theory and practice of linkage, ‘under which extraneous cons1derations -

the Cuban troops in Angola - are regatded as a factor in the settlement of the ‘
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Namibian question are totally unacceptable and stupid. The allies of South'Africa
must be aware of that - those allies which contribute to giving South Africa this
means of evasion and in fact are opposing Namibia's independence, thereby seriously
undermining the Security Council's credibility. - | |
The outstanding assessment of the situation in Namibia made by )

Mr. Ben Gurirab, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of SWAPO, in his statement to the
Security Council deserves our consideration and respeet. It opens up‘seriods'
prospects for enabling the cOuncil to extricate itself ftom the present impasse.
This statement by SWAPO serves to strengthen the efforts by the Secretary-General._ i
which are reflected in his recent reports on the question of Namibia and which my N

country wishes to encourage.
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That is why, although it is in opposition to the decisions, which it
supported, of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) and of the summit meeting of
non-aligned countries. which unanimously call for the application of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions against SOuth Africa under Chapter VII of the Charter, my
country has,put its. name to the draft resolution now before the Council‘for
consideration. It must be understood by its action Congo is in no way endorsing
Pretoria's apartheid policy or its policy of'aggression against.the front-line
States. My country condemns those policies and resolutely supports liberation
movements in South Africa and the struggle ‘of the South African people.

The international-community and the_Security Council cannot continue
indefinitely to cope with South Africa's challenge. It is more than time, nine‘
years after the adoption of the United Nationsﬂpeace plan for Namibia, at‘last to

begin the real process that will lead the'Territory to independence.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Congo for the kind
words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Botswana. I invite him to take a

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

Mr, LEGWAILA (Botswana)z. I congratulate you most sincerely, .Sir, on your
presidency of the Council for the month of October. - The same sentiments do‘in‘like
measure to your predecessor, my. friend the Ambassador of Ghana, who:guided the work .
of the Council last month. ‘

That Namibia remains illegally occupied by South Africa almost 10 long years-
after the adoption of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) is unquestionably a
scandal of historic proportions. This is even more true when account is taken of
the tens of hundreds of innocent lives that have been wasted in Namibia over‘these

years; and of the tens of hundreds, if not thousands, more in the neighbouring
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States; for whiéh Namibia, because of South Africa's preéence.fhere._ﬁas become a
source of end;ess aggression and death, |

The?questioh whiéh the"péople of.Namibia and of the region of southernrAfrica
as a ﬁhole=have évery'tight t§ ask ihe Council 1s-very.§imple=w what :use is to be
de:ivéd ftop reéglution 435 (1978) if it‘cannot'be‘implementéd, {f it cannot serve’
.ﬁhe‘purpoéekfor wpigh it was adopted by thé ¢ouncillneat1y 10 years.ago?

We ha&e, howgvet,'asked for:thisvﬁeéiing not io determine the fate of
resolutiont435 (1978) , but to see if there is at long last'a-wiiiingnessvbn the
pgrt of the Security Council to implement the resolution to~pre?emptfits“déath~5y
neglec#. We afe ﬁere‘go plead seriéﬁsly for action, to remind the—conncil ;hat it
étill owes the people of Namibia a debt of honour which is far too long overdue.

The people of Namibia do not have the patience of an elephant.: They have to. -
get on with their war of libetatibnywithout'being distracted by'dishoneét‘prdmiseé-
of peaceful eﬁolution to fteeddm and independence through the.ihstrumentality of an
‘;ndepénéence plan which the Council has shown an embarrassing,feluctanCeftO'"
1mp1emen£."They:aie.sick and iired of waiting for old promises to Se'fdlfilled& |
B  ¢5§:¢;13 no question about the commitment of the South West Africa People's .
iOrganizﬁtion (SWAPO) and the front-line States to the implementation of fésolution:
435'(1978); - We have épared no effort to deﬁand its implementation. for us, the
tesélution should have been implemenﬁed nine years ago, in 1§1§i after it was
adopted by thé Security Cquncil. Every one of.thése nine years hasibeeh too costly
for our région in every conceivable sense. They haVe'beeﬁ years of death and-. . -
miset&, nqt only for the people of Namibia but for the region as a whole. Wé~want'
all this to come to an end. '
| But are South Afric;and'the Security Council As committed as we are to the
.imélementation of.resplgtion 435.(1978)? rIndeed, we are su:prised that the .

Security Council has thus far failed to agitate for the implementatidn of
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resolution 435 (1978i;~des§ité the'se;tlemeht of all the so-called outstanding
issue#, including in pérticular the issue'ofbtheveiectoral system toebe employed in
the conduct of the'electionS‘invNam#bia.‘»Has the Council been técruitedito tﬁé .
linkage bandwagén?‘ why the deference to Preétoria's sensibilities on an issue - an
irrelevant issue 4‘§hichfhé$ been rejected by the Council? Has the Security
Council now reSigned‘itself_tofcohabitiﬁg 19 peaée and harmony with thé impertinent
lirnking of Namibiaﬁsliﬁdépehdence to the presence of Cﬁban troops in the |
neighbouring-independént and_éovereign,state of‘Angola?‘ We ‘have every<riqh£ to ask
those questions. ' '

‘South Africa's refhéal.to'implement tesoiuéion 435‘(1978) is a known fact, but
what about tbe Security Council?; Why the deaféning éilence,'déspite the fact that.
no reasoh exists any more to justify the non-implementation Qf'resolution
435>(1978)? The people ofANamibia deserve answéts to these questions,. and we are
here éo'getvthose answers. |
| What ‘about the Western Fivé;,the famous - or infamous - contact group,: the
godfathefs of the Unitéd:Nations'plan for Namibia? Wheré'are'they? Have they come
to suspect that because resolution 435 (19738) wouid have produced a truly f;ee and
independent Nahibia, its implementation'is consequehﬁly;nét in their interest? We
are. not accusing them of bad faith,.yet we deem it our right to suspect the
original motive of their initiative back in 1977 which gave birth to tesolution:'
435:(1978). whY’have they not insisted on the implementétién of a plan they
laboured so hard to Brinéito lifé? Why?‘~Why the silence, the indifference, the
hibernation? | | |

Thé Security Council mdst redeem its honour. It musi not allow South Africa
and its friends to ruin its image. It must not forcevthg people of Namibia.gnd the

world at large to lose faith in'it. It must not allow a tiny minority of its -



JIsM/ga S/PV.2758
| 49-50

(Mr. Legwaila, Botswana)

members to transform it, the Council, into the worthless paper factory it has often
been accused of having degenetated into. |

I said earlier that we have come here not to determine the fate of resolution.
- 435 (;978)Abut to see if the Security Council, nearly 10 years after the adoption
of that resolution, is at long last reédy to proceed, without any prevarication or
excuses, with the implementation of the resolution. The parties to the Namibian
issue, South Africa and SWAPO - South Africa, of course, with bad faith - haVeynow
agreed on the electoral system to be used in the elections io be conducted and
controlled by the United Nations. All the other so-called outstanding.issues were:
settled in August 1982, settled between SWAPO, the front-line States and the

- contact group, before it went into hibernation.
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It was agreed then that, on agreement being reached by the parties on the
electoral system to be used in the elections, the Secretary-General would be
: informed and the President of the Security Council would be called upon to convenev_
a meeting of the Council for the purpose of adopting a resolution by which the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) would be triggered off rhis is what we
are here for -~ to implore the COuncil, on our knees, to live up to its
responsibilities to the‘long-suffering people of Namibia, by implementingba plan
which has the potential“of saving‘them from the traumas of a protracted“war of»
liberation. e

dur region is in no need of‘pious ideological posturings by outsiders. We
want freedom and peace for Namihia, South Africa and the region as a whole, not
hegemonistic squabbles by outsiders over spheres of influence over us. We reject
‘with contempt any suggestion that southern Africa is a pliable and mindless
candidate for external ideological influence-peddling and proselytizing. We uant
to be free of all foreign influences which complicate our lives. What we want is
freedom for our people, peace and stability, not foreign influences antagonistic to
our own way of life.

The Securitf Council must realize that too much is at stake in southern
Africa. The continued occupation of Namibia by South Africa must not be taken
lightly, even by those whose sympathies may lie.with that racist country. The
Council‘must understand clearly that.without‘a-solution to the Namibian question a
solution to the question of aEartheid would become a pipe dream. That is why the
Pretoria régime would not allow implementation of resolution 435 (l978), It knows
that apartheid South Africa will become the sole focus of international attention

~and pressure once resolution 435 (1978) is implemented and Namibia is allowed to
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proceed to independence. : The Council must not allow the régime to continue to use
Namibia as a protective shield for the perpetuation of the intolerable: status guO'
:,in séutthftica, R '
Ou:uaéitation’fot'the‘impléqentationibf~reso1ution'435 (1978) is thus inspired
by more th#n a mere yearning on our part for a speedy .end to bloodshed .and
-sqffering-in Namibiai'>1t is inspired,-most importantly; by our belief that-Squtﬁ
Africa's continued presence in Namibia carries in it the seeds of a more:
catastrophic situation in southern Africa,tthe.conseqﬁences of which the wbrld has
'?yéf ﬁoﬁexpetiénce.v'whis is no émpty bluster;. Ihe'Council»must'not make the grave
mistake of thinking~that the countries ofAsouthern-Africa,'whose bfutalization by
the South African tégimevmost'bf the Western world hasbgréeted with pious pieages
ofrsympathy and understandiﬁg.'will allow themselves t6 die without trying, as they
must, to survive. 1 say io teprésentatives: -'SOmé of you may detest the presénce
of Cuban troops in Angola, but you haven'; seen anything yet, if by your action or
inaction you are going»ﬁo continue to be so permissive towards South Africa's
brutal rapé of the People's Republicfof Angola, or of‘anybodf elsé~1n'the tegion.i‘
aAngola must survive - and it will - with the assistance, if need'bé,'of anfone it
chcoées in the’éxetCise of its'soveieignty. We all must survive in the region -
'ahd éurvive we will f“with thetassistance, if need_bg of even the devil himself.
Those who side with the'enemies’of the people of Angola cannot claim to have
ﬁhe 1htérés£s of Angola or of-our‘:egion aﬁ heart.’ ft is all rudimentary gommbﬂf
- 'gense.  Those who fnel,thé conflict in Angola are enemies of peace in our region,
especially as théy combinekﬁhéir destabilization of Angola with the unconscionable

~ denial of independence to Namibia.
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: Namibia*epfieedom'is long overdue. ‘Angola’s peace and stability and..the .o i
enjoyméntgbygt;s/peoplepof their hard-wonfindepenaeﬂce has for ;6ojlongwbeen%»wzﬂfaﬂf
denied. The region asva wholé has long been bereft of the ttanquillitf'it'so:much
deserveS;ifcﬁzpis tofggt.down~tovthe;task'of~n#tion~building and,the>pursh1t of
happiness’andnpgosperity forfall‘its~peoples. S . -

And .s0-we: ask .the Council to rise ‘to. the occasion, to respond.consttﬁctively
and with a determined sense of purpoée‘and mission tonthe:cries.of=tbe people of -
Namibia for .freedom, for so long denied them..- We call for the implementation ~ the -
speedy implementatio; -‘éf reéolutioq 435 (1978). .Anything less ﬁoula,be a
,tragedy,Anotvqnly for Namibia and'southeranfrica, but- for the»Council's,utilitj:.‘“«:
and efficacy. . Do not allow this premier oréan.of_the United,Nations»tQ become a - -
léughing-sfock to both its supporteré~and<£ts détractors.s
| The Council has the potential to act deciéively,to seize the golden
opportunity which resolution 435 (1978) has presented‘all thesevyears.-~the N
opportunity to decolonize Namibia without further bloodshed. fhe ﬁetmaheht members .
in particular have shown that they can act. together. 'The impressive solidarity of
intent: and purpose theyﬁhavesteéently,displayéd on the Iran-I:Aalissue would not be
out of ordet»onvthe question of Namibia. Imagine thé.cathartic,effect'of £he |
symbolisﬁ of an appearance on television by the permanent members of the Council,
with the Secretary-General standinq}inwtheir midst,'agitaﬁing fotiimplementation of
resolution 435 (1978) and threatening dire conseauences . if South Aftica blocked
such ;mplementatioh.l_ImagineihOW much that could do’for‘the morale of -the people
of wamibia. They would Ge:y much appreciate such a display of solidarity with
£hem. Their morale would receive a needed boost. |

Yet all we shall soon hear from some members of the Council, which we have not
heard, of course, on the question qf the Gulf, is that threatening séuth Africa |

with dire consequences for refusing to implement resolution 435 (1978) is a
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negative tactic, that ue have to be tempetate in our demands, that SOuth Africa's
so—called security concerns must be addressed before anything can be done about
resolution 435 (1978), as if only SOuth Africa in our region had securit; concerns
that must be addressed We shall be treated to a staple diet of diversions,
diversions from concentrating on the question of Namibia to discussing the internal
affairs of Angola.» ..... ‘ »

The selective morality practised here is’unbelievable. Deadlines issued by
the COuncil are the order of the day in the case of the Gulf conflict, while 1n the
case of South Africa's arrogant defiance of the cOuncil's injunctions the veto is
‘readily invoked - with indecent haste, I must add - to block even a modicum of
action by the Council. There is even a campaign in certain quarters that the
apartheid cow must be fattened first in order to encourage SOuth Africa to be
amenable to reason. What logic.

And is it not utterly incredible and unconscionable that the representative of
‘a Government which has under merciless subjugation 28 million people in south

Africa should appear in the Council and piously pontificate about mercy and

compassion for. 'the plight of the people of Angola‘ (S/PV 2757,p 22)? What does

: South Africa know about mercy and compassion for the black man? What about the
daily suffering of the people of South Africa, whose only crime is to strive
peacefulljlto'bebfree‘in their own land? |

Is it not also true that‘whateuer sorry plight the people of Angola are
enduring has resulted in large measure from Pretoria's'repeated invasion and

destabilization of Angola?
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The representative of South Africa has also excoriated the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWAPO) for perpetrating what he calls terrorism in Namibia
citing as an example the exploding anti-personnel mine incident on 23 October in '
Owambo, which killed three children. Please let uS'be honest: will the Councrl )

ever know the number of the children of southern Africa as a whole - not only of
 South Africa - whose young, innocent lives have been brutally snuffed'out by the |
South African police and nocturnal commandos? Will ne’ever'know the exact number
of those children who have been murdered in cold blood by South African commandos
coming into the front-line States under cover of darkness? Among the innocent
victims of Pretoria's brutal raia on the capital of my own country in 1985 was a‘
six—year-old child who did not even know what the initials “ANC" stood for. He was
murdered on the suspicion that he was a leading member of the African National“
Congress (ANC) plotting subversion and terrorism from the capital'of my country!
How merciful and comnassionate was that heinous act of State terrorism; we ask?
South Africa is at war. I see that’in his statement the representative of
South Africa said that South Africa was not atvwar, not even with SWAPO. South
Africa is at war. That isga fact. South Africa is at war not only with its own
people invSouth Africa, where‘people are being mowed‘down every day, but with the
, people of Namibia, Angola andleverybody else in southern Africa, and werwant the
blood~letting to stop. As a start let us have a cease—fire in Namibia. Let us
allow the people of Namihia to proceed to independence without'delay. Everything
will then follow. 1It is true that international attention and pressure will then
be focused on the racist régime itself. We do not want‘to leave anybody in any
doubt that the independence of Namibia would relieve the régime in South Africa of

the”pressure for change, meaningful change, not reforms. If we allow Namibia to
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proceed to 1ndependen¢e as a start, South Africa will also have to change. “Only
then will our-region, the region of southern Africa, at long last begin to go about

fulfilling the callings of all its peoples, white and black, in peace, freedom and
stability.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Botswana for the kind words

he addressed to me.

In view of the latgness of the hour, I ihtend tobadjourn the méeting now.,
With the concurrence of the members of tﬁe Council, the’next meeting of the
Security Council to_cbntinue the consideration of the item on the agenda will take

place at 3 p.m. today.

The meeting rose at 1.05 P.M,




