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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p. m.

AGENDA ITEM 36 (continued)

QUESTION OF HAM! B1A

(a) REPORT OF THE UNITED NATIONS COUNCIL FOR NMU131A (A/42/24)

(b) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE SrfUATION WITH REGARD TO THE
Il-lPLEMBNTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONI1U,
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (A/42/23 (Part V) i A/AC.I09/916)

(c) REPORT OF 'I'HE SECRE'fARY-GENERAL (A/42/596)

(d) REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/42/69B)

(e) DRAr~ RESOLUTIONS (A/42/24 (Part Ill) and (Part IIl)/Corr.l, chap. I)

Mr. MANQOC?SH (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): We

meet today to discuss a question that should have been settled in 1966, when the

General Assembly adopted resolution 2145 (XXI), wh ich terminated South Afr ica 's

Mandate OVer Namibia. That resolution was followed by several others which were

adopted by the General Assembly and the Security Council, in particular Security

Council reSOlutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). Those two resolutions strongly

condemned South Africa's continued illegal occupation of Namibia and its refusal to

comply with the resolutions of the United Nations. To that we can add Article 77

of the Charter, which makes the United Nations responsible for that Territory as a

Non-Self-Governing Territory. There is also General Assembly resolution

2248 (S-V) , dated 18 May 1967, which established the United Nations Council for

accession to independence. We therefore have a unique international consensus on

Namibia to serve as the legal administering Authority of Namibia until its

State within a peaceful framework based on the withdrawal of South African troops

In addition to its being based on the principles of the

the right of the Namibian people to self-determination and their own independent

and the holding of free elections in which all sides and political parties in the

region would participate.
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·'I!i'"If!1;<::l'h upholdtheiright of coloni:i!:ed peoples to independence and to the

of their free and independent States, this unanimity stems also from

theeithical principles the international community deeply cherishes, namely,

;pr incipl,e which opposes racial discrimination in every shape or form. This is

a principle that directly relates to human rights. Indeed, it is the corner-stone

the principles of human rights.

The South Afr ican regime is the practical and ideolog ical antithesis of human

as it is based on apartheid and is constantly trying to export that inhumane

philosophy across its borders to the Ter ritory of Namibia, which it illegally

occupies.

In this respect the people of Namibia differ from the peoples of Asia and

Africa who have suffered the vagaries of colonialism. The Namibian people does not

only suffer the evils of occupation, plunder and exploitation but also suffer under

the evils of apartheid, to which South Africa subjects their territory.

It is because of this that we have the international unanimity which is

unprecedented in the history of collective peaceful initiatives, namely, the

unanimity which calls for ending the military occupation of Namibia and, at the

same time, calls for ending the philosophy of apartheid, upon which that occupation

is based, and its practical manifestations.

On 30 October the Security Council adopted yet another resolution, namely

601 (1987), which reiterates the determination of the international community and

embodies a practical method to pave the way towards the implementation of Security

Council resolution 435 (1978) as well as other United Nations resolutions on

Namibia. As the said resolution states, one of the first steps that should be

taken in that direction is the arrangement of a cease-fire between South Africa and

the South West Afr ica People's Organization (SWAPO), as well as atr iet adherence to

-------------
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that arrange~ent. SWAPO has declared its readiness to sign such an agreement and

adhere to it,.

My deleqati,on supp,ortedi that resolution in the hope that all Member States

would do all that is necessary to enable the Secretary-General to arrange a

cease-fire, as stipulated by the resolution. At the same time, we wish to stress

the fact that a cease-fire is only one step towards the implementation of the

resolutions of the international community with a view to enabling the Namibian

people to exercise their right to self-determination, under the leadership of their

sole and authentic representative, SWAPO.

The record of the apartheid Government gives us reason to believe that it will

not bow to the behests of law, ethics and the international will unless it is

forced to do so by the imposition of the sanctions provided for in Chapter VIr of

the Charter. The people of Namibia, just as any other peoples in Asia and Africa,

will achieve their indepenaence and freedom through their just struggle. However,

they need the concerted support of the international community because they are

facing a unique form of colonialism, one which combines the evils of traditional

colonialism and the scourge of an abhorrent philosophy that denies the very

humanity of man, debases human values and threatens international peace and

security.

In conclusion, we wish to declare our full support for the heroic struggle

waged by the Namibian people under their legitimate representative, SI'lAPO, until

the attainment of freedom and independence.
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Mr. VONGSAY {tao People I s Democratic Republic) (interpretation from

:: The international community will never tire, we are sure, of considering

a.s old ana crucial as that of Namibia because it has to do with a

auestion involving respect for human rights and the guarantee of their

exercise, the inalienable rights of people to self-determination, freedom and

independence. Mor-ever, ever since the General Assembly terminated South il\.frica's

Mandate over Namibia 21 years ago, the United Nations has exercised direct

responsibility and authority over that international Territory. Need we rlilcall

n 1971 the International Court of Justice also accorded it full hgal

validity. We are all aware that the General il\.ssembly, the security Council and the

international community as a whole have done everything within their power to speed

up the accession of that territory and its martyred people to self-determination,

freedom and true independence.

In this context, when, in September 1978 the Security Council anopted its

resolution 435 (1978), which contains the United Nations plan for the independence

of Namibia, its action was hailed with joy by the whole of the international

community. unfortunately, however, we must note that the racist Pretoria regime,

which is guilty of continued illegal occupation of Namibia, and its Western

protectors, including the Power which practises the "constructive engagement"

policy with regard to the diabolical apartheid regime, stubbornly oppose the strict

implementation of security Council resolution 435 (1978) in the spirit and the

letter. These are the artificial obstacles that have been hlocking the

independence of Namibia.

My Government once again categorically rejects these Obstacles and

pre-con(\i tions, such as the" linkage" between the granting of independence to

Namihia and the withdrawal of the Cuhan internationalist troops from il\.ngola. ~he

international community, has reaffirmed more than once, that the Namibian problem
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is one of deco·lonizatioo and that its solution should be found within the frame\\iod.

of the Charter of the £loited Nations, and in particular in the Declaration on the

Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries: and People. We therefore condemn

all attempts to have this problem considered in the context of East-West

confrontation.

We are all aware that without the unconditional political, economic, military,

or any other support given to it by certain Western countries, the illegal racist

Pretoria regime would not have had the aUdacity to challenge the authority of the

United Nations and the international community as a whole with impunity. Like it

or not, those who thus support the apartheid regime are responsible for the untold

sufEerings endured every day by the martyred people of Namibia as a result of the

most harbaric measures of oppression and repression imposed on them by the

neo-fascist occupying Power. We are certain that the protectors and trade partners

of Pretoria do not have a clear conscience if, as they claim they are champions of

the human rights and fundamental freedoms of peoples. We also condemn the misllse

of the veto hy some of them in the Secur ity Council when that august hody is about

to impose mandatory global sanctions against South Afr.ica and compel it to apply

strictly its resolution 435 (1978). Last April, for example, such a draft

resolution ~as blocked in the Security Council through the use of the veto by two

of its permanent members, who thereby sacrificed the legitimate aspirations of the

Namihian people and its sole, authentic representative, the South west Africa

People's Organization (SWAPO) on the altar of their selfish and immoral strategic

and economic Interests. We would remind you of the systematic plundering of the

natural and human resources of ~amihia that is heing carried out by the

corporations of Certain Western countries and others.

The Lao Government welcomes the patient and tireless efforts of the

Secretary-General, the United Nations Council for Namibia, which is the legalDigitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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ilf~~'.UI\Jster:ing Authority of this international 'NH:'r itory until its independenc~,

all the competent organs of the united Nations and the various

OOl~q.d'VE!rlrtmel1ltal international organizations'.Ilhich have worked for the noble

we cbnstdering.

My Government also welcomes the adoption by the Security Council almost a week

ago of a resolut ion author izing the Secretary-Genera 1 to proceed to arrange a

cea:se-fire between South Africa and SWAPO in order to take the steps necessary for

the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group in Namibia,

~rsuant to Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

We are all aware that SWAPO is prepared to sign the cease-fire. Pretoria must

sincerely co-operate in the implementation of such a resolution. Any delayin(]

tactics or duplicity on its part would be strongly condemned by the international

community and by the Security Council itself, which would then at long last be

moved to impose the most effective measures under Chapter VIr of the Charter. In

this context, we associate ourselves fully with the decisions taken by the Uniten

Nations Council for Namibia on 2 october this year when it met here in New York at

the ministerial level. We cannot but commend the good will and sincerity with

which the leaders of SWAPO have 50 far co-operated with a view to the

implementation of the relevant resolutions and decisions of the united Nations, in

partiCUlar Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which, we must remember,

constitutes the generally accepted framework for a peaceful and lasting settlement

of the Namibian Question.

~he consistent position of my Government with regard to decolonization

problems in general and to those of Namibia and apartheid in South Afr iea in

particular, is well known to all. Our sympathy for their cause and our solidarity

with them are only natural for, like the martyred Namibian people, we endured

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



JSM/gd A/42/PV.57
9-10

(l4r. Vengsay, Lao Peeple I ss·
Democratic Republic)

untold Bufferings in the past as a result of long wars of colonialist and

imperialist aggression. Although our people is still suffering today from the

devastating conseouences of that tragedy, our Govern.ment recently decided to a

roodest contribution bo the AFRICA Fund- the Action for Resisting Invasion,

Colonialism and Apartheid Fund. This Fund, as we know, was recommended by thi8

Eighth Summit Conference of non-aligned countr ies held at Harare last year.
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# my delegation wishes to reaffirm the unshakeable support of our

and people for the heroic struggle of the martyred people of Namibia,

~iaer the resolute and inspired leadership of SWAPO, its sole Clnd legitimate

representative; for self-determination, freedom and true independence ina united

Namibia. The peoples of the front-line States also continue to have our support

and solidarity as they struggle courageously and effectively to preserve their

ind,ependence, sovereignty and territorial integrity against acts of aggression and

political and economic destabilization committed by the criminal apartheid regime

of South Africa, a regime whose elimination is becoming ever more necessary.

Mr. BELONOGOV (Union of Sov iet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian) ~ In recent days the attention of the world community has been focused on

the extremely profound, complex and thought-provoking speech made by the General

Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

Comrade Gorbachev; at the solemn meeting of the Central Committee and the highest

Soviet legislative bodies marking the seventieth anniversary of the Great October

Socialist Revolution.

As well as giving a broad panorama of the historical process of the present

century as a whole, Mikhail S. Gorbachev portrayed the general state of affairs and

major trends in what are usually called "the developing countries". He stated that

characteristic features of the situation in that part of the world are "the growth

of political energy", "the genuine consolidation of national States", "grapes of

wrath rooted in the soil of a glar ing polar ization of poverty and wealth", "the

contrast between possibility and reality", and "the processes of inter-State

consolidation of the developing countries" where "ever more clearly and actively w.

see the force of national uniqueness and self-sufficiency". Namibia ie an integral
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part of this developing world, but with the distinction - we note this with real

regret - that so far it has not acceded to freedom. and independence.

The Soviet delegation does not intend to dwell in detail on the policy of

racist South Africa towards Na'llibia and the countries of the region as a whole.

Such questions as the illegal occupation of Namibia by the racist reg ime of

Pretoria, the cruelty, terror and acts of oppression carried out by it in that

'l'erritory, the rapacious exploitation of Namibia's natural resources, acts of

aggression by South Africa and subversive acts against neighbouring African States,

the policy of linkage and so on have been set forth in detail in reports of the

United Nations Council for Namibia, the Special Committee on decolonization,

documents prepared by the Secretariat and numerous statements by delegations of

various countries and representatives of the South West Africa People's

Organization (SWAPO) during the debates here, as well as by petitioners.

Our position is well known to all. The Soviet Union categorically condemns

the policy and practice of South Africa with regard to Namibia, and vigorously

rejects the policy of delaying the granting of its independence. Today I wish to

speak of the ways in which to resolve the Namibian problem, and the principles

behind them, since the active search for a solution will determine whether the

United Nations - the Security Council and the General Assembly - will be able in

the near future to achieve implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978)

and other United Nations decisions on Namibia.

The Security Council met from 28 to 30 October this year to consider the

question of Namibia. The discussion was extremely animated and sometimes became

quite heated, which is fully understandable. The participants gave an alarming

a~~e~sment of the situation in Namibia and the present state of affairs with regard

to a .ettlement of the Namibian problem. The reasons for it were revealed and the
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9ttilty of the artificially created i?Ow~,(+essl)ess of the UQtted

put its pla,q for Namibia into effect ~ were n~ed.

for serious concern in the statem.ent of the

of South Africa linking the implementatiOn of Security Council

resolution 435 (1978) with the withdrawal af CUPan Angola wa.sstlBPQrted

by tbe r~presentative of the United States, who said that a pre-condition for the

resolution's implementation was the achievement of an agreement ensuring seourity

for both Angola and South Africa. What is that - Cl coincidence or a policy agreed

on with South Afr ica for further application of the notor ious policy of linkage I

rejected by the United Nations? Most probably it is the latter, especially sincl,

in addition to other factors, South Africa is demanding the withdrawal of Cuban

troops from Angola at a time when subdivisions of the South African army are

carrying out military operations on its territory, which is precisely what is

threatening Angola's security.

Granting independence to Namibia would present no danger to South Africa. To

argue otherwise is to tread the boards of the theatre of the absurd.

The Soviet Union believes that the time has long been ripe for shifting from a

policy of linkage to a policy of solutions, to practical steps aimed at cutting

through the Namibian knot and defusing the explosive situation in the southern part

of the African continent. A just settlement in southern Africa can and must be

achieved by political means, dialogue and collective efforts. However, for that to

be done there must be a desire for a settlement.

We would like to believe that South Africa and its protectors abroad will

finally understand in today's world universal values have acquired the highelt

significance. The interests of one State, however powerful it may seem, cannot

determine regional or global policy. A balance of interests is needed. In
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southern Africa it is not only the interests of South Africa that are in the

balance. That must be understood and taken into account in political practie;'e.

South Africa and its protectors sincerely intend to seek ways to resolve the

problems of the region, they niUst adopt a new approach and fresh views. The

problem is that all the signs are that they are not ready to do so.
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Instead of developing ~elations with its African. neighbours acoording to the

"':'/iili.,M,"/e'l. ia tihat :govern normal international conduct,Pretor la is continuing to rely

on force, thus cr,eating a threat to their sovereignty and security and often

violat:ing both through its aotions. The Soviet Union firmly believes that, in the

Oiontext of international relations as a whol§e, security must be universal. The

highest wisdom is not exclusive self-interest" partiCUlarly when it harms other

countries. All must feel equally secure.

The welfare of each individual State depends upon the secur i ty of all. This

was clearly stated at the twenty-seventh Congress of the Communist Party of the

Soviet Union and reaffirmed in the report presented by

Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev at the solemn meeting held in observance of the

seventieth anniversary of the Great October Revolution, and it is fUlly applicable

to southern Africa and to each of its component elements, whether we are speaking

of Angola, Mozambique, South Africa or any otner country of the region. In the

interests of ensuring the speedy independence of Namibia, the Soviet union is in

favour of the immediate stepping up of the role of the United Nations, the Security

Council, the Secretary-General and his Special Representative for Namibia. In the

report to which I have just referred, Comrade Gorbachev stated:

"We have come out resolutely for strengthening the prestige of the United

Nations, for the full and effective use of the powers conferred upon it and

its agencies by the international community. We are doing all in our power to

see to it that the United Nations, this universal mechanism, can with full

powers, discuss and ensure the collective search for a balance of the

interests of all States and effectively carry out its peac~making Eunction~.n

This statement is fully applicable to the role of the United NatiOns with regard to

southern Africa.
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'l"'ne behavio'llr of those who are deliberately, constantly and stubbornly

blocking the application of the appropriate provisions of the Charter of the

ltiations againet the racist occupiers of J~amibia is regrettable. They are resort,.ing

to the use of the veto in the Security Council to block, against the expressed will

of the internati,onal c~unity, the adoption of comprehensive and mandatory

sanctions under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter designed to compel the

Pretoria regime to carry out the resolutions adopted by the Security Council on the

independence of Namibia. The Council's recent adoptl.on of resolution 601 (1987) is

an important practical step towards implementation of Security Council resolution

435 (1978). It opens the way for concrete measures towards implementation of the

United Nations plan for Namibia. It is important that the initiative and impetus

created at the meetings of the Security Council should be logically carried

forward. We must do everything possible to see to it. that the mission of the

Secretary-General to arrange a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West

Africa Peoplefs Organization (SWAPO) is crowned with succeSs. All Members of the

United Nations, and in particular the members of the Security Council, must

actively promote this and assist the Secretary-General to open in southern Africa a

constructive dialogue with all of the parties involved. In this connection, the

Securi.ty Council, in our view, should consider reactivating its sub-committee on

Namibia, which could follow the development of the situation in the Territory on a

regular basis and report thereon to the Council, as well as search for ways and

means to achieve the speedy implementation of resolution 435 (1978).

In an article entitled "Reality and safeguards for a secure world," published

On the eve of the opening of the forty-second session of the General Assembly,

Mikhail eergeyevich Gorbachev stated our approach to the resolution of regional
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• and he eJrlPhasized. in particular, the need for a more effective use of

capa'b1.1it.ies of the United Nations. In our \tiew. tbe ideas set forth in the

des:erve a.ttention witn regard to a solution of the p(oblems of southGir:n

The position of t,he Soviet Union with regard to the question of Namibia is

clear and unequivocql: the USSR unswervingly favours the speedy exercise by the

Na~ibian people of its inalienable right to genuine self-determination and

independence on the basis of Secur ity Council resolutions 3tl5 (1976)cll~d435 (1978.)

and other relevant United Nations decisions. Our country supports the decisions

taken by the United Nations and other international forums on Namibia that call1.:01:

the rendering of comprehensive material and moral support and assistance to the

anti-colonial and anti-racist struggle of oppressed peoples.

In accordance with those decisions, we continue to lend our full support to

the just struggle of the Namibian people for national liberation,

self-determination and independence which it is waging under the leadership of

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

the sole authentic representative of the Namibian people. In connection with the

development of the ties between the Soviet Union and SWAPO, it is my pleasure to

report a notable recent event: on 14 October of this year, the first head of the

mission of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO),

Nangolo Philemon Malema, accredited to the Soviet Committee of Solidarity with tne

Countries of Asia and Africa, presented his credentials at Moscow. This is further

testimony to the strengthening of our relationShip with and support for SWAPO.

The Soviet Union has no special interests in southern Africa aside from the

wish that the peo~les and countries of that region may finally be allowed to take

their own sovereign decisions on questions of their development and their domestic

and foreign affairs in peace and stability. The Soviet Union believes that the

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



RM/5 Aj42jPV.S1
19-20

(Mr. Belonogov, OSSR)

United Nations, and in particular the Security Council, bears the major

responsibility for the decolonization of Namibia. Within the United Nations We

have consist,ently supported resolutions on Namibia and worked for their

implementation.

The developin<j world, of which Namibia is a part, has become a signific~nt

factor in world policy. It is seeking organizational forms that will enable it to

participate actively and on an equal footing in the solution of problems that

affect all of manldnd. It is already clear that its impact on world policy "ill

gro'w, as will its regional role in shaping the world's economic future. We ere

convinced that a strengthening of this factor and its influence on the

international community will speed the solution of the Namibian problem. This is a

prospect that we greet with optimism. We are convinced that transnational c~ital,

in spite of ita great power, is not destined to determine the future path of the

third world. Rather, it will be forced to adapt to the independent choice ttat has

been made or will be made by the peoples of the third world themselves. In this

instance, it will be the choice of the people of Namibia, to which we most

sincerely wish a speedy accession to freedom and independence.
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Mc YU Mengjia {China) (interpretation from Chinese): Since the last

of the General Asserrbly considered the Namibian question, renew!iKi eft:orts

ha\1e been made by the international community for the early independence of

~l:agibia. In this connection, as we all know, the United Nations Security ColJncil

twice, both in last April and in October, for the urgent examination of

the situation in Namibia. Last May, the United Nations Council for Namibia held

extraordinary plenary meetings at Luanda, the capital of Angola, a front-line

State, which were followed by its first Ministerial Meeting on 2 October. The

twenty-third ordinary session of the Organization of African Unity Assembly of

Reads of State and Government and the Ministerial Meeting of the Movement of

Non-Aligned Countries held this year have both taken up the Namibian question as an

important agenda item. All these meetings unanimously condemned the South Afr iean

authorities for their continued illegal occupation of Namibia and strongly demanded

that they should implement immediately and unconditionally the United Nations plan

for the independence of Namibia, so as to enable the Namibian people to exercise

its right to self-determination and independence. However, in defiance of the just

demand of the international community, the South Afr ican reg iroe has not only

refused to implement the relevant United Nations resolutions and decisions but

intensified its efforts to carry out its colonialist and racist policy, thus

further worsening the situation in Namibia.

Over the past year, the South African occupying authorities have exacerbated

their bloody suppression of the Namibian people. The South African military and

~lice forces have wilfully detained, tortured and murdered SWAPO leaders, as well

as its members, supporters and sympathizers, brutally beaten and killed women,

children and the elderly, blown up schools and clinics and attacked church~~ and

workers' compounds in an attempt to stamp out by brutal violence the Namibian

people I s struggle for independence. At the same time, the Prator ia rer;! i ..mlli ha!Jl

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



NR/ve A/42/PV.57
22

(Mr. Yu Mengjia, China)

stepped up its ·efforts to consolidate the so-called inter im government it has

knocked together, formulate a so-called constitution and scheme "local elections".

It is trying to circumvent the United Nations and impose its own proxy regime on

the Namibian people through an "internal settlement".

The prolonged illegal occupation of Namibia by the South African authorities

has not only brought untold suffer fng to the local people but also posed a grave

threat to the security and stability of the neighbouring countries. The South

African authorities have turned Namibia into a base for aggression against its

neighbour s and a training camp for the rebel forces in those countr ies. From

Namibia, they have time and again launched armed invasions and perpetrated

$ubversion against Angola, Zambia and Botswana and other front-line States, thus

undermining the stability of the entire southern African region and endangering

international peace and security.

In the world of the 19805, no one could in good conscience allow the apartheid

regime of South Africa to continue to subject more than I million Namibian people

to its colonial rule. To help the Namibian people rid itself of the colonialist

and racist shackles of South Africa and stand up as the master of its own country

has become an imperative task for the international community. The United Nations

must discharge its responsibility by taking prompt actions to end the illegal

occupation of Namibia by South Africa and bring about Namibian independence. The

Chinese delegation is ready, together with other delegations, to make its efforts

in seeking practical steps towards a settlement of the Namibian question.

The implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) will lead to a

ju~t and reasonable settlement of the Namibian question. The steps envisaged in

the plan for the independence of Namibia approved by this resolution - cease-fire,

withdrawal of South African troops and achievement of independence through

elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations - will, if
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'0 ~ealearneSitt 'ensure the Namibian people I s free exercise of its

se.1.f....determination and fulfil the aJ;qent aspiration of people the world

a peaceful solution to the Namibian question. HOW8'ler, nine years have

and no prog.ress has been registered in the implementation of reSOlution

i owing to obstruction by the Sout.h African authorities.

nine years, the South Afr ican authorities IHl.Ve kept playing double-faced

tactics. On the one hand, they have pretended to agree to resolution 435 (1978),

while on the other, they have frequently gone back on their word and set up one

obstacle after another to its implementation by raising irrelevant side-issues. In

liovember 1985, in reply to the United Nations Secretary-General, the South Af'ican

Foreign Minister agreed to the system of proportional representation for the

election enVisaged by resolution 435 (1978). Consequently~ all outstanding issues

relevant to the implementation of United Nations Security Council resolution

435 (1978) have been resolved. What should have been done then was the immediate

fixing of a date at which the implementation of the resolultion should commence.

To our disappointment, the South African authorities chose to continue to obstruct

the settlement under the excuse of "linkage" contr ived by them in 1982. As

everyone knows, the so-called 1 inkage is designed to link the independence of

Namibia to the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola, a question different in

nature. It is not only opposed resolutely by SWAPO and the front-line States but

also repudiated by the international community. The relevant General Assembly and

Security Council resolutions have emphasized that "linkage" is irrelevant to

resolution 435 (1978) and constitutes an obstacle to the achievement of Namibia's

independence. By clinging to "linkage" ~ the South African authorities have expo!1l~d

their own sinister intention to use it as a pretext in order to delay the

Bplementation of the United Nations plan, perpetuate their occupation of Namibia

and use the territory as a buffer zone for the protection of their ~art:heid system.
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In the view of the Chinese delegation, the international community should no

longer tolerabe this unreasonable attitude of the South African authorities, nor

allow them to go on delaying endl,essly the implementation of resolution

435 (l978). It is time for the international community to take immediate mandatory

actions against them. To this end, .... e propose the following:

First, strongly demand that the South African authorities should co-operate

with the Secretary-General for the prompt implementation of Security Council

resolution 601 (1987) adopted a few days ago. If they remain intransigent on

"linkage" and continue to defy United Nations resolutions, the Secur ity Council

f'Jhould immediately adopt mandatory sanction measures against them in accordance

with the relevant provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.

Secondly, urge the major Power which supports "linkage"to change its

unreasonable position, so as to remove the obstacle in the way of implementing the

United Nations plan.

Thirdly, urge the major Powers that are influential with South Africa to take

concrete and effective measures to bring pressure to bear on South Africa and force

it to implement resolution 435 (197ij) at an early date.

The Chinese people, who shared a similar experience in the past, deeply

sympathize with the Namibian people's suffering. We view it as the common cause of

the people of the world to eradicate the remaining colonial stronghold and achieve

Namibia's independence. I wish to take this opportunity to reiterate that the

Chinese Government and people .... ill, as always, resolutely support the Namibian

people in its struggle for national liberation and independence under the

leaderShip of SWAPO, as well as support the struggle of the front-line States to

maintain their independence and territorial integrity and the struggle of the South

African people against apartheid, until their final victory.
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~1r. TSVE"i'KOV (Bulgar ia) (interpretation from French): The report of the

Nations Oouncil for Namibia, which covers a period of one year, reflects the

oo.'!oerted activities of various OOdies of the Organh:ation relating to the

granting of independence to the Namibian people. The Council for Namibia

!>ZM! centred its work on the implementation of initiatives designed to eliminate the

obstacles to the political independence of Namibia. To that end, the Council tor

Namibia has made enormous efforts to mobilize the most important organs of the

united Nations and world puhlic opinion.

'T'he General Assembly held its fourteenth special Hession in September last

year. That special session dealt with the auestion of Namibia. Resolution 8-14/1,

adopted at the end of the session, highlighted once again the main causes of the

situation that existed then and still exists in Namibia and indicated the measures

likely to ensure the best possihle conditions for a prompt solution to the auestion.

In implementation of the special session's decisions, the African Group

r~uested the Security Council in April last to take up the situation in and around

Namibia and to impose comprehensive mandatory sanctions against racist South

Africa, unner Chapter VII of the Charter, to force it to comply with the United

Nations plan for the granting of independence to the Territory contained in

Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We cannot but express our deep regret

that, because of the negative vote of one of the permanent members of the Council,

it was not able to fulfil the hopes that had heen placed in it.

On 2 October last, the united Nations Council for Namibia held a Ministerial

Meeting which undertook a thorough analysis of the situation in and around Namihia

a~ confirmed that the measures previously taken in other forums were correct and

urgent. Many important ini t iat ives were proposed in the final conununlaue adopted
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at the end of that Meetinq. The carrying out of those initiatives would guarantee

the exercise hy the Namibian people of their inalienahle right to

self-determination and independence.

Less than a week ago - from 28 to 30 October - the Security Council was once

again seized of the auestion of Namibia by the African Group. The marked worsening

of the si tuation in the Territory and the lack of progress towards the

irllplementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) were the reasons for

convening those meetings of the Council. The discussion uneau ivocally showed

the international community firmly insists that practical initiatives be taken to

irrtplement the plan for the granting of independence to Namihia. We are encouraged

by the adoption of resolution 6Ul (1987) at the end of that discussion. For the

fir~t time, the Council affirmed that all outstanding issues relevant to the

implementation of resolution 435 (1978) have now been resolved. On that b~sis, it

authorized the secretary-General to proceed to arrange a cease-fire between the

South West IHr iea People's Organization (SWAPO) and South Afr ica, in order to

undertake administrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of

the TJnited Nations Transition Assistance Group. We hope that the Secretary-General

will receive appropriate support from all the countries concerned, in order that

these decisions may be implemented, setting in train the process of Namihia's

immediate accession to independence. In that connection, the Bulgarian delegation

welcomes the fact that SWAPO stated during the meetings of the Security Council

that it was prepared to sign a cease-fire agreement.

Supplementing the activities in those important. forums, the Council for

Namihia held some extraordinary plenary meetings last May in Luanda, People's
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itIi:~P~~·Ji.:ic of Angola., at which it aDopted a Declaration and Programme

'!"~~ docunlents play an important part in rallying, 'mobilizing and harrn<::ll1~~~ng the

effort.s by t.he Organization and world public opinion in support of the immediate

iiheratidn of Namibia.

The fact that South Africa has not bnplemented the many decisions and

resolutions of the united Nations on the eroestion of Namibia compels t.he General

Assembly once again to take up the si tuat ion that has thus been created/and once

again to point out and highlight the causes of the obstacles to Namibia's accession

to independence, as well as to confirm the measures likely to attain that final

objecti ve.

In flagrant contradiction with the clearly, unambiguously expressed will of

the international community and with the united Nations resolutions and decisions

on this auestion, racist South Africa continues its. illegal occupation of Namibia -

occupation which constitutes an act of aggression against the Namibian peoplG.

F'urthermore, it has put into effect in the Territory its infamous apartheid system,

repeatedly condemned by the international community, The policy of massive

repression and genocirle pursued by the IOO,OOu-man-strong army of the occupier and

its police units, is assuming ever-more-monstrous dimensions.

During the past year we have witnessed a rapid worsening of the situation in

Namibia. That is the result of the increasingly brutal repression of the people of

Namibia by South Africa, .including massacres of chilnren and adults, bombing,

attacks on townShips and churches, and arrests and torture of leaders and members

of, and sympathizers with, SWAPO. This has evoked the strong condemnation of the

regime by the international community as a whole.
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Another aspect of the situation in Namibia is the continued ferocious

exploitation and plundering of the Territory's natural wealth, in flagrant

violation of the provisions of Decree No. 1, adopted by the United Nations Co'OncU

for ~~amibia and confirmed in a General Assembly resolution, concerning Namibials

natural resources. In this plundering of the Territory's resources, the

transnational corporations of some western countries act in concert with the

Pretor la re-girr.e.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



Al~2/PV. 57
31

(Mr •. Tsvetkov, BUlgaria)

territory Namibia is ftitther used as a staging ground for carrying out

acts ·of aggression, sabotage and destruction against

neighbouring African States and,flrst and foremost, against the

"~'U}J'Jt.e i 5 Republ.ic of Angola.. As mentiOned in the final conununique of the meeting

of the United Nations Council for Namibia held at ministerial level,

"those criminal pOlicies of racist South Africa constituted a threat to

international peace and security". (A/42/63l, para. 11)

We express our full solidarity with the front-line States and beliQve that thiS!

multifaceted support given to those countries will be of great importance in terms

of a solution to the Namibian question and in terms of their peaceful development

along the path they have themselves chosen.

Despi te the many resolutions and oec isions of the United Nations which pave

the way to an immediate solution of the Namibian question through peaceful means,

racist South Africa is attempting to impose a so-called internal solution of the

question. That is the goal of its attempts to establish a provisional puppet

government by means of a pluralistic conference. We have witnessed in recent times

the preparation by the racist puppets of a constitution which, in effect, tends

formally to legalize that neo-colonial decision. We strongly reject such designs

by the racist reg ime as null and void.

The main bogus argument for Pretoria's refusal to implement United Nations

resolutions and decisions on the question of Namibia is the linkage pre-condition

between the granting of independence to the Territory and the presence of Cuban

troops in the People's Republic of Angola. That linkage pre-condition has not be~n

recognized by the General Assembly or the Security Council which, in its re!ilolution

539 (1983), rejected the request to link the independence of Namibia to question.

that were inappropriate, not germane, and not in keeping with security Council

resolution 435 (1978). The lack of grounds for such an argument is more than
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obvious. The People' 5 Republic of Bulgaria categor ically rejects this art.ificial

exCUse. Furthermore, it is precisely the policy of constructive co-operation

racist South Africa that finds expression in the granting of military, economic and

political assistance to the regime that constitutes for that regime the necessary

support to enable it to disregard the aspirations of the people of Namibia to

national independence, and its constant challenge of the decisions and resolutions

of the United Nations on that question.

We strongly reject all attempts to change the nature of the question of

Namibia by presenting it as being part of the East-West confrontation. The

question of Namibia is a question of decolonization and of the struggle against

apartheid, and consequently there are two parties to the conflict - the people of

Namibia fighting for their independence and the South African regime of

occupation.

In a situation that will necessarily worsen in the Territory, the people of

Namibia for decades have been waging a heroic struggle for their national

independence under the leadership of their sole, legitimate representative, the

South West Africa People I s Organization (SWAPO). It is their legitimate and

inalienable right to fight by all means, including military means, against the

aggressor and occupier, exercising the principle embodied in the United Nations

Charter of self-determination of peoples. All peoples and States which cherish thE

ideals of the United Nations are together standing by the Namibian people. The

people of Bulgaria stand in full solidarity with the heroic struggle of the

Namibian people under the leadership of SWAPO. We will continue in future to give

them support in many areas in the struggle for their national independence.

The conflict in and around Namibia has entered a critical stage. Not only is

international peace and security in southern Africa at stake. In this context, th

United Nations is called upon to implement appropriate peaceful means to guarantee
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ani.~iate global settlement of the question of Na:mibia. The settlement of that

situatlonthrough peac.eful means would beaconcrete contribution to the

the g€nerali,systemof international security proposed at the

of the GenercM Assembly by the socialist countr inclUding

the Pe-ople1s Republic oflsulgaria.

The, docu:ments adopted by many international, lntergovernfllental and

gov,ernmental forums this year and in 1986, unequivocally show that Chapter VII of

the Un Lted.. Nations Charter provides for effective peaceful procedures, namely I

comprehensive manda.tory sanctions against the racist regime of South Africa. Here

we must underscore the histor ic responsibility that the world Organization bears in

the settlement of the Namibianquestion. It will in this way make Cl major

contribution to the positive process which recently has made itself felt 10.

international relations, promoting also new and effective approaches to a. just and

durable settlement of the question of Namibia and of all other problems facing

mankind as a whole. The present debate gives us confidence.

Mr. SARRE (Senegal) (interpretation from French): Only a few days ago

the international community marked in a wholehearted surge of solidarity and spir it

of consensus the Week of Solidarity with the Namibian people and their sole,

authentic representat ive, the South west Afr ica People I s Organization (SWAPO).

In the message which he sent in that regard to the Secretary-General on

28 October last, the President of the Republic of Senegal, His Excellency

Mr. Abdou Diouf, indicated:

"It is inadmissible for the international community and its principal body th~

United Nations to continue in our time to remain powerless and inactive

watching the illegal occupation of Namibia by the racist and colonialist South

African regime, which has stepped up its repression of the Namibian peopl(\! and

the militarization of the Territory."
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"'should mark the time for stock-taking and action".

In fact, today to eng.age in stock-taking when considering the question

Namibia,.we pan only be surprised, not to say concerned .. at thedisproportk)nate

gap existing bet.ween, on the one hand, the magnitude of everything which shauld

have been said, proclaimed and resolv,ed by the international community to sE!ttle

the problem, and on the other hand the insufficiency and lack of real politi,cal

will to translate those resolutions and decisions into concrete and tangibl~

actions.

We can no longer even count the number of international conferences, mE!etings,

resolutions and decisions of which the question of Namibia has been the subject.

The international community pondered the matter in particular during the

International Conference on Namibia and Human Rights, held in Dakar, senegal, in

January 1976, during which my country proposed the institutionalization of the

yearly celebration of the above-mentioned Week of Solidarity; the Internatianal

Conference in Solidarity with the Struggle of the People of Namibia, held i~

September 1980 in Paris; the Nordic Conference on Namibia, held in 1981 in

Helsinki; the International Conference in Support of the Struggle of the Na~ibian

People for Independence, held in Paris in April 1983i the International Conterence

for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, which met in Vienna in July 19861 and,

finally, the Brussels International Conference on Namibia of 1986.
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For it.s part r < thetlnited Nations, oa\l'11'19 suoceeded the League of Nations in

19,(5, has never since that time ceased to he concerned over the Nalllibian question

1100 has regularly had it considered by its major bodies, namely, the Security

Council and the General" Assembly, cH; we11 as by several specialized or sUbsidiary

Thus., s1nce1946, our Assembly has been informed every year of this case,

which is on the agenda of all its regular sessions and it has devoted three of its

special sessions to it, namely, the fifth, ninth and fourteenth, as well as an

ell'.ergency special session in 1981. Moreover, it had entrusted a technical study of

it to a number of ad hoc bodies such as the Conuni ttee on decolonization, and above

all to the United Nations Council for Namibia, which was set up in 1967 to

administer the Territory and to prepare the inhabitants for the exercise of

international sovereignty.

In the same way, the Security Council, the main organ responsible for the

maintenance of international peace and security, has had to deal with this question

and it has already adopted a dozen resolutions on it, in particular

resolution 435 (1978) containing the United Nations plan for the independence for

Namibia, a plan which has been internationally accepted, and that acceptance

includes the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) and the South African

Gove rnme n t-.

For his part, the Secretary-General of our Organization, to whom I should once

~ain like to pay a tribute, has worked tirelessly to fulfil the mandate entrusted

to him by the Security Council, namely to prepare the conditions necessary for th~

implementation of the United Nations settlement plan set forth in its

resolution 435 (1978).
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other international for~s and bodies such as the Movement of Non-Alig;r:.e<3.

Countries, the Organization of the Islamic Conference and, above all, the

Organization of African Unity deal with the Namibian problem regularly.

The nurnerous conclusions and relevant decisions that have emerged from all

these international forums are well known to our Assembly and to all delegations"

so there is no need to repeat them here. Suffice it to say that they have allO'ded

us to grasp the scope of the Namibian question, while keeping in view the only jus

solution, namely, pure and simple decolonization. They have in particular served)

first, to establish and reconfirm the legal responsibility of the United Nations i

this Territory, as well as the illegality of its occupation by South Africa;

secondly, to identify the question as a problem of decolonization to be implements

in the spirit of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial

Countries and Peoples set forth in resolution 1514 (XV) J thirdly, to outline the

framework and the process to be followed and to enunciate the ways and means

required to bring about the decolonization of the Territory; and finally, to

prepare all the conditions necessary for the implementation of the United Nations

settlement plan.

If then everything is at last ready, at least on paper, for the achievement (

the decolonization of the Territory, why is Namibia still not independent? Why hi

the South African grip tightened 21 years after the termination of its Mandate on

the Territory and nine years after the unanimous adoption by the Security Council

of the United Nations settlement plan?

That question is asked by the Namibian people, daily battered in body and

mpirit. It is asked also by Africa, which is struggling against the racist regiml

of Pretoria. It is asked also by the whole of humanity, Which is a victim of the

crime of aEartheid.
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"!'he answer lies first and foremost in the blind stubbornness of the South

;'frican regime in wishing to go against history by clinging to its racist and

ll'lhl::L"l1an creed, that of apartheid, which it is desperately trying to saVe by trying

to g.aintime by insisting on illegally occupying Namibia. For the illegal and

prolonged occupation of Namibia by South Afr ica is one of the manifestations of the

of apartheid of Pretor ia, which thus believes that it can serve as a

diversion in the illusory hope of indefinitel::t delaying the dismantling of

apartheid.

That is why for more than 20 years now the South African regime has been using

md abusing subterfuges and delaying tactics in order to perpetuate its colonial

stranglehold on Namibia. Its attempts to sUbmerge the problem of decolonization in

the East-west confrontation, to link it to the withdrawal of the Cuban troops from

Angola, and to impose an internal solution through the setting up of 11 so-called

interim government: all derive from this logic.

Fortunately, the vigilance of the international community has allowed for the

thwarting of all these manoeuvres, which have been declared null and void by the

Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and the Organization of African Unlty, as well as

by the General Assembly and by the Security Council, which in its

resolution 566 (1985) referred to its resolution j35 (1983) and declared that:

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

issues that are alien to Security Council resolution 435 (l97d)". (paragra~h 8)

But the fact remains that Namibia is still not independent and that its

inhabitants are still crushed under the racist and colonlal yoke of Pretoria, which

flouts and violates their human rights while engaging in large-scale exploitation

of the precious resources of the Territory.

It is because the South African Government wrongly feels itself, if not

supported, at least tolerated in its odious actions by those on whom history and
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the Charter of our Organization have conferred special responsibility with

to Namibia. Short-tenn economic and strategic considerations play a part In:

state of affairs, but the countries in question must realize that as soon as

Namibia accedes to independence, the greater and more sure will be their chances l;ll

seeing their interests taken into consideration by the Namibian people whiah,

sooner or later, will set itself free and will know how to evaluate the actions of

others.

Thus our Assembly should call on the Security Council and primarily Of) its

permanent members to make use of the means made available to them by the United

Nations Charter to br iog Pretoria to its senses and get it to agree on the

immediate implementation of the settlement plan se t forth in Secur ity Counc:: il

resolution 435 (1978).

Senegal considers resolution 601 (1987) adopted by the ~ecurity Council on

29 October last a step in the right direction. In it the Council, inter alia:

"Affirms that all outstanding issues relevant to the implementation of its

resolution 435 (1978) have now been resolved .•• u

and

"Decides to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a Cease-fil

between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization in ordel

to undertake the administrative and other practical steps necessary for the

emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group".

But the statements of the representative of Pretoria during the most recent

debates in the Security Council do not inspire us with much optimism. Moreover,

the day after the adoption of that very resolution, South African troops made an

incursion into Angolan territory, killing civilians, whom they claimed to be SWA~

combatants.
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Is this not another demonstration of the arrogance and defiance of Pretoria

~:a't:ds oor Orga,niz.ation and its decisions and resolutions? l'he delegation of

S~&e:gal therefore believes that the only consistent and decisive answer the

S'lli'J"Curity Council of the United Nations can give is the imposition of mandatory and

global economic sanctions in accordance with Chapter VII of the Charter.

Senegal for its part is more than ever determined to embark on that path in

co-operation with all countries and peoples who believe in liberty, dignity, human

values and human rights.

Here the leaders of SWAPO - the sole, authentic representatives of the

Narnibian people - have once again demonstrated a spirit of openness and initiative,

a realism and sense of responsibility worthy of admiration. I should like, here,

to express once again the active supp6rt and solidarity of Senegal for their heroic

and legitimate struggle.

I should like in conclusion to pay a heartfelt tribute, on behalf of His

Excellency Mr. Abdou Diouf, President of the Republic of Senegal, to Mr. Javier

Perez de Cuellar, Secretary-General of our Organization, for his constant readiness

and continued action on behalf of the Namibian people, and at the same time to

express to all the members of the United Nations Council for Namibia our

appreciation of their dedication to the cause of Namibia.

Through our concerted and vigorous efforts, may the dawn come at last for the

martyred people of Namibia, heralding a new era of full freedo~ and true

independence.
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Mr. PRAM ~~GAC (Viee Ham): I have the honour to convey to you,

Mr. President, the appreciation of the delegation of Viet Nam for the very

efficient and skilful way in which you have been guiding the work of the

forty-second session of the United Nations General Assembly. You represent a

country which for a very long time has been associated with African countries in

their struggle for national independence and development; therefore it is most

appropriate that you are now presiding over the deliberations on the question of

Namibia. We are confident that they will lead to a successful outcome.

'twenty-one years after the revocation of South Africa's Mandate over Namibia

the Territory is still under fire and its children are still dying, because

Pretoria stubbornly refuses to end its illegal occupation.. Certain Western

countries continue unabated their selfish economic and strategic pursuits, and

abuse of the veto prevents implemenation of the important Security Council

resolution 435 (1978), which has been accepted as the basis for the independence or

Namibia. We are entering the tenth year of existence of that resolution, but the

Namibian people are still denied their right to self-determination. The occupied

Territory is still being used as a springboard for acts of aggression and

destabilization against neighbouring countrles. Furthermore, there is now the

danger of its being turned into a neo-colony by the racist Pretoria regime. The

unresolved question of Namibia is correctly charactertized as the main cause of the

worsening situation in southern Africa, and a threat to peace and security in the

region and the world at large.

Who, then, is responsible for this? First of alII it is the intransigent

racist Pretoria regime. Like any other colonial Power, South Africa tries hard to

cling to its colony, particulary when its bastion of power is crumbling. The

awakening people of South Africa are determined to topple it.
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However i i tcouldnothave remained so intransigent if it had not

by 'certain Western countrieS. It lsthose countries \\'hieh protect the ~~:...=.!.!SL~.

sal'lctions~ It is also those countries which cO""operate wifh

and supply it withrnilitary technology. Again, it is those countries which .,""' ......".~

the racist regime the pretext of linkage as a pre-condition. 'that pretext

condemned and reject.ed many times by the Security Council and the General

Nevertheless, linkage is still used by Pretoria and those who sponsor it to

repudiate the nobility of the Cubans'· coming to help their Afr lean brothers

sisters. It should be pointed out here that the Cuban internationalists camQ to

AngOla at the invitation of that sovereign State and were welcomed by all the

front-line countries. Likewise, attention should be drawn to the fact that the

so-ca.lled linkage came much later than many other pretexts used before it since

1966 to justify the illegal delay of independence to Namibia. Therefore, linkage,

the by-product of the "constructive engagement" policy, is only another Cl ttempt by

those who gave birth to it to excuse what they wanted to do. And what they want in

that part of the world is obvious - they want to prop up apartheid and the bandits

to maintain instabilitYl they want to fish in troubled waters.

If there is any linkage to the independence of Namibia, it is the support

given to Pretoria by certain Western countries and aid worth millions of dollars

channelled to the reactionary forces in Angola and Mozambique. For those Western

countries to join South Afr ica in support of the "contras in Afr ica" is Cl sure

prescription for continuing the turmoil in southern Africa, not for ending it. So

long as they can keep these bandits attacking the legitimate Govarnrnenti!l of

front-l ine countr ies, South Afr ica knows it can hang on to NamIbia.

In the final analysis, South Africa and its Western allies lean on each othillr

to stay on in that resource-rich Territory. They hope, on tl18 one hand, to pluno@lr
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the precious strategic resources there and, on the other hand, to establisha:'nd

consolidate their influence in that part of the world. From there they attempt t~

stop and then crush national liberation movements and threaten young independent

Afr ican States. Their policies have been condemned by the Heads of State or

Government of Non-Aligned Countries as obstructionist tactics aimed at prolongi1\lJ

South Africa's illegal and colonial occupation of Namibia.

Against that background, support for the struggle for the independence Of

Namibia is an imperative issue of the day - imperative because the Namibian

have euffered long enough. They should not be left to suffer any longer. The

United Nations has proclaimed its responsibility for the Territory and worked out

its plan for independence, as contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

During the past 20 years of discharging its duty towards the Territory, the Genera.

Aasembly has adopted many important resolutions~ and so has the Security Council.

But, owing to South Africa's intransigence and certain Western Powers' abuse of thl

veto, those resolutions have remained unimplemented. Consequently, today the

General Assembly is involved with the "~uestion of Nanll.bla", which means not only

independence for Namibia but also the credibility of this august body.

The Namibians have waited long enough. Their patience is limited. Their

disappointment and impatience are shared. Conscience dictates that the United

Nations, above all the Security Council, take all effective measures possible to

exercise its mandate provided for in the Charter, including Chapter VII, to force

South Africa to implement fully resolution 435 (1978). Any further delay in its

implementation can only prolong the sUfferings of the Namiblan people. The

challenge now is to find the means to achieve the goal. It has been agreed that
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c~re:he.nsive: ~ndator:ysanctions a(e Ol)/ly peaceful means left to pr: Ing about

and at t.he saID!'le time to he.lp restore this Organi~ationIS

All the allegiations that sanctions will endanger the A.frican

been proved hypocritical in light of the hct that thQ front-l.ine

have expressed their willingness to accept the sacrifices so that their

brQthers and sisters in Namibia can obta.ln independence. How can one call for

sanctions against one State or <;l:nother while consider ing sanctions against the

apa,r:theid regime unacceptable?
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Confident that Security Council resolution 435 (1978) is the basis for

implementation of independence for l'iamibia, the delegation of the Socialist

Republic of Vlet Ham pledges its support for the Final Communique adopted b)'

United Natlons Council for Namibia at its ministerial meeting held in New

2: October 1987, which says:

"The Ministers urgently requested the Security Council to set anearl.y

date for the commencement of the implementation of resolution 435 {l978} 1 np

later than 31 December 1987 ••• n.

The communique adds:

"In the event of the Security Council's inability to adopt concrete

measures to compel South Africa to co-operate in the implementation of

Security Council resolution 435 (197ti) by 29 September 1988, the Ministers

called upon the General Assembly to consider, at its forty-third session,

necessary action in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations ••• H.

(A/42/631, paras. 16 and 20)

Believing that all possible ways should be explored and all efforts

encouraged, my delegation welcomes and supports resolution 601 (1987), adopted la!

week by the Security Council authorizing

lithe United Nations Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a cease-fire

between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization in orde

to undertake administrative and other practical steps necessary for the

emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG)".

(Security Council resolution 601 (1987), para. 5)

We highly commend SWAPO for its ser iousness and good will. On the other han

we strongly urge that the resolution be fully implemented.

The Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, while supporting every effort taken by t

United Nations to start implementation of resolution 435 (1978), wishes to reaffj
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lt~strong l;>'u,pport to the Namibian peoplet under the enlightened leadership of

'Wbich is demonstrating it.s determination to fight even an arm.ed struggll1l for

i!l'llti.onal independence. Our unqualified support extends also to the peoples in

Mozambique and the other front-line countries that are fighting against

acts of aggression and destabilization conducted by the racist Pretoria regime.

That position of ours was clearly stated by the Chairman of the delegation of the

Socialist Republic of Viet Nam before the forty-second session of the General

Assembly, as follows:

"Now more than ever before the world community needs to extend to thiS! just

struggle of the peoples of South Africa, Namibia and the front-line States the

most resolute and powerful support in order to bring about the prompt

eradication of apartheid, that stain on human civilization. H

(A/42/PV.17, p. 52)

As long as South Africa and its allies block the road to independence for

Namibia, the Namibian people can always be sure of the solidarity of all nations,

including the people of Viet Nam.

Miss MILLAN (Colombia) (interpretation f ram Spanish): H Nam1.bia is not

yet free". That is the sentence most often heard in this body and the sentence

that has the most painful and striking significance for the international

community. More than 100 years of heroic struggle have brought to the Namibian

people little more than universal recognition that the independence of their

country is a categorical imperative. The responsibility the world bears for

Namibia is nothing new, dat ing back a long time. Ever since the fir et dectlder;; of

the twentieth century successive decisions have placed Namibia under the Mandate of

foreign Powers, and finally under the trusteeship of the United Nation~. Those

documents clearly stated that its administration was temporary and that it !1>hould

lead to swift and authentic independence for the Territory.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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It was the Le,ague of Nations that granted the Union of South Africa the

Mandate to administer the Territory then called South West Africa. The United

lciations decided in 1966 to terminate that Mandate, placing the Territory under its

own direct responsibility and later establishing the United Nations Council for

t-lamibia as the legal Administer iog Author ity until independence. The International

Court of Justice in 1971 declared South Africa's occupation of Namibia illegal and

South Africa's acts on behalf of or \t/ith respect to Namibia invalid. In

resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) the Security Council laid down the only

univer8ially accepted bases for reaching a peaceful settlement of the Namibian

question. All those bodies represent the international community, and it is

therefore the international community that bears the direct responsibility and the

moral obligation to enforce its own decisions, to put an end once and for all to

the illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa and speedily to bring about

genuine independence for the Territory.

With a rarely seen unanimity, all countries agree that Namibia should be free

and independent, that its people should, as soon as possible, exercise its

inalienable right to self-determination and that the United Nations plan is the

best solution and should be immediately implemented since there are no pending

questions standing in its way. But none of that has been done, and everyone is

wondering why. The answer is clear: an exhaustive analysis points to one reason,

namely, South Africa's continued refusal to abide by United Nations resolutions and

decisions whose binding nature it accepted when it signed the Charter of the

Organization. This is a case of incredible defiance of the world by one country.

But while it is unprecedented that out of an Organization made up of 159 Members

on(i\ of them, in arrogant defiance of the rest, should decide not to abide by the

provi5ions of the Charter they have all pledged to accept, is it not all the more

unthinkable that the other Members should tolerate this? Certainly this is a
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only undermines the credibility of the Onl ted Nations bu't:also

~1:I();l1>!:j. and seriously j,eopardizes international peace and security.

cl~i!tr solution to all this: determined and joint action expressing the

the international community to end once and for all South Afr

of Namibia and imrnediatelyta effect implementation of

385 (1976) and 435 (1978).

In this connection we find it encouraging that the Security Counc which a

re,", days ago adopted resolution 601 (l987) , clearly showed its determination/to act

with regard to Namibia. Now is the time to undertake the concerted effort referred

to by the Secretary-General and obtain South Africa's co-operation in the immediate

implementation of the Organization's plan.

SWAPO, because of its efforts in the struggle for the liberation and

independence of its country, its acceptance of the United Nations plan and its

repeated offer of co-operation in implementing the relevant resolutions of the

Socurity Council, deserves our general support.

The courageous stand of the front-line States, which despite their

VUlnerability attach the highest importance to the cause of the Namibian people,

~kes it imperative that the international community lend them the co-operation and

auistance they need to overcome their own problems.
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The intense personal commitment and dedica.tion of the Secretary-General to tb;e

cause of Namibia are crucial to success, as are the efforts of the Organization as

Cl whole. Only thus can it reach its stated goal.

The United Nations Council for Namibia, of which Colombia has been a member

since its foundation, is working indefatigably to help the Namibian people prepare

for independence and to defend its interests, as well as to keep the Namibian cause

alive and active throughout the world, bringing strong pressure to bear on

international public opinion concerning South Africa. That is a part of its

continued effort to carry out the functions and reach the objectives for which it

was established. In that context, we would emphasize its defence of all the

natural resources of the Territory, especially its marine resources, which must be

preserved at any price, since they constitute an inestimable source of wealth for

the harmonious development of a free and independent Namibia.

The case of Namibia is a case of decolonization, and should be dealt with as

such. rl'here is no valid excuse for attempts to place it in the context of the

East-West conflict. It is in the framework of the United Nations that it can be

resolved.

Colombia renews its pledge to co-operate fully in helping Namibia attain early

independence with its national unity and territorial integrity unchanged, including

Walvis Bay, the Penguin Islands and other offshore islands, which are a part of its

terr i tory.

South Africa's occupation of Namibia must stop immediately, and Security

Council resolution 435 (1978) must be im~lemented in its entirety, without any

delay or preconditions.
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for the :lona,l ~unit¥ to shoulder hiato! ieal

for the inde,pen9~!Ooeof NaflIlibia. The future of the Namibian

no further suffering or hU1lai,l.iation~ it IDust hold only freedom and th

to preseryewhen Namibia free and truly independent

.Nations and the international cOJ:M1unity at la.rge be able to

'Mls.$ i on ~,9coIllP1ished" •

Mr. ROY (Nepal) r Less than a week ago, the Security Counoil, after

u:tensive debate, adopted an important resolution on Namibia, with 14 affirmative

votes. While we welcome the recent decision of the Security Council, the

international community cannot afford to be complacent in the light of South

Africa.' s past policy of delay and deception.

It has been more than two decades since the General Assembly terminated South

Africa's Mandate and placed the Territory under the direct responsibility of the

United Nations, and more than nine years have elapsed since the Security Council

adopted its resolution 435 (1978), thus providing a broad framework for a peaceful

settlement. Yet the South African regime still continues to maintain its illegal

occupation of Namibia today. Even the verdict of toe In ternational Court of

Justice has gone unheeded by the racist regime of South Africa.

Instead, the Pretoria regime has embarked upon a course of oppressing and

exploiting the Namibian people and the natural resources of the country in defiance

DE United Nations decisions and Decree No. 1 of the United Nations Council for

I~amibia. Thousands of Namibian freedom fighters are still languishing in apartheid

gWls, and thousands of others have been killed or maimed. Namibians are

arbitrarily denied not only their legitimate right to freedom and

Stif-determination, but also dignity worthy of the human ~erson. It is unfortunat8

that in a country which is rated the fourth largest mineral producer of the world

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



EMS/12 A/42/PV.57
53

(Mr. Roy, Nepal)

the Namibian people is among the poorest in the world. My delegation strongly

condemns the continued illegal occupation and the plunder ing of Nalllibian resource'lil

by the racist regime under one pretext or another.

As if that were not enough, Pretoria has made Namibia a launching-ground fOr

unprovoked aggression against neighbouring countries such as Angola, Mozambique

Botswana. Such naked, provocative acts of aggression have had a destabilizing

effect and endanger peace and security not only in Namibia and neighbouring

coun,tries, but also in the whole of soutnern Africa and beyond. My delegation

would like to take this opportunity to reiterate its strong condemnation of those

aggressive acts and to express its support for the front-line States in their

legi.timate efforts to safeguard their national independence and territorial

integrity_

At this juncture, I should like also to record my delegation's support for the

South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) in its struggle to attain the

independence of Namibia. We believe that SWAPO is the sole representative of the

Namibian people, and on this occasion we salute its leadership for their heroic

efforts to gain independence for their people in the face of such terrible odds.

My delegation highly appreciates the Secretary-General's initiatives and those

of his Special Representatives for Namibia aimed at finding ways to expedite the

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We strongly condemn the

apartheid regime's insistence on linking Namibia's independence with the presence

of Cuban troops in Angola, an issue which is irrelevant and extraneous to the

independence plan. It remains imperative for the international conununity to remove

this impediment to the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).
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any standard, 20 years is too long ill period. Such an unacceptable state of

continue any longer without seriously undermining the principles and

CiCEldibility of the United Nations.

delegation strongly emphasi2tes the urgent need for concerted efforts to

the United Nations plan for Namibia without further delay. Failing that,

the world body should not hesitate to impose comprehensive mandatory sanctions

under Chapter VII of the Charter again.st such a delinquent reg ime. 1'hat remains

the only option, the last peaceful option open to compel the racist rigime to

honour its international obligations and to ensure full and early independencl;\l for

Namibia.
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MoL • 'rEP me~xrat:icKamp~chea) {interpretation from French): The

acestion of "~a~ihia is a sUbject to which the people of Kampuchea attaches great:

importance. It l"~s been on the agenda of our Geo,eral A.ssembly for more than 40

yeara. Today, 21 years after having put an end to the Mandate of South Air ica and

ha<.ring placed WJamibia under the direct responsibility of the united Nat ions, the

I';eneral Asse]]l'bly ml.Ui1t once again debate this auestion.

Despite the nu~rous resolutions of the nnited t~ationg and the clearly

exprel.'>:f!ed del'il'.ands of the world community for Hamibian independence, the Pretoria

:reqi~ refuse!!! to witbdraw from that Territory and continues to sow death, grief

and suffer fog a.1OOog the Namibian people. The General Assembly has adopted numerous

resolutions and decisions in this regard; in 1971 the International Court of

Justice gave its aduisory opinion; and the Security Council has adopted successive

reiElolutions, inclUding resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (197B}, containing a plan

acceptable to all to ensure Namibia's accession to independence. But none of those

resolutions has been applied because of South Africa's intransigent and obstinate

refusal.

All those who have experienced the yoke of colonial domination know how

intransigent and obstinate the occupiers and colonialists are; to get rid of them,

they had to pay the price of freedom.

In speaking today, my delegation would like to stress that the development of

the situation in Namihia clearly reveals that South Africa's intransigence springs

from weakness, not strength. Its intransigence is by no means insurmountable. 'rhe

Pretoria regime cannot indefinitely continue to defy the will of the Namihian

people, the United Nations and the international community that Namibia accede to

independenCE! •

Arrogance, treachery and intransigence characterize all occupiers and

expansionists - he it in Namibia, in Kampuchea or elsewhere. They are a challenge
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security and stability throughout the world. Having itself been the

agg:l=ession and occupation by its large neighbour to the East, the people

shares the struggle of tiH~ Namibian people and the efforts of all

Africa 1:0 shatter Pretoria's intransigence.

;Namibia has been under foreign occupation for more than a century. Nearly

10 year sago. the Security Council adopted the plan for the independence of

NaJ;)libia. All outstand ing issues relevant to the implementation of that plan have

already been resolved, hut Namibia is st ill i Up-gaIly occupied by the racist

Pretoria regime. Furthermore, South Africa has used all possible means-

repression, massacre, life imprisonment, torture, martial law - to force the

Namihian people to submit to its domination. None of these terrifying means,

ro~ever, has been able to dissuade the Namibian people from successfully pursuing

its courageous, just and legitimate struggle under the leadership of the South west

Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), its sole legitimate representative. That

suffices to testify to the great difficulties South Africa must face in its

0010nia1 enterprise.

Despite the mass acts of repression carried out by the occupier, the Namihian

~ople, dra\~ing on the bitter lessons it has learned in its struqgle against racist

conditions and exploitation of the most brutal kind, has strengthened its unity,

and its present multiform struggle has shown its firm determination to thwart

Pretoria's colonialist amhitions. Launched almost 2U years ago, following South

Africa's refusal to resolve the problem through diplomatic and legal means, the

armed struggle has intensified and destroyed the myth of the colonial regime's

invincible power. Namibia's popular army of liberation has stepp@d up its attack!;!

throughout the Territory, shot down aircraft and enemy helicoptere, destroyed
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military installations and cut the enemy l s supply lines and inflicted on it heavy

lossee in m,en and material. The success w'on by our courageous brothers and sister:!'>

in lJa>l\libia co>l\lmande our admiration. The people of Kampuchea, which is today the

victi1!!i of colonialist forces similar to those of South Africa, considers those

victories their own. My delegation would like to express its sincere and fraternal

congratulations to the valiant Namibian people and its forces of national

resistance.

It is to face this irresistible tide of the struggle of the Namibian people

that the racist Pretoria regime has had to send in an army of more than 100,OUO

men. At present in Namibia, to ensure its domination, there is one South African

Bolilier for every 12 Namibians. The price Pretoria must pay to maintain the

colonization of Namibia is hecoming ever higher, both in men and in financial

means. Tt is indisputable that the colonialist forces in Namibia will become even

further mired.

The just struggle of the Namibian people has drawn sympathy, support and

assistance from the world community. The countries of Africa, and in particular

the front-line States, have strengthened their unity and determination in

supporting and assisting this struggle, despite the increased armed attacks and

acts of sabotage launched by the South African colonialists. Moreover, an

ever-growing number of countries, including those of Western Europe, have accepted

the application of sanctions and even of the breaking off of their diplomatic,

military and economic relations with Pretor.ia. This year, the Francophone Summit

and the Commonwealth Summit condemned the South African regime for its obstinate

rejection of the Namibian people's right to self-C1etermination. The Heads of State

of the Five, in their Declaration published at the end of the Seventh Summit

Conference, held in May in Maputo, M.ozambiaue, launched an appeal for unconditional
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of the people of Namibia to self-determination

E,ighth Conference of Headsef State and

Countries, the fourteenth special session and the

l;es~'!on of the General Assembly, and the summit of the Organhation

On! ty (OAU) held last July, adopted resolutions demanding that glObal ing

sanotions, provided for in the Charter, be imposed on South Africa. The Security

COlllnoil has met twice this year to consider the situation in Namibia and has;hl!lard

r'iil.ny delegations from countries of five continents forcefully condemning

tactics of South Africa aimed at extending its colonial and illegal occupation of

llamibia ,and demanding immediate and unconditional application of Security Council

resolution 435 (1978). The condemnation of the illegal presence of the racist

~etoria r'gime is unanimous.

Despite its failures and difficulties in Namihia, and despite its global

isolation, the Pretoria r'gime is pursuing its activities to deceive world public

~inion and make it believe it is ready to apply the United Nations plan for the

independence of Namibia. At the same time it is resorting to all possihle means to

exert pressure on the front-line States to make them cease their support for the

struggle of the Namibian people. The increasing numher of acts of aggression and

destabilization against all those States attests to that. Last May, SQuads of

murderers infiltrated into Zamhia, killed several inhahitants and destroyed a

considerable auantity of material goods. My country would like to renew here its

fraternal solidarity with the valiant struggle of the hrotherly Government and

people of Zambia and all the brotherly African Governments and peoples of the

region defending their independence, sovere ignty and terr i tor ial integr i ty.
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Moreover, the Pretoria regime bas for several years now been manoeuvrin9 iI,

so-called resolution of the problem of Namibia outside the United Nations, by

imposing an intena1 settlement which would exclude the Na..-nibian patriots and

preserve its own colonialist interests. It has maae proposals Which have the

appearance of democracy but which are in fact creations of the policies of

apartheid and racial segregation. In arrogant def iance of the United L--Jations it

installed in June 1985 a so-called interim government at Windhoek and since then

has done all in its power to consolidate what it created, despite universal

condemnation. Plans have been drawn up for a so-called declaration of independence

of Namibia.

The racist regime of South Africa is therefore pursuing a two-pronged policy:

at the same time as it is trying to make the international community believe that

it is ready to implement Security Council resolution 435 (1~78), it is

strengthening its occupying forces in Namibia and the various groups making up the

so-called interim government.

All these actions clearly demonstrate that South Africa has no intention of

co-operating with the United Nations in implementing the plan for the independence

of Namibia and that it in no way intends to withdraw from the Territory or

dismantle the odious system of apartheid, which is the fundamental cause of the

continued deterioration of the situation in southern Africa.

My delegation nevertheless shares the opinion of Mr. Kenneth Kaunda, President

of the Republic of Zambia and Acting Chairman of the Organization of African

Unity (DAD), who in his statement to the General Assembly last month declared that

"alll surely as night follows day, apartheid will De destroyed. It is not a

question of if but of when and ho'li'/ apartheid will be ended." (A/42/PV.26,

pp. 22/ :23-25)
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intransigence, PretodawUl be forbed to disllumtle apartheid and

il.legal occupation of Namibia. The era of colonialism has ended in

anachronism of the colonla.lism and racism of South Africa cannot

fate. The Pretoria regime cannot indefinitely continue to oppose

itScelf to the will of the Namibian people to win independence and freedom.

We are convinced that, thanks to the continued strengthening of its unity in

itS multifaceted struggle, under the leadership of the South Wes t Africa People IS

Organiz.ation (SWAPO), the Namibian people will at last ..... in independemce, regardless

of the obstacles and the suffer ings it will have to overcome. The support of the

international community will hasten the fulfilment of its aspirations to freedom

and justice.

It is in that spirit that we support the decision in ~ecurity Council

resolution 601 (1987) to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a

cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Or:;Janization so

~at measures can be taken for the implementation of the objectives laid down in

paragraph 2 of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) -

nthe withdrawal of South Africa's illegal administration from Namibia and the

transfer of power to the people of Namibia ..... ith the assistance of the United

Nations .•. " (Security Council resolution 435 (1978) ,para. 2)

We greatly appreciate the co-operative spirit of SWAPO, which has always been

committed to the application of the plan for Namibia and to that end has stated on

numerous occasions its full readiness to sign a cease-fire agreement with the

Pretoria regime at any time and in any place except in the South Africa of the

apartheid regime or in occupied Namibla. We sincerely hope that resolution

601 (1987) will be speedily and successfully implemented. Independence for Namibia

h~ been delayed for too long. The freedom of the Namibian people, WhiCh nam be.n
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trampled underfoot for so long, must not depend on the solution of problems

have nothing to do with Security Council resolution 435 (1978). If the

Secretary-General is not able to carry out the mandate entrusted to him by the

Security Council, my delegation will support all necessary measures provided for in

!?aragraph 20 of the Final Communique of the ministerial meeting of the United

Nations Counci.l for Namibia of 2 October 1987.

Throughout history the people of Kampuchea and the peoples of Africa have

always assisted and supported each other in their unrelent1ng struggles for

independence and against colonialism, aggression and foreign domination. They have

forged together close links of friendship and fraternal solidarity, based on the

community of ideals enshrined in the United Nations Charter and in the Non-Aligned

Movement. Today, although they have to face a difficult struggle, and one

demanding many sacrifices, against foreign aggression and occupation, of which the

whole world is aware, the people of Kampuchea and the Coalition Government of

Democratic Kampuchea, led by His Royal Highness Prince Norodom Sihanouk, President

of Democratic Kampuchea, will always continue resolutely to support the determined

struggle of the Namibian people under the tried and tested leadership of SWAPO and

the efforts of the African peoples for the independence of Namibia and through that

for the full independence of Africa. Moreover, that struggle and those outstanding

efforts are an undeniable contribution to the cause of peace, liberty and justice

championed by all the peoples of the world, against colonialism, expansionism l

foreign domination and racism.

I should be remiss if I did not express our warmest congratulations to the

Counoil for Namibia on its excellent work. Since it was formed 20 years ago the

Council has worked tirelessly as the legal Administering Authority of the 1'erritory

and in accordance with the mandate entrusted to it by the General Asse~bly. We

extend Our most sincere compliments to Ambassador Peter ~uze and to his outstanding
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~z,~dOClie~:liS'OI:~ Amba.ssador Paul Lusaka, both of Zambia, for their important

c~trlhuti.on to the success of the Council l s work.

Finally, I should like to reaffirm my delegation's great appreciation of the

S:ooretary-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, tor his firm dedication to the

cause of Namibia and his tireless efforts devoted to the application of the United

!iations plan for Namibia.

Mr. JAYA (Brunei Darussalam): The Assembly has met today to deliberate

on the question of Namibia against the background of a worsening situation in that

country. Only last week the Security Council met as indeed it did on 21 August of

this year, when members expressed their grave Concern oVer

"the continuing deterioration of the situation in Namibia resulting from the

increasing repression of the Namibian people by south African occupation

forces throughout the Territory, including the so-called o~erational zone in

northern Namibia, which has led to the loss of innocent lives, particularly in

the last few weeks". (5/19068)

The question of Namibia represents a blot on the history of the United

Nations. Twenty-one years after the United Nations assumed direct responsibility

Over the Territory, Namibia is still under the illegal occupation of south Africa.

In violation of General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI) of 1966, South Africa

stubbornly continues its occupation of Namibia and persists in its plunder of the

natural resources of the Terr itory. South Afr ica also continues its acts of

repression in Namibia, as a result of which in the last six months alone, as has

~en reported, 33 Namibians have been killed, 42 have been imprisoned and

tortured - including the Reverena Hendr ick Witbooi, Vice-President of tht'll South

~st Africa People's Organization - 10 women have been raped and 42 buildings,

particularly schools, have been attacked and set on fire by the ~outh African army

and police.
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Such acts of brutality continue to be carried out by South Africa to suppreS.iB

the popular movement towards freedom and independence in Namibia. Despite the

decision of the international community and the wishes of the Namibian people,

South Africa has done everything in its power to prevaricate on Namibia's

independence. All appeals to South Africa to respect the inalienable rights of the

Namibian people to self-determination and independence nave been scornfully

rejected. Instead, in order to maintain its control over Namibia, South Africa

maintains a military presence of over 100,000 troops in that Territory.

These troops have been responsible for the repressive acts carried out against

the Namibian people over the years, causing extreme suffering and untold misery.

We have learned that in raids conducted throughout Namibia by South African

security police in August of this year, key leaders of SWAPO, as well as prominent

trade union and church officials, were arrested.

The continuing resistance of the Namibian people is a strong and clear message

to the South African regime that theirs is a lost cause. Despite the presence of

well-armed South African troops in the Territory, the oppressed people of Namibia,

under the leadership of SWAPO, will continue to oppose them as long as they remain

there. The road to independence may be long and arduous, but the desire to live

free from the yoke of colonialism and oppression will undoubtedly inspire the

gallant people of Namibia to continue their struggle with determination.

No amount of diversionary tactics, such as the formation of the so-called

interim government or the plan to adopt a so-called national anthem and a national

flag to give the puppet entity in Namibia a semblance of independence from South

Africa, oan sway the Namibian people in their pursuit of independence. The South
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und€lresti'matesthe intellig'ence of the international community if

that, this Assel"llbly will give credibility to the interim government that

11;j1!; li!l~tablished in Namibia.

Brunei Darussalaro remains convinced that a Peac,eful s,ettlement can still be

achieved w,ithin the United Nations plan for Namibia as embOdied in Security Council

resolution 435 (1978) t and calls upon the Pretoria regime to co-opEirate with the

~nited Nations in order to enable the people of Namibia to exercise their right to

self-determination. There is no justification for South Afr lea to prolong its

illegal occupation of Namibia against the expressed wishes of the Namibian people.

We urge South Africa to look around and take note of the voices of dissent and

abhorrence concerning its policies of apartheid and illegal occupation of Namibia.

How much bloodletting must there be before the raclst regime in Soutn Afr ica

succumbs to international pressure and before the people of Namibia can enjoy their

~sic right to freedom and independence? What we have witnessed recently hav~ been

r,ore Draconian measures by the racist Pretoria regime to consolidate its

strang lehold on the Ter r i tory of Namibia.

The international community, and this body in particular, should continue to

bear the moral responsibility of ending the illegal occuJ:.lation of Namibia by the

racist Pretor ia regime. The Namibian people look to the members of this body for

more moral and practical support so that they too can enjoy the freedom and

i~ependence that many of us here now enjoy and cherish.

My delegation endorses the full implementation, without any pre-conditions, of

tne United Nations plan for Namibia, in accordance with S€<cur ity Council

resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978).
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We urge the United Nations Council for Namibia, in particular, to continue it.s

work until Nan;ibi,a, in accordance with the wishes of the Namibian people, joins the

list of independent nations.

We welcome the Secretary-General's efforts in sending his Special

Representative for Namibia to the region with a view to exploring ways of ending

the impasse regarding implementation of Secur ity Counc il resolution 43S (19715). We

also welcome the recent adoption OY Security Council resolution 601 (1987), which

authoriz·es the Secretary-General to arrange a cease-fire between South Africa and

SWAPO, a.nd we hope this will meet with success.

Even as we deliberate on this item today, the Namibian people continue to

suffer. We hope that we will succeed in our unified goal to alleviate the

suffering of the Namibian people so that we can once again contribute to regional

peace and security and end the injustices that the Namibian people have long

endured.

!>it:. DOS SANTOS (Mozambique): Before I address the question of Namibia, I

should like to congratulate warmly Ambassador Reed on his assumption of the post of

Under-Secretary-General for Political and General Assembly Affairs. His vast

experience with peoples of various cultures places him in a position to serve the

United Nations well.

Among the colonial problems of Africa, the one which is of the greatest

concern to the international community is the question of Namibia. The Namibian

situation very clearly illustrates racist South Africa's violation of the

principles and objectives of the United Nations Charter and the norms of

international law.

The annexionist tendencies of the Pretoria r~gime date back some decades ago.

'l'he international community - the United Nations, the Organization of African Unity
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a:ncdthe ~n-Ali9ned Movement - has long since taken various nH'aaSures to eno this

but without very positive results.

In 1946 the General Ass€l'I1blyrejecte<3 the racist South African proposal to

il"iCOrporate the then South West Africa, now Nandbia, into racist South Africd, and

rec~ended that the Territory be placed under the international trusteeship system.

That historic position of. the General Assembly was successively reiterated in

the years that followed. On more than occasion, aod upon the request of the

General Assembly, the International Court of Justice rendered the opinion that

Namibia was a Territory under international mandate.

Namibia was to become an independent Territory in the 1960s, when racist South

AEricals Mandate was terminated and the United Nations assumed direct

responsibility over the Territory.

The General Assembly's decision to create the United Nations Council for

Namibia in 1967 was of great importance owing to its goal of admininistering

Namibia until it achieved independence.
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Security Council resolution 435 (1978), among all the relevant United Nat;lo~f1i

resolutions related to Namibia, is the keystone to the solution of the Namibiah

issue. With the adoption of that resolution, Namibia was supposed definitely to

becolffte independent in 1978, because we, the Member States of the United Nations,

including racist South Africa, agreed to resolution 435 (1978), which was adopted

by consensus for the settlement of this prOblem. Resolution 435 (1978) therefore

became the open door leading to peace, self-determination and independence for the

Namibian people. However, through its dilatory manoeuvres, the Pretoria regime

closed the door to peace and liberty, challenging the will of the international

community. Racist South Africa has come up with the unacceptable argument of

linkage, insisting that the internationalist Cuban forces withdraw from Angola.

But the point is that when resolution 435 (1978) was adopted in 1978, the

internationalist Cuban forces were already in Angola.

The apartheid regime! which is rightly considered by the General Assembly to

be a "crime against humanity", is the cancer of the southern Africa region. In

fact, the apartheid r~gime not only violates the most elementary rights of the

South African and Namibian peoples, but also attacks the neighbouring sovereign

States, namely, the front-line States.

In my country, there is no need for anyone to read documents of the United

Nations or the Organization of African Unity (OAU) or of the Non-Aligned Movement,

to know about the brutality and the crimes of the heinous apartheid regime. Every

day, terrorists, an extension of the South African army, massacre defenseless

memb@rs of the population of all races and ages and of both sexes. They burn

schools, hogpitals, buses and trains, and kidnap and kill teachers, students,

doctora, nurses and priests.

Namibia is being used as a springboard for aggression against neighbouring

countries, especially Angola. At this moment a large South African contingent of
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independence of their motherland. Namibians are given the worst conditiCln

health, education and labour based on apartheid laws.·

The growing militarization of Namibian territory is a matter of deeficern

for the People's Republic of 140zambique .. Racist South Africa has continLto

strengthen its illegal military presence in Namibia by increasing its oc~iop

forces inside the Territory througn the recruitment of mercenaries and tiOrcible

conscription of Namibians into its ranks. Moreover, Pretoria has fortif nnd

expanded its military bases in the Territory. The number of troops in Nc.ia has

increased from 17,000 in 1971 to more than 100,000 in 1985.

Despite the adoption of many resolutions by the United Nations and t

enactment of Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of ibia by

the United Nations Council for Namibia in 1974, racist South Africa and <r

foreign economic interests continue to plunder its natural resources, wh~s

absolutely contrary and detrimental to the interests of the Namibian peo) The

economic activities of transnational corporations coupled with activitie: the

South African colonial regime contribute to the perpetuation of the apar;9.

system and the illegal occupation of Namibia.

In conclusion, the People I s Republic of Mozambique would like tore.rm once'

again its solidarity with and support for the Namibian people and their land

legitimate representative, the South West Africa People's Organization <,0). We

welcome and fully support the recently adopted Security Council resoluti

601 (1987). We reaffirm our full support for resolution 435 (1978), and-terate

our rejection of "linkage". Let us not delay Namibia's independence an~ger.

Mr. Masri (Syrian Arab Republic), Vice-President, took the Cha
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Ms. BROSNAKOVA (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): Yet

illoo;the.r year has elapsed since the day when the General Assembly adopted

I'tlSJolution 2145 (XXI), which put an end to South Africa' 51 Mandate n~gardin9 the

ailillinistration of Namibia and simultaneously proclaimed the further presence of

Soutb Afr lea in that Ten itory illegal. Even so, more than 21 years after adoption

Cl! that resolution, the Namibian people has still not attained its freedom. 'I'he

j,outh Africa racists are continuing the illegal occupation of Namibia, which is

~ccompanied by cruel oppression and acts of repression against the indigenous

~ulation and the plundering of the natural resources of the country. More than

170,000 Namibians have been forced - in effect without any kind of legal

l{otection - to work in the South African mines.
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Such a fate is also shared by more than 56/000 black workers on farms belongfng !to

the white population and other groups of the Namibian indigenous popUlation.

Inhuman conditions,. the system of reservations and limitations on movement and

residence are inde,ed a faithful copy of the South African Bantustans and the

apartheid policy of the South Afr ican Government. Thus,. the people of Namibia is

simultaneously suffer ing from two of the greatest evils of our t ime: colonialis~

and the most acute form of racism, apartheid.

For South Afr ica to continue its colonial rule in Namibia it must rely to an

ever greater extent on its machinery of State power. Indeed, for approximately

every 10 inhabitants in Namibia there is one soldier from the South African Arwy.

Maintenance of the South African Army of occupation in Namibia and expenditures fa

the struggle against the South West Africa People's urganization (SWAPO) reach the

sum of R2 billion annually.

Czechoslovakia firmly condemns South Africa's stubbornness with regard to the

settlement of the situation in Namibia and unequivocally favours immediate and ful

implementa tion of the inalienable right of the Namibian people to independence and

free development. We fully agree with the results and decisions of the recent

extraordinary meeting of the United Nations Council for Namibia held in Luanda.

That representative forum adopted a Declaration once again reaffirming that the

only means to force South Africa to comply with the relevant resolutions and

decisions of the United Nations is by the imposition of comprehensive mandatory

sanctions on South Africa.

Despite our Organization's untiring efforts to achieve a just settlement of

the question of Namibia, the major goal set by the General Assembly many years

ago - to secure the exercise by the people of Namibia of its inalienable right to

Self-determination - has not yet been achieved.
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It i,s i<tnow'rl, li\IOreover. that the Pretoria regime's oolonial and apartheid

pol would be i~possible to ltiaintain without the multilateral and regular

assistanoe rendered it by certain \Ill-astern countries. POt South Africa and a great

numb,erof Western countries Nalnibia continues to bean iluportant supplier of

~ineralsand raw materials. including uranium and ran~ strategic metals. A

considerable part of this is represented also by the importation of raw

agricultural materials. Every day more than 300 transnational corporations

mercilessly exploit the people of Namibia and its natural resourceS.

South Africa and its Western allies are interested in keeping Namibia within

their sphere of influence from a military-political point of view as well. 'rhe

South African racists are making use of the Territory as an enormous military base

and a testing ground for new weapons. In addition, Namibian territory is being

used as a springboard for carrying out acts of aggression against the People's

Republic of Angola and other neighbouring African States. The maJor part of the

material support provided to the counter-revolutionary organization in Angola.

UNITA. is transported through the Territory of Namibia.

To ensure its economic and political interests South Africa. supported by

certain Western countries, is doing everything possiole to delay the end of its

colonial domination of Namibia. It consistently rejects the United Nations plan

for the independence of Namibia and refuses to beg in implementation of Secur i ty

Council resolution 435 (1978).

The Pretoria r~gime is stubbornly trying to link the question of the granting

of independence to Namibia with the presence of Cuban troopl in Angola. The policy

of linkage to irrelevant issues is nothing but an expression of South Africa's

colonial administration and inadmissible interference in the internal affair~ of a

sovereign State. the People's Republic of Angola. whiCh has rightfully been
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condeailoed by practically all St.ates Members of the United Nations as a clear

manoeuvre of the Pretoria regiaile. Czechoslovakia firmly rejects the cont.inuing

attempts of the South African regime and its closest allies to make the questio~

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) dependent on other

irrelevant issues and. in particular, on the presence of Cuban troops in Angola~

We also reject any attempts at distorting the question of decolonization of

Namibia, and in particular those of certain States to represent it in the context

of 11 global East-West confrontation. We should like to em})hasize that the question

of Namibia is quite clearly one of decolonization and of great significance fpr

international peace and security. In this connection we approve the constructive

deci~ionB adopted by SWAPO and Angola and the other front-line States as an

expression of their desire for peace. stability, freedom and independence; they

deserve full support from the entire international community.

Although the South African regime' 5 most loyal protectors verbally condemn thl

illegal occupation of Namibia and the policy of apartheid in South Africa, they do

not undertake any practical measures that might lead to a settlement of both

problems. They try to mask their genuine positions on these acute questions

through a policy of "constructive engagement". Instead of taking a clear position

of principle on resolving the problem, they support the so-called cosmetic

corrections of apartheid. But such a policy cannot lead to the solution of a

single one of the urgent problems of the international community in the region.

Today, there no longer remains any doubt that the only language understood bj

the South African racist regime is the imposition of and strict compliance with

comprehensive mandatory sanctions. Only by fully isolating the Pretoria regime Ci

we forca it to abandon the policy of apartheid and oppression of the people of

Namibia.
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Czechoslovakia welcomes the (results of the latest meeti'ngs of the Security

CoI#l'£l1Ii,(;1::11 and the adoption. of resolution 6tH (1987). It is now incumbent on all

Stat'es Mi€:mtlers of the United Natirons to create the conditions and to render all

poSs-ible support to the Secretary-General so as to n,ake it possible for him to

Cl"u:ry out his mandate in keeping with that resolution.
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We are convinced that consistent implementation oEthe resolution would

promote a lower log of tension in the region, and that it could become an imp<.H:

step towards implementation of the provisions of Security Council resolution

435 (1978).

Weakening international pressure on the South African regime at this stage

would be a serious and dangerous mistake. Indeed, stepping up such efforts and

adopting new and effective measures is necessary for the United Nations honourably

to carry out its commitments. In that connection, we continue to consider it

necessary to strengthen the United Nations role, including the role of the Security

COuncil, in resolving this extremely important question.

In our view, the present situation in Namibia requires the immediate and

unconditional implementation of the relevant United Nations resolutions on

Namibia - primarily Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). Those

two resolutions should be considered the minimum realistic point of departure to

achieve progress in resolving the question of Namibia.

We once again pay tribute to the activities of the United Nations Council for

Namibia and express our full support for any further steps it may take which COUld

promote the achievement of the ultimate achievement - the realization by the people

of Namibia of its inalienable right to self-determination and independence. In

turn, we reaffirm that we shall continue to give comprehensive support to the

selfless struggle of the Namibian people, under the leadership of SWAPO, its sole

genuine and legitimate representative.

Mr. DAZA (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish): I normally participate

in the proceedings of the General Assembly to go ir.4::0 the item under discussion in

a constructive spirit and to take an active part in the debate. In the case of
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of mind is cruite different. 'I WOuld prefer not to have to speak

cl wishtbe Question of Namihia were not under discussion 'OOCaU!':H~,

of 'NamIbia sh6uld today he enjoying full independence and

~<U""'JW'U be a sover'eign people.

We are left with a deep feeling of frustration when we realize that after more

tnan4'O years we are here endeavour 1ng to ensure that the Namibian ~ople will he

permitted to exercise its right to self-determination.

The 'Government of Chile has consistently given its full support to the plan

for Namibia's independence in Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which we

oolieve contains all the elements needed to make progress towards Namihia's speedy

independence.

The decolonization process is one of the major achievements of the United

I'lations. With the passage of the years, when we have the perspective needed to

analyse this period, which only time can give, that process may be regarded as the

great accomplishment of our Organization, the one which perhaps has contributed

rost to strengthening world peace. However, that task will remain unfinished, and

our work will appear historically and morally flawed, if it is not completed with

the independence of Namibia.

Namihia possesses all the attributes to he come an independent State with the

right to join the community of free and sovereign States. It has a territory, a

population and a culture, and its people have the desire and the resolve freely to

decide its future. In addition, the international community unanimously supports

Namibia t s attainment of independence.

Our Organization has a direct legal responsibility for Namihia, an~ heyond

that legal obligation it has a moral imperative to secure Namihia '9 independenc@.
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In his two most recen-t reports to the Security Council on the -matter, the,

Socretary-General states that all the outsta.nding issues relating to the

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) have now been resolved.

Therefore, what is needed now is the final political decision necessary for South

Africa to comply with all the elements of that resolution.

There is no justification whatsoever for the persistence of a colonial r4gi~

in Namibia. The illegality of the occupation of Namibia has been recognized in the

most diverse bodies of our Organization and at all levels.

My delegation wishes to reiterate Chile's unswerving position, which may be

!ilummar hed as follows. The Government of Chile recognizes the inalienable right of

the people of Namibia to self-determination and independence, in conformity with

General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). Chile condemns the occupation of Namibia by

the Government of South Africa. Chile strongly condemns the application in the

Territory of Namihia of the policy of apartheid. Chile fully supports the plan put

forward by the Security Council and urges South Africa to negotiate with the South

West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), as the only viable way to bring about a

peaceful solution to the problem of Namibia.

Chile ther.efore fully agrees with the organization of a ceaSe-fire between

South Africa and SWAPO and the adoption of all the measures necessary for the

United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) to start playing its role. The

Secretary-General has undertaken those tasks, under Security Council resolution

6Ul (1987), of 3U October.

Finally, the Government of Chile fully supports the various General Assembly

resolutions on the Question of Namibia.

As I have said, the Security Council recently adopted a resolution, resolutiol

601 (1987), which strengthens the Secretary-General's hand. Th~ political support
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13112 States can give him will be a valuable and positive factor in making

progress towards settling the problem of Namibial' a cause which has enjoyed, and

\l!Ucont1nue bo en.joy, the unconilitional support and co-operation of Chile.
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1-ir. ZUZE (Zarnbia): It is a great honour and pr ivilege for me to

participate in this dehate on behalf of the Chairman of the Organization of Afr

Unity (OAO). Por us in the OAO, the iJ;sue at hand, namely, the auestion of

Namibia, is one that is very close to our hearts and definitely one that invokes

strong emotions. From the early days of the founding of the Organization of

African Unity, as the winds of change began to sweep through the African continent

in the early 196013., statesmen and women of Africa have been seized of this matter.

They have discussed it and agonized over what type of measures would he effective

to end South Africa's stranglehold over Namibia. Indeed, this is a matter that has

exercised the minds of African leaders and ordinary people alike for a very long

time.

since our last consideration of this item during the forty-first session of

the Assembly, there has been no progress towards ending the impasse on the

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). South Africa, with the

help of the United states, has neliberately thwarteil all efforts of the

international community to put in place the internationally accepted plan for the

independence of Namibia. There has been no progress because, as the Assemhly is

aware, South Africa and the united states have insisted on the resolution of issues

outside the agreed plan for Namibia. Despite the united Nations categorical

rejection of linkage, those two allies have arrogantly insisted on the withdrawal

of Cuban forces from Angola hefore resolution 435 (1978) can he implementen.

~he Organization of African Unity has condemned and rejected linkage because

it is irrelevant to the plan for Namibia. It is a policy designed to divert the

attention of the international community from the real issue of the decolonization

of Namibia to the issue of super-Power rivalry. We see in this hankrupt policy a

deliherate intent of the United States and racist South Africa to safeguard their

so-called international interests at the expense of the cardinal ohjective of the
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ljnited Nations to end the colonial situation in Namibia. It is a pretext for

inaction and inertia on resolution 435 (1978 l. Encouraged by that support, South

Mrici"! has continued to entrench itself inside the Territory. It has continu61d to

grow roots that will take the force of dynamite to eradicate.

In recent months racist South Afr ica ha.s increased its acts of atrocity in

Namibia. Fleeing Namibians have given first-hand reports of the regime's

bruta:lization of the Namibian people, particularly in the so-called operational

zone in northern Namibia, where South Africa continues to maintain many forward

Mses. Many Namibians have been killed in cold blood by racist troops for

allegedly breaking curfew regulations. Many have been arrested, tortured and

Mimed on the mere suspicion that they belong to the South West Afr ica People' SI

Organization (SWAPO). Small children and their mothers have perished in their

oomes, which have been deliberately overrun or set on fire by the racist troops.

In a desperate attempt to intimidate SWAPO supporters, the racist troops have from

time to time displayed dead bodies of Namibians in villages as a warning to others

oot to continue supporting SWAPO.

Church leaders and church-goers have been persecuted on hehalf of and in the

name of western democracy. Schools have been destroyed. There has been no limit

to what these cut-throat criminals can do in order to maintain a status ODO. All

these crimes are being committed in defence of an evil system of apartheid and in

the name of Western values. The west has generally lacked the courage of its

convictions to stand up for positive change in Namibia.

Let me asl< the auestion: Has the conscience of the world suddenly becom~

numb, so that the plight of millions of oppressed Namibians has become a matter of

little conseauence? Is the world now so punch-drunk with tragedy that we only

respond to the immediate tragedy - the drought, the famine, the floods - while a

nation under military and social tyranny and injustice is allowed to suff€lr, decade
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after decade. There must be a reason for this - and there is. If we loO~t

stark fact of Governments which apparently subscrihe to the United Natiofl

resolutions, but allow their investments in South Afr ica and Namibian bu~ss to,

continue and flourish, we See more of the answer. I f we realize the sucC; of

South Afr ican propaganda that exploitation of the mineral wealth of Namil? is

vital to the West, then the picture becomes clear.

The auestion of South Africa's destahilization has been a subject o~tadled

study by the Southern Afr ican Development Co-ordinat ion Conference (SAOCe SADCC

sought to auantify the costs borne by its members. They include not onlYJe coat..,

hut also reduced revenue from exports and tourism, reduced production, tt",;ost of

refugee facilities and the cost of boycotts and embargoes applied by Sou~frica

against its neighbours. For example, South Africa has consistently boyc~d the

Port of Maputo in order to deny revenue to Mozambiaue.

South Africa pursues a number of related objectives through its poliof

aggression and destabilization. They include undermining the work of SA~ which

seeks to reduce the dependence of its member States on South Afr ica. Thdnclude

efforts to reverse the gains of African freedom secured over recent decacand to

reimpose South Africa's economic ann politi.cal nomination over the regiorThey

include preventing the development of democratic non-racial States, whicbuld

serve as an example to the people of South Africa and Namihia. They inve

stopping neighbouring States from providing refuge to those fleeing fromuth

Africa and Namihia. And finally - and this is important - they involve pagatin(

the myth that resistance to apartheid and South Afr ica I s illegal occupat of

Namihia is an external phenomenon.

The people of South Africa will settle for nothing less than the abtion of

apartheid, and they regard constructive engagement as a protective collaation

for commercial gain. The political-cultural homogeneity among black SoUA-frican
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divide therm into false ethnic and

polit:io(.tlcallpar tments.

And~ustwewait? :Should we wait? The ans....er is obviously a f irtu"no." But

the 'io"Or.ld·jI1lUAst be alerted to ....hat is going on within and outside our borders. It

is in the power of the West to bring the shame to an end.

Let it be known that our resolve to survive and succeed has been strengthened

by South Afr ica ~ s efforts at destabilization. We will not sllccumb to bullies. We

will not bow the knee to a massive military machine. If our economies are

Hu::eatened, we will tighten our belts and diversify. \'le are determined that no

Power, let alone a racist Power ,will divert us from aohieving for all our people

t~ full life, which is their birthright. The future is one of struggle, but of

eventLlal victory.
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I wisn to reiterate that apartheid is the source of tension and instarityi~

southern Africa. Tb.is obnoxious system, which has also been extended to Nt~ia,

relegates the black. people in Namibia and South Afr ica to the status of

second-class citizens. It is an unjust system by which the black people b~ Deef:>

denied all human rights. They work in filthy conditions to enrich the whif~ As

far as the racist regime is concerned, black workers are there only to prole

cheap labour. They are not to be accorded any political and economic rigbt 'l'hiElY

live like slaves in a land of their birth. They are designated by law to :tle on

unproductive barren land While the white settlers have taken the fertile 1i. Not

only have the people of Namibia suffered personal economic and political

deprivation; their natural resources have been and continue to be plunderett an

alarming rate without regard to the develo~ment needs of the Territory.

The situation in Namibia is critical. The United Nations cannot just.t bad

and wait hopelessly for a change of heart on the part of South Africa. Th'

Pretoria regime is a barbaric, regime which thrives on the exploitation ofle

black majority and state terrorism. African countries have, in the past, ight to

make South Africa heed the voice of reason, but to no avail. So, when we le the

international community to take punitive measures against South Africa as lay of

ending apartheid and its illegal occupation of Namibia, it is not because 'have

not considered other options, but because we know that the alternative to lctions

at this stage may be too ghastly to contemplate.

It is not too late for the United Nations to act resolutely. As far the

the people of Namibia. We feel that the Security Council must assert its centra

role to ensure the speedy accession of Namibia to genuine national independence.

To this end, all Member States should lend their unqualified support and
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the. united Nations '1'ranaition Assi5tan;ceG~9u.p. Let us act

that the inhabitants of too can exercise their

right to self-determination and indepen<ience ..

re5pon~.1J'jlility. We in the Org>anization of African Unity~re ready to contribute

whatever will be necessary to fulfil this noble goal~ Aft:ica is ready.

Mr .. TANIGUCHI (Japan): As we gather in tht.s lleneral Assembly Hall to

oonsider once again the long-standing and trag ic question of Namibia, ..the

temptat.ion to succumb to feelings of frustration and despair is, indeed, great.

Twenty-one years after the General Assembly terminated South Africals f\1andate over

the Territory, the people of Namibia are still being denied their right to

self-determination. south Africa continues to maintain its stranglehold on the

land and its people, turning a deaf ear to the voice of world public opinion.

One of our primary purposes in gathering here today is, I believe, to impress

upon South Africa that the international community, far from becoming resigned to

its illegal occupation of the Territory, is united and undeterred in its fight for

Namibia I S independence.

The international community has, over the years, worked unceasingly for the

settlement of this question. In the United Nations, the Security Council and the

General Assembly have adopted a number of resolutions. The Secretary-General has

made serious efforts to resolve the issue. The front-line States and the Contact

Group have expended much time, patience and energy in an effort to establish

conditions that will urge South Africa to withdraw from the Territory. In

addition, many countries, including my own, have been pressuring South Afric<'i in a

var iety of ways.
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Although these efforts have not yet achieved their ultimate objective

l1amibian independence! i twould be wrong to conclude that they have been of

avaiL Among the most valuable fruits of those efforts is Security Council

resolution 435 (1978)! which provides the only universally accepted frameworkfo:t/\i1l

pea.cefultransition to independence.

It is recalled that both the Government of South Airica and the South 'west

Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) have indicated their acceptance of the

settlement plan endorsed by this resolution. But South Africa, while professing

its willingness to co-operate with the international corrununity! has in fact been

working to prevent the implementation of the resolution. In June 1985, for

example, South Africa set up what it calls an interim government in Namibia, in

viola.tion of the explicit provisions of the resolution. This so-called interim

government is nothing but a ploy to circumvent the United Nations plan and further

delay a peaceful settlement. Japan regards it as null and void.

South Africa'S obstinate insistence on the linkage issue is another case in

point. As the Secretary-General! Mr. Perez de Cuellar! pointed out in his recent

report, dated 27 October 1987, by insisting on this pre-condition South Africa has

blocked

"successive attempts in recent years to finalize arrangements for the

emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in

Namibia, in order to commence tne implementation of the United Nations plan".

(8/19234, para. 25)

Moreover, South Africa continues to mount armed attacks a~ainst neighbouring

countries, destabilizing the situation throughout the region and making the

possibility of Bettling the Namibian question more remote.

Japan is gravely concerned over the continuing deterioration of the situation
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condemns <iriparticular the arrest of five SWAPOleadeis and the

since last August.

position on this issue is firm: Namibia's independence must be

tichieved in accordance with the wishes of its inhabitants, as expressed through

free €1ecti6ns, to be held under the supervision and control of the United

~ations. It firmly supports Secur ity Council resolution 435 (1978) and will spare

no effort to achieve its implementation.
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Accordingly, Japan has taken vigorous J1!1Jeasures to urge South Africa to

withdraw from l~amibia and abandon its racist policy of apartheid. In demonstri1:lit:i:r~

its disapproval of South Africa's illegal occupation of the Territory, Japan

refrains from any action that would in effect acknowledge the present status of

Namibia, sllch as extending grants, loans or technical assistance of any kind to

South Africans in Namibia. It prohibits direct investment in South Africa and

Namibia by Japanese nationals or corporations under its jurisdiction.

On the other hand, Japan has long been extending assistance to the Namibian

people through its contributions to the humanitarian and educational funds and

programmes administered by the United Nations, including the United Nations

Institute for Namibia. It will provide such assistance as long as it is needed.

When the United Nations Transition Assistance Group comes into being, Japan

will provide assistance in the form of financial contributions and personnel. And

once the independence of Namibia is acnieved, Japan looks forward to extending

bila.teral economic and technical co-operation for Namibia's nation-building efforts

It was for those reasons and as an expression of its unqualified support for

the cause of Namibian independence that Japan voted in favour of Security Council

reSOlution 601 (1987), which was adopted on 30 uctober this year. The main thrust

of the resolution is to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a

cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization in

preparation for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

Japan pays a high tribute to the Secretary-General for his past efforts and

extends to him its full support as he undertakes his important new mission.

As r said at the outset of my statement, the people of the world are united in

calling for Namibian independence; their voice is growing louder with each passing

day. It Should be clear to South Africa that the international community will not
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P!t~;to.ri.a's prevarications andel'l\pty excuses and that it will be

pu,rsui t of its goal-Japan therefore demands once again that

south co-operat~ with international efforts to settle the question without

?·~lay I so that Namibia can assume its t ightful place as a sovereign State

M.r • Rl\BETA£IKA (I>1adagascar) (interpretation from French): The General

Assembly is once again consider ing the question of Namibia - and at a moment when

partiCUlar attention is being focused on the international community's efforts to

implement the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia. Indeed, this

discussion is taking place at a time when Cl glimmer of hope has appeared on the

horizon, with the adoption by the Secur ity Council on 30 October last of resolution

601 (1987), which authorizes the Secretary-General

"to arrange a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa

People's Organization in order to undertake administrative and other practical

steps necessary for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition

Assistance Group". (Security Council resolution 601 (1987), para. 5)

In our view, that resolution was not adopted by chance. It was the result of

pressure exerted by the international community on tne Security Council to face up

finally to South Africa's arrogant challenge to the Council's authority and our

Organization's credibility. How many resolutions have been adopted, how many

declarations have been made by various international bodies on this question of

Namibia since the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (1978) ~ I shall refer to

only the most recent ones: resolution S-14/1, adopted on 20 September 1986 by the

special session of the General Assembly on the question of Namibia, the Luanda

Declaration and Programme of Action, adopted dur ing the extraordina.r:y plenary

meetings of the United Nations Council for Namibia held in Luanda from 19 to
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22 May 1987; the Declaration of the Ministerial Meeting of the United Nations

Council for: Namibia held in N,ew York on 2 October 1987; and, of course, the

resolutions and declarations adopted by the Organization of African Unity, the

Movement of l'ion-Aligned Countriesl the Organization of the Islamic Conference ar.d

the States members of the Commonwealth.

That concerted pressure by those international, intergovernmental and

non-governmental organizations and the tireless efforts by the Secretary-General to

enftlure a final and lasting solution to the question have now borne fruit, clearing

the way, on the one hand, to the possibility of reaching a cease-fire agreement, as

a first stage in the implementation of resolution 435 (1978), and, on the other

hand I to the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

The adoption by the Secur ity Council of resolution 601 (lYd7) has given new

impetuB to the efforts to restore the inalienable right of the Namibian people to

self-determination and independence, through fair and free elections under the

supervision of the United Nations. Indeed, as the Secretary-General has stressed

in his two most recent reports on the question to the Security Council, all the

necessary conditions for the implementation of the United Nations plan were met

when all the parties concerned accepted a system of proportional representation for

the elections enVisaged in resolution 435 (1978).

Our satisfaction would be complete if we could be assured that South Africa

would co-operate voluntarily with our Organization for the swift implementation of

reSOlution 435 (1978). unfortunately, that is not the case. The racist r~gime has

accustomed us to constant political subterfuge and delaying tactics aimed at

maintaining its hold over Namibia. The bitter experience of recent years has amply

demonstrated that we must not be lulled into optimism or hope when we are dealing

with ch. supporters of apartheid. South Afr~ca has for a long time now been

seeking every possible means to avoid the application of the United Nations plan.
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of South Africa t s fraUduleiit manoeuvres designed to delay the

of to Namibia are s el~m~nts of its global strategy 1n

, aimed at perpetuating white supre,f!l"H::y in South Africa. To

and to guarantee the con.tinued. sharlH'l1ess eXJ?loitation of Namibia I

~uman and natural r"esom::ces, the racist regiJne wants to create Cl. secUl:: i ty

d its border s.
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In clothing this policy wi th the barmer of the defence of civiliza Uoo

the t.l:ireat of cocmrun iSlrl, alleged COlllmUl1 1st obscur an Ham, and the defence of

interests - whose activities in Namibia are illegal - the South Africa H~gi.me

benefi ting from the compl iel ty of some coun tr ies and the encour agemen t of some

circles. Otherwise, how indeed could we explain South Africa's insistence on

linking the independence of Namibia to the presence of Cuban troops in Angola? Ul1I.I in:

could we understand the Pretoria regime's insistence on imposing so-called intern-al

settlements on Namibia? Finally, how also could we justify its aggressive jJOlicy

aga lnst the froot-l ine Sta tes?

'1b claim that the presence of military forces in a country with which South

Africa has no common frontier constitutes a threat to its security is pure

fantasy. To put forward such a view is tantamount to accepting the illegal

occupation of the international Territory of Namibia by South Africa, and to

believe such a thesis is tant.amount to accepting its illegal occupation. The

!:hI

of

in!

de<

50·

international community has not been fooled by this strategy, the only aim of which thE

is to divert attention from the real issues. The Security Council rejected this 50-

theory of linkage in its resolution 539 (1983): pur

"as incompatible with resolution 435 (1978), other decisions of the Security put

Council and the resolut.ions of the General Assembly on Namibia, including

General Assembly resolut.ion 1514 (XV) ".

Finally, we must stress in this context that indeed there are only three

parties to the conflict in Namibia, namely, the Namibian people represented by

their sole authentic representative, the South west Africa People's

Organization (SWAPO), the Pretoria occupying regime and the United Nations,

reprel1lented by the United Nations Council for Namibia, tl,e only legal Administering

Authority of the Territory pending its independence.

sec
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It is regrettable none the leSs that des:pi te

Sta'tes of the Organ izationon this should insist on giving

:issue of decolon iZ8.t.ion. For presenoe of Cuban tr cops in Angola is

the [esol t: of a SOV' ereign 8greemen t

inter of a th il'dSta te in th is ma con sti tu tes a fl i'l.gr an t viola tion of

the pr inciplesand norms of interne tlonal law.

All the attempts by the racist regime to consolidate the rElsults of ih policy

of faitaccompli go hand in hand with its efforts to establish phantom pupplH.

institutions in Namibia for the purpose of ensuring docile service of its

interests. In 1978 we witnessed the holding of so-called elections, which were

declared null and void by Se cur ity Council resolution 439 (1978) $ on 17 June 19135 a

5O~called provisional government was put in place in Windhoek - tJ1is action was

also condemned by the Security Council in its resolution 566 (1985)} and at present

the Pretoria regime is devoting enormous financial resources to the maintenance O[

so-called information offices on Namibia in various Western countries, the sole

purpose of which is to carry out campaigns of disinformation against SWAPO aimed aI'

pUblic opinion in these count.ries.

My delegation fully supports the viewpoint expressed by Mr. Theo-Ben Gur.irab,

Secretary for Foreign Affairs of SWAPO, in the Security Council on 6 April 19B7,

when he saidt

"What gives cause for indignation is not Pretoria'S intentions and its

political chicanery, but, rather, the fact that certain Western countries and

their mass media, instead of dismissing such fraudulent achern(H~, at@ ttiitatinq

them as viable political options, the result being tha.t those nOn&unrilici!ll

antics, treated as significant developments, help contribut.8 toward!!! the

fur ther undue delay of our independence." (S/PV. 2740, p. 42)
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The tl-tird element of South Africa's delaying tactics is its policy of

destabilizing the front-line States so that they will bend to its diktat and ce:/fse

their support for the African Na tienal Congress of SOUth Africa (ANC). Sou th

Africa is committing ever 1'OC}re acts of aggression and State terrorism, political

subversion and economic blackmail against these States and for this purpose is

using the international Territory of Namibia. The racist regime is recruiting,

training and financing bandits and mercenaries to carry out its military raids into

th eee coon tr ies •

No later than last Saturday, 31 October, the day after the Security Council

adopted resolu tion 60 1 (1987), the rac is t armed forces a t tacked a v illage in

southet:n Angola killing about 150 SWAPO militants. This latest attack is the very

prototype of a calculated act of aggression by the Pretoria regime to divert the

attention of the international community. Despite these arbitrary arrests, torture

and intimidation and the terrorism and efforts to discredit and destroy SWAPO, that

organization will continue to survive.

The Namibian people are the victims of one of the most brutal and cruel forms

of colonial exploitation but even so they claim their inalienable right to

self-determination, freedom and national independence in a united Namibia. The

deUrmina tion and courage of this martyred people should be suppor ted by addi tional

international action. The so-called regional question in this context should not

be cons idered ou tside the framework of the independence of Namib ia, the cessa tion

oE the acts of destabilization perpetrated by South Africa and the abolition of the

odious syst€lm of a12artheid, because the threat thus posed by the racist regime to

regional and international peace and security is without doubt a daily reality.
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Council resolution 601 (1987) comes at Si time when

Nat.ions Council for ~amibiat the sole legal Admini::rterlng A.uthority of

i tory pending its independence, is celebrating the bol'entieth ann! versa-ryoE

il:~ est.abliehm,ent. We hope that the Security Council will he in a position to

South A-frica to withdraw from Namibia in order to make it possible for the

iOns Council for Namibia to carry out its mandate.

However, following the latest raid by South A.frica against An.gola and the

SWAPO militants our scepticism has not been r-emoved. In this regard the Minister

for Foreign Affairs of Madagasca.r, Mr. Jean Bemananjara, addressed a message to the

sooretary-Generalof the Organization of African Unity (OAUl, and the

secr~tary-General of the united Nations, in which he reaffirmed:
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"Only tbe r,espect of the right of peoples to independence,

self-detennJnation and sovereignty, which are the legitimate rights of the

peoples, may lead to peace and justice. Madagascar continues to feel that thte

serious implementation in good faith of resolution 435 (197B) of the Security

COuncil is the best way to ensure that the people of Namibia will see their

basic r ignts restored. The Democratic Republic of t1adagascar will always

stand at the side of people struggling for their liberation. It is with

particular emotion that we offer our brother people of Namibia and SWAPO the

assurance of our full support and militant solidar ity."

In conclusion, my delegation would like to pay tribute to the President and

mellilbers of the United Nations Council for Namibia for their efforts to ensure the

swift, full and unconditional application of Security Council resolution 435 (1978)

and the effective mobilization of international public opinion, a logical objective

thereof.

Mc f4U'rHANA ALl (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): 'rhe

question of Namibia represents one of the most prominent concerns of the

international community. It is a special responsibility of the United Nations

because, despite the overwhelming progress that has been achieved so far in the

process of decolonization, this question remains the principal obstacle to the

completion of that process in those territories still under the yoke of colonial

rule. The people of Namibia still suffer because of the continued occupation of

its Territory by South Africa. They have been unable to exercise their right to

independence and to the creation and shaping of their own life.

w. have once more listened in the Fourth Committee to statements presented

after requests for hearings by organizations and individuals. All the reports that

we have received from Namibia reflect the serious deterioration of the situation
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and tbis" in turn l reflects the suffering of the people of Namibia, because

reprcession exercised against it by the occupation authorIties of

Ur~t:IDrtl.m;~te:l..\i,. and despite all that we sense t despi te all of tile repeated

adopted by the Security COuncil and the General Assembly, and despite

o:tl'l6;r efforts deployed by the Secretary-General, all indica.tors show us that the

of Namibia, which is mainly related to the right of peoples to

$c<!lf-detennination, remains unresolved. 'I'he racists still continue their

illegitimate and illegal occupation of Namibia, continuing thereby in their

~transigence. their challenge to the resolutions ana decisions of the United

.tions and the Security Council, especially resolution 435 (1978).

The international community is following with great concern the situation in

Namibia. It still perceives the possibility of a change over there in the course

of time. Nevertheless, yet at the same time the international community, through

the numerous resolutions that have been adopted by the General A.ssembly and the

statements that have been issued by other forums, still expresses the opinion that

~ere should be no further delay in the implementation of resolution 435 (1978),

since that resolution was adopted 10 years ago by the Security Council. It clearly

outlines the necessary elements for the independence of Namibia and there is no

alternative now to the immediate implementation of tnat resolution, as has been

indicated by the Secretary-General in his report dated 27 October 1987.

It is very clear that the only obstacle to the independence of Namibia now is

the obstinate position of the racist regime in Pretoria, which is preventing the

people of Namibia from exercising its right to freeaom and independence. In thif3,

that regime relies on the support and protection it receives from the United Btate~

of ~~erica and it also relies on the ccroperation of other western States and
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Israel to continue the occupation of the Territory of Namibia, since they

participate with the racist regime in the exploitation of the resources of that

Territory.

The international cow[L'Il.unity calls upon those States to stop supporting the

racis,t colonial regime. It emphasizes the need to ostracize that regime and apply

to it mandatory comprehensive sanctions according to Chapter VIr of the United

Nations Charter. At the same time, the international community requests that all

forms of assistance and support be given to the heroic people of Namibia in their

struggle to achieve independence and self-determination.

The aggressive rractices of the Government of Pretoria have not been

restricted to Namibia. They have also reached other neighbouring States, where

state terrorism is being practised, especially against the People's Republic of

Angola. All this is considered a flagrant violation of the United Nations Charter

and a flagrant defiance of the will of the international community.

We in Democratic Yemen pay tribute to the steadfastness of the peoples of

southern Africa. In particular, we hail the struggle of the people of Namibia and

we affirm our full solidarity with that people and with its sole legitimate

leadership, the ::louth West Africa People's Organization (SWA.PO). lYly country firmly

supports the exercise by the Namibian people of its right to self-determination as

soon as possible, according to the stipulations of the Declaration on the Granting

of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. We call for the full and

immediate withdrawal of South Africa's forces and its administration from Namibia

and for the transfer of authority to SWAPO. SWAPO is recognized by the United

Nations and by the Organization of African Unity as the sole legitimate

representative of the Namibian people.
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country rejects any linkage between the independence of Nal!libia and other

o·f concern t.o other independent. and sovereign States. All these attempts

are~e["e pretexts that aim at prevarication and impeding and hampering the

illdependence of Namibia. All this jeopardizes the responsibility of the United

Mations towards Namibia and also puts in question the authority and the prestige of

the Security Council. My country also rejects the policy of constructive

engagement because that policy encourages the regime of South Africa to continue

it. illegal occupation of Namibia.

All attempts to permit the Security Council to shoulder its historic

responsibility towards the people of Namibia have been in vain. The attempts to

compel the Pretoria regime to comply with the wishes of the international community

have been unsuccessful. All this is because of the stance of the United States of

America and of the United Kingdom, which have so far prevented the Security Council

from working effectively and have prevented the achievement of any tangible

progress towards a just settlement of the question of Namibia. Those two States,

by their assistance to South Africa, are helping to perpetuate the occupation and

apartheid, and thus they have become a paLty to the challenge to the resolutions of

the United Nations and the peaceful efforts of the international con~unity.

We express our appreciation of the peaceful spirit and the brave step that has

been taken by SWAPO. We also commend that Organization for its wisdom in declaring

its readiness to negotiate, to embark on a dialogue and to respect a cease-fire

with South Africa in order to facilitate the implementation of Security Council

resolution 435 (1978). In this respect we cannot but express our welcome of

resolution 601 (1987) recently adopted by the Security Council and which repre~ent~

an effective step in this direction. We are confident that the national will and

the solidarity among the peoples of southern Africa, spearheaded by the people of
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Namibia# cannot be vanquish€d hy the racist military machine. ~nis is demonstrat~rl

by the history of peoplelS struggling to achieve their rights in freedom and in

progress, and victory will eventually be theirs.
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Mr. TANASIE (Romania) (interpretation from French): The problem of

Ji~b,ia is one of the oldest items on the agenda of the United Nations. It has

can discussed on an ongoing basis at each session of the General Assembly. The

se-cuJt i ty Council, in turn, has considered it vir tually every year. 'l'hree special.

of the General Assembly have been devoted to studying this qWf}stion.

l!tll.'ev'er, despite numerous resolutions and repeated demands by the General ASSelTlbly

the Security Council and despite efforts to find a political solution, South

Africa, in defiance of the United Nations and the world community and in flagrant

violation of international law, has obstinately continued its illegal occupation of

llamibia.

Colonial, illegal and continuous occupation of Namibia by South Africa, the

militarization of the Territory and the crushing of the liberation struggle, as

defined by the General Assembly, are an open challenge to the Uni ted Nations,

IIhich, over 20 years ago, terminated South Africa's Mandate over the Territory and

assumed direct responsibility for Namibia until its independence.

After great effort, the Organization adopted the United Nations plan for the

independence of Namibia calling for free and equitable elections under

international supervision and control.

Th is consensus, which deals with all the basic aspects relating to Namibia 's

independence, was clearly reaffirmed at the recent series of Security Council

meetings on Namibia, with due consideration of all questions relating to the United

Nations plan for Namibia. But, despite every effort to surmount the obstacles

i~eding implementation of the United Nations plan, the realization of independence

~ Namibia is still not possible because of South Africa's intransigence.

Pretoria's persistent refusal to respect United Nations resolutions, in

particular its machinations designed to perpetuate its occupation of Namibia, has

given rise to a feeling of deep concern and disturbance throughout the international
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community. The South Aftic·an regime's delaying tactics, postponements and

impossible demands with regard to a so-called linkage, and other extrinsic factor~

incompatible with the clear terms of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), hav:£!

all been rejecbed and condemned by the international cOlllI1\unity.

The reinforcement of the regime's illegal occupation of Namibia, attempts to

impose on Namibia so-called internal solutions and an interim government, ana tl1e

ongoing use of Namibian Territory as a base for launching acts of aggression and

destabilization against independent neighbouring Afr ican States - all of which aCt:!

are also a threat to international peace and security - show once again that the

racist Pretoria regime is not ready to allow the Namibian people to exercise its

right to self-determination in keeping with the demands of the international

community.

We are obliged to take note of the international co®nunity's reaction and eVe]

more urgent measures taken to promote the independence of Namibia and end South

Africa's acts of aggression and other activities. At the ministerial meeting of

the United Nations Council for Namibia, held on 2 October 1987, the ministers

asked, as a matter of urgency, that the Security Council set a deadline for the

implementation of its resolution 435 (1978) and decide to impose comprehensive

mandatory sanctions under Chapter VIr of the Charter/ if South Africa continued to

oppose that clear demand. That clear determination was also reaffirmed at a

meeting last week of the Security Council.

We fully support Security Council resolution 601 (1987) and are convinced tha

the task conferred upon the Secretary-General la part of the necessary steps that

must be taken to implement rapidly the United Nations plan for Namibia.

Indeed, it is high time that the international community, the United Nations,

take this course. The deliberations of the Security Council showed a growing

concern among States at the lag in achieving independence for N~nibia, which has
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tbe prestige andeffectivene·ss of the United Nations. More than

!bE~fl:lt'>e,;it is necessary to enha.nc'e the authority of the United Nations and its

Ca:~li<!iK!cj:jty >to e:nSlu::e peace, stability, security and international co-operation.

It is necessary immediat.elytotake decIsive and radical measures to end South

Africa's illegal, colonial domination of Namibia, as has been emphasi:i!ied many times

by the Romanian delegation speaking before this Assembly.

As in the past, the Socialist Republic of Romania expresses once again its

unreserved solidarity with the struggle of the African peoples completely to

eliminate cOlonialism, defend and strengthen their national independence I and

ensure the achievement in complete freedom of their economic and soc ial

development. In this context, Romania is firmly against all Sou.th Africa's

activities to perpetuate its illegal occupation of Namibia and stifle the Namibian

people's just struggle, which is under the direction of the South West Africa

People's Organization (SWAPO), its legitimate representative. That struggle is to

~hieve the exercise of its right to self-determination and independence and to

decide freely its own future, so that the Namioian problem can be settled in

keeping with Security Council resolution 435 (1978). The Socialist RepUblic of

Romania and the Romanian people demand that South Africa end immediately its

illegal occupation of Namibia and all its manoeuvres in the Territory to allow the

Namibian people freely and completely to exercise its legitimate right to live 1n a

free and united Namibia, safe from all foreign interference.

Romania's position - which is to support and show solidarity for the just

cause of the Namibian people in its heroic struggle to exercise its right to

self-determination and independence and live free in its own territory - ig one of

calling for political, diplomatic, moral and mater ial suppor t for the Namibian

people, and this has been reaffirmed in the clearest possible way by Presiaent

Nicolae Ceausescu, who recently said: Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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"We are actively in favour of the independence of Namibia and hence

support SWi\PO's struggle~ We are in favour of an end to the racist policy

apartheid in South Africa. We feel that an end should be put to all

interference by South Africa in the internal affairs of the countcies of

southern Africa and t in a general way, we fully support the African peoplelalr,

the struggle they are waging to enhance their independence and ensure their

economic and social development. I.

The Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania energetically condemns th1:l

acts of aggression committed by the racist r€gime of South Africa against the

People's RepUblic of Angola and other independent African States. Such acts shoW'

the aggressive nature of the apartheid regime which, by its repeated attacks and

constant provocations against independent neighbouring States, has caused a notable

deterioration of the situation in southern Africa, increased tension and

exacerbated conflicts in the region - all matters which have seriously threatened

the peace and security of the region and the world as a whole.

The Romanian Government demands that an end be put to South Africa's violatiol

of the sovereignty and independence of those countries and all irresponsible acts

of aggression and provocation to which the African States are subjected.

It is in this spirit that the Romanian delegation - following the example of

the African countries, other non-aligned countries, socialist countries and all tn

States devoted to the noble principles of the Charter, and convinced of the

responsibility of the United Nations with regard to Namibia - voices its

d~t(lHmination to step up the process of accession to independence by the Namibian

people in a free, united and sovereign country, to enable Namibia to take its

rightful place among free nations, to contribute to the international c~nmunity's

efforts for peace, understanding and co-operation so as to achieve a better and

more just world. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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.....ith satisfaction the declaration by t:.he Sout.h West Africa People's

V~~itn.~zation that it is ready to sign and observe a cease-fire agreement wit.h South

a'10 to co-operate to this end with the~cretarY-G€neral. What is necessary

is fo'l:' decisive action to be taken by the United Nations and the international

ro!!,-","'lunity to require that South Africa i!1ullediately conform to the terms of security

CotIncil resolution 435 (1978), which constitute the sole internationally accepted

basis for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian problem.

I.n conclusion I would add that the Romanian delegation fully supports tJ1e

draft resolution proposed by the United Nations Council for Namibia.

Mr:. TANTEMSAPYA (Thailand): At the outset I should like to express my

delegation's strong support for Security Council resolution 601 (1987), adopt,ed

last ..... eek. My delega tion welcomes in par ticular the Council's decis ion

"to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a cease-fire betW(J!el1

South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization, in order t.o

undertake the administrative and other practical steps necessary for

emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group".

The recent meeting of the Security Council to consider the fate of Namibia

testifies to the international community's continued concern about Namibia, which

is still under illegal and colonial occupation by the racist regime in South

Africa. The international community has been trying, since the termination of the

mandate of South Africa over Namibia and the placing of tJ1e Territory under the

direct responsibility of the United Nations in 1966, to seek peaceful ways and

means to grant independence to the Namibian people, but to no avail, owing to the

intransigence of the Pretor ia regime.

We have to come to grips with this problem of Namibia again and agl.dn, not

only because fundamental rights and principles are at stake, but also becau5@ nf

the danger of violent escalation inherent thereto, since South Africa's continued
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illegal OCCI.:rpation of liamibia constitutes a breach of international peace and

SeC"ur i ty in violation of the United Na Hons Char ter.

The Becretary-General himself, Mr. Jav ier Perez de Cuellar, to whom I wish'b1.'~

pay a tribute, has continued his efforts to assist the Namibian cause by offering

his good officeS to the South African Government to institute at an early date a

c~ase Hr e and the implemen ta tion of the Un i ted Na Hons plan for the independence

of Namibia.

Tha Hand' s policy wi th regard to one country's armed aggr ess ion and occupatiol

of Mother, BewaIL as the strict observance of another coun try's sovereign

independence, territorial integrity and its people'S right to self-determination,

113 well known. The position of Thailand with regard to the question of Namibia is

clear and consistent. Thailand attaches great impor tance to the question of

Namibia and supports fully the Namibian people in their just struggle against the

apartheid regime in Pretoria to gain their freedom and independence. We have

jo ined the in terna tional commun i ty in condemn ing the con tinued illegal occupa tion

of Namibia by the Pretoria regime in the strongest possible terms and have

unreservedly supported the efforts of the united Nations to bring about the

complete withdrawal of the illegal presence of Pretoria and the genuine

self -de termina tion of the Namib ian people in freedom and independence in a uni ted

Namibia with fully sovereign rights over their national resources, in accordance

wi th the relevant Uni ted Na t ions resolu tions and decis ions, in par ticular Securit

Council resolution 435 (1978). Opening the meetings of the United Nations Counci

for Namibia in May 1984 in Bangkok, General Prem Tinsulanonda, Prime Minister of

'rhailand, said in his inaugural sta tement that the major obstacle to the

realization of Namibia's independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity had

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



57
H3

(Mr •. Tan temsapya I Thailand)

il1ega.l ocO'upa tion of that COIID try by Soo th Africa. His

~ent on to )(eiterate T\!H~iland's full supper t fOl: the legi timete

of the Namibian people j represented by the Sou tn West Africa People

bation (SWAPO).

i.n a message addressed to the President of the United Nations Council

on the occasion of the solemn mee Hng in commemora Hon of Namibia Dayfor

on 26 August 1987, His Excellency stat.ed, inter alii'9;t

"'Today Thailand joins the international community in commemorating

Namibia Day and solemnly reaffirms her steadfast solidarity wit.h the people of

Namibia in their just struggle for freedom and independence, under the

leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization, the sole and

authentic representative of the Namibian people."

My delegation wishes to state once again that apartheid is the scourge of the

peoples of South Africa, Namibia and the front-line and other states in the

region. The policies of apartheid of the racist regime in SOuth I\frica are the

major cause of the three main problems confronting the peoples of southern Africa.

First, the indigenous African people in South Africa are still under the

oppression of the apartheid system imposed through the most brutal means by the

racis t regime in Pretor ia in defiance of the purposes and pr inciples of the Char ter

of the United Nations and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Secondly, the racist regime of SOuth Africa continues to utilize the territory

of Namibia as a springboard for sustaining its armed attacks against the

neighbouring countries in order to weaken the unrelenting support. of those

countries for the Namibian people in their quest for self-determination, which

should be linked only to the highest moral dictates and legitimate aspirations of

people everywhere.
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Thirdly, an escalation of hostilp, unprovoked a.""lQ persistent acts of

aggreoSsion is being perpetrated or threatened against the front-line and other

States by the Pretoria regime in violation of those states' sovereignty and

territorial integrity.

The only way to end these problems is to dismantle the apar theid system in th~

souf:.'lern part of Africa, the root cause of the festering problems in that important

part of the world. In this connection tt,e Association of Sout.1)-East Asian Natioms

(MEAN), of which my country, Thailand, is a member, also issued a joint stateme,nt

at the end of the annual meetings of its foreign ministers in Singapore on

16 June 1987.
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Ministei<s

their c<6na~mnation of the continued illegal occupation of

imposition of the apartheid syst~m there by the racist Pretoria

In this regard, they welcomed the irflportant decisions of the

International Conference for the IrnllH1!diate I.ndependence of Namibia, the

fonrteenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly, on the

question of Namibia, and the extraordinary plenary meetings of the COuncil

Namibia held last May in Luanda, as these reflected the total and unequivocal

commitment of the international community to bring about, as early as

possible, genuine independence to the Namibian people in a united Namibia".

(1\/42(477, annex Ill, para. 5)

It is therefore regrettable to note that, despite unrelenting efforts by the

United Nations and the Secretary-General as well as by the vast majority of the

international community to bring about a free and independent Namibia, the fact is

~at the suffering of the Namibian people remains unremitting. The racist South

African regime continues to occupy Namibia illegally and persists in arrogantly

disregarding the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations.

The blatant attempts to confuse the issue or distort the root cause of the

~oblem are also unacceptable to my delegation. My delegation therefore denounces

the Pretoria regime's insistence on so-called linkage of the Namibian question to

the extraneous issue of the presence of Cuban troops in Angola.

For the foregoing reasons, therefore, my delegation, as I stated at the

ootset, unreservedly welcomes Security Council resolution 601 (1987) r in particular

t~ decision to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a

cease-fire. My delegation hopes that that decision will eventually lead to the

implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia so that justice and the rulE'!

of law may prevail in that part of southern Africa.
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I should like to conclude by reiterating once again my delegation's full

support for the efforts of the Secretary-General to bring about freedom and

independence for l~amibia. I should like also to record my delegation's sincere

appreciation of the efforts of His Bxce1lency Ambassador Peter Zuze, Permanent

Representative of Zambia and President of the United Nations Council for Namibia,

as well as those of the other members of the Council, on behalf of the Namibian

peop1e~

'4r. VASILIEV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): The world-wide historical process of national liberation was begun

by the great October socialist revolution, whose seventieth anniversary is now

being commemorated by all progressive mankind. After the rout of German fascism

and German militarism, that process was marked by the collapse of the colonial

system, from whose ruins arose dozens of sovereign States.

Speaking in the Kremlin on the occasion of that important anniversary, on

2 November this year, the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the

Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Sergeiyevich Gorbachev stressed that

"The October revolution - in all its contradictions and in spite of all

the various ways civilization presses onwards - was the natural result of the

evolution of the ideas and practices of many centuries of struggle by worker~

for freedom, peace and 50c1al Justice and against class, national and

spiritual oppression".

A major role in the struggle to eliminate colonialism has been played by the

UnitQd Nations and the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial

Countries and Peoples, which was adopted in 1960 on the initiative of the Soviet

Union.
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~Sidera.ti:on of the question. ..of Na.mlbi~. 'l\hepeopleof Nalldbia are still being

s:u~)j~!l'iGi;te·d to one. oftbe cruele.stforms of coloni.al exploitation.

'OVer t.'W'o decades ago the General '\ss~:Hi1bly tel:'minated South Africa l s Mandate

O'""ecNam;ibia and decreed tha.t the administration of the '1'err itory would thenoeforth

!:letne re·sponsibili ty of the Uni tad Nations. Thus, the Uni tad Nations is directly

responsible fo·r the political fate of Namibia, for its decoloniz·ationand for its

achievement. of genuine independence.

Ho...,ever, the racist regime in Pretoria, shored up by the policy of so-called

const;.~uctive engag.ement and by support from its Western patrons, persists in its

illegal occul?ation of Namibia. It is attempting to perpetuate its colonial racist

domination of the Ter r i tory and to impose a neo-colonial future on the Namibian

people, using Namibia as a spr ingboard for aggression against neighbouring

independent African countries, notably Angola.

Despite numerous United Nations decisions and despite universal condemnation

of apartheid as a crime against humanity and a grave threat to international peace

and $ecurity, the racist r~gime of South Africa has extended its repugnant system

of apartheid to Namibia. The South African policy of fragmenting Namibia according

to social and racial criteria is largely based on the racist system of bantustans

in South At r ica.

The lOO,OOO-strong South African army and police force are trying to crush the

Namibians' aspirations to independence and freedom for their homeland. l~e

Pretoria racists are stepping up the militarization of the 'rerritory. 'fhey haw€'!

established over 40 military bases and instituted forced conscription into the <'I[llIy.
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The human and natural resources of Namibia along with its incalculable wealth

arelJbonopolized by the illegal South Afr ican regime and other foreign economic,

financial and other interests, which mercilessly exploit and plunder thern..The

impact of the activities of foreign economic interests is to be seen not only in

the foreign exploitation of l,zamibia' s wealth, to the detr iment of the Namibian

people, but altl'lo in the strengthening of SOLlth Africa's colonial domination of the

Territory. In corporate profits alone, these interests pocket over 60 per cent of

Namibia's gross domestic product.

Among the transnational corporations plunder ing Namibia's natural resources

are well known South African, Western European, North American and other companies

such aB Consolidated Diamond f-!.:mes of South West Air ica, the Tsumeb Corporation,

and ROBsing Uranium. That triumverate accounts for about 95 per cent of mineral

production and exports, end holds approximately 80 per cent of the Territory's

mineral. Those and other facts may be found in part I of the report of the United

Nations Council for Namibia (A/42/24).

Western transnational corporations are the main bulwark of the South African

military. South Africa's illegal presence in Namibia costs the Pretoria regime

over 4 million rand a day,. but loans from Western sponsors and credits from, for

example, the International Monetary Fund enable South Africa to bear that expense

and to increase its military potential.

The documents before the General Assembly at its current session, statements

made during the recent debate in the Security Council, the present debate in the

General A.~embly and testimony by petitioners show that the situation in and aroun

Namibia is steadily deteriorating. The report of the United Nations Council for

Namibia states that South Africa
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its militarizati'Oi!1 of the Namibian t.en: itory and its acts of

a.nd oppression with a view to intll'llldating the Namibian prople.

and detention of members of 'the South West Afr iea People I s

(SWAPO) and of its supporters and sY1npathil!;ets WElte stepped up

~fid cold-blooded murders became widesprcead". (1\14£/24, part It para. 3) '"

*Mr. Legwaila (Botswana), Vice-president, took the Chair.
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In this connection, I should like to quote from the Secretary for Foreign

Affairs of the South West Afr lea People I s Organization (SWAPO) when he addressed

the Secur ity Council on 28 October this year:

.. In Europe, the whole war Id rose up to oppose Hi tIer I. s genocide and

tyranny. Why is genocide and tyranny tolerated and actually encouraged and

sustained in Namibia today? How can you give guns, matches and gasoline to

the outlawed murderers and arsonists in Pretoria and claim that you are saving

the lives of the African masses? This is how we see Western involvement and

hypocrisy in Namibia." (S/PV.2755, p. 22)

The economic, political and strategic interests of Western circles and the

racist rag iroe of Pretor ia are as a result of their collaboration responsible for

the continuing tragedy of the Namibian peo~le. Despite the numerous appeals of t~

United Nations to all Governments to help end South Africa's illegal occupation of

Namibia and to adopt the necessary legal, administrative and other measures to

i!Jlolate effectively the' apartheid regime, certain well-known countries are

continuing a policy of de facto support for the racist Pretoria regime. It is the)

who are preventing the Security Council from adopting effective international

sanctions against South Africa.

The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR fully supports the appeals of African

oountries, the non-aligned and others, as well as international forums, to the

Security Council to adopt comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the racist

Pretoria regime in order to compel it to implement United Nations and Security

COLlnoil rel!:lolutlons on the immediate granting of geniune independence to Namibia.

We are convinced that granting independence to Namibia would improve and

stabilize the situation in South Africa and beyond its borders. This would

facilitate a universal system of international peace and security. We are also

oonvinced that the problem of Namibia can and should be settled by political means
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The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR welcomes Security Council resolution

(198 adopted a few days ago, authorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to

mang~ a cease-fire between South Africa and SWAPO in order to undertake

administrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the

~~ed Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in Namibia.

We call for the Namibian people's speedy enjoyment of its inalienable right to

genuine self-determination and independence on the basis of the preservation of the

unity and territorial integrity of Namibia, the immediate and full withdrawal of

the South Afr ican army and administration from Namibia, and the transfer of all

authority to the people of Namibia through SWAPO, which is recognized by the United

Nations, the Organization of Afr ican Uni ty, and the Non-Alig ned Movement as the

sole, genuine representative of the Namibian people.

We declare here our unswerving solidarity with the Namibian people in their

struggle against the racist Pretor ia reg ime and for geniune independence and

freedom.

The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR is convinced that the heroic Namibian

people, under the leadership of SWAPO, will, despite all the machinations of

i!ilperialist forces, soon achieve genuine independence because the countries of the

socialist community, the non-aligned States, and all democra tic and progre8siv11!

~reeg of the world are on the side of its just cause.
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!-it'. DEEN (f#.alaysia) ~ There are certain items on our agenda - in fact

they have been on our agenda for more years than sOt'ne care to remember - deserving

not merely our highest attention but our total commitment in their solution. '1'0

sure. there has been no lack of effort as. over the years. many debates and many

resolutions have been devoted to these subjects. To the disappointment of mal1Y if

not all. we are no nearer solving them nOw than we were many years ago when they

first appeared in our agenda. While these issues remain unresolved. they are a

reminder that this Organization has much to achieve.

'l'he question of Namibia belongs in this category. A quick trip through the

developments on this SUbject will establish the following:

J?irst, the question of Namibia is an issue of decolonization - a subject so

basic and fundamental to the United Nations.

Secondly. Namibia is not merely a colony; it is in the grip of a regime which

takes pride in its system of institutionalized racism.

1birdly, the Mandate of South Africa to administer Namibia ended in 1966 with

the adoption of resolution 2145 (XXI).

Fourthly, a year later, by resolution 2248 (S-V). Namibia was placed under the

care of the Council for Namibia until the Territory achieved its independence.

This decision makes States Members of the United Nations individually and

collectively responsible for the well-being of the people of Namibia until

independence.

Fifthly, after years of often acrinomious debate and several resolutions.

resolution 435 (1978) was adopted by the Security Council setting out a blueprint

for th. independence of Namibia.

Finally, the reality that South Africa is still in illegal occupation of

Namibia, while re~olution 435 (1978). in spite of the hopes it inspires. remains

yet another unfulfilled promise.
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oft.he issues which surface-d in our ongoing efforts to improve the

of the United Nations is t.he concern that so !rlanyresolutions have to be

at the expense of consensus. We are ourselves concerned because

b'elieves that a consensus is always preferable to a vote. A consensus

implies consent by all on a common course. So the theory goes, at

inst.J but we all know that this is not necessarily what happens in practice.

For example, in our many years of deliberations with regard to this question

ot Namibia, there is a definite consensus that the continued colonization by the

!l2artheid reg ime of South Afr ica is not merely illegal but immoral. We are all

re~lved that it should end. Why then does it continue? Particularly, in view of

rsoolution 435 (1978), which we have all pledged to support because it represents a

j~tr reasonable and feasible plan for the restoration of sovereignty to Namibia,

~tting it in the hands of the people of Namibia? Why should Namibia's freedom be

linked to the presence of fore 19n forces in a neighbour lng country? Is it

6i~listic or naive to expect that given this "welling" of interest and consensus

this issue should transcend ideological and narrow strategic interests? It is

~thinkable that an independent Namibia can be a threat to Pretoria's security.

~e threat to South Africa clearly lies in its apartheid policy.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



EH/jh A/42/PV.57
131

(Mr. Deen, Malaysia)

lIlhat has given South Africa sustenance in pursuing its policy of undis'9uised

racism, at home as well as in Namibia, and its campaign of subversion against its

neighbours is the attitiude of the few countries that could make a difference. WbiY

is it that for these countries appeasement is preferred when dealing with South

Africa? We are told that comprehensive mandatory sanctions would not work against

South Africa, yet, when it suits those countries, unilateral sanctions are resorted

to. The provisions of mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII are designed for

situations such as that created oythe Pretoria regime. The moral consensus is

that the book should be thrown at them.

If the fear is that the fall-out from comprehensIve sanctions could have worse

repercussions for the blacks of South Africa and the front-ltne States, then it Ls

incumbent upon the international community to take collective action to cushion and

minimize those effects. Such a step was taken by the Movement of Non-Aligned

Countries when in Harare it established the Solidarity Fund for Southern Africa.

Mori needs to be done and more can be achieved if the nations which participate in

the plunder of Namibia's rich fishing grounds, its uranium and other mineral

resources while at the same time espousing abhorrence for South Africa's wanton

racism and violations of basic human rights to millions will only agree to "belling

the cat".

'rh. Commonwealth Heads of Government, at their meeting recently in VancouveJr,

reaffirmed as a matter of the utmost priority their resolve to bring to an end tbe

apartheid policies of South Africa. On Namibia, the Heads of Government reiterated

their conviction that resolution 435 (1978) must provide the only basis fo~ an

internationally acceptable settlement of the Namibian question. In their Vancouvel

communique they state:

"The challenge, therefore, is to develop an effective process of negotiation

leading to the resolution's implementation."
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a source of s"ome encouragement t'hatthe Security Council only a few days

resolution 601 (l981). It is at the same time regrettadthat that

could not be adopted by co:nsensus because a permanentl'lH~mber continues

constrained on the issue of linkage.

ion would like to reaffirm 'Malaysia I s support for the South West

People's Organization (SWAPO) as the sole, legitimate representative of the

ltal!\:l.bian people. We note with great satisfaction that, as with resolution

435 (1976). SWAPO has once again expressed its readiness to sign and observe the

cease-f ire provisions and accept the emplacement of the United Nations 'rransition

Assistance Group. We applaUd the decision of SWAPO, which illustrates the

nexib~lity, reasonableness and pragmatism which it has always shown. We stand

firmly behind SWAPO in its struggle for national liberation. There can be only one

end to that struggle: the full independence of Namibia.

Mr. LOHIA (Papua New Guinea): I am speaking in order to join the other

representatives of countries and reputable organizations Who have voiced our common

ooocern and support for the people of Namibia in their struggle for

elf-determination and independence.

The world must not be dissuaded by the fact that the question of Namibia has

~en debated over and over here in this Assembly but without a change of attitude

on the part of the authorities in South Africa. This Assembly, the

Secretary-General, the Security Council and the Council for Namibia must continue

to put extra pressure on South Africa and its friends.

Papua New Guinea will continue to maintain that we must all make a concerted

effort, in keeping with the spirit of the statements we make here in the Assembly,

to bring about an early and immediate implementation of Security Council
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resolution 435 (l9?8) and all related resolutions or efforts of the United Nations

and the Council for Namibia.

Papua New Guinea is hopeful that all the peoples of the war Id and the

different intere5t groups in Namibia will stay united, because if we do not the

racist regime will continue to utilize the opportunity to gain more ground and

cause further instability amongst the good people of Namibia and southern Africa.

Papua blew Guinea looks forward to the implementation of the recent Security

Council resolution 601 (19B?) adopted on 30 October 1987 which, inter alia,

authorizes the Secretary-General to mediate a cease-fire between South Africa and

the South West Africa People's organization (SWAPO). We are pleased to note that

SWAPO is ready to sign a cease-fire agreement and we call on South Africa to

co-operate with the Secretary-General and the United Nations

Papua New Guinea appeals to all Member States to be realistic and to give full

support to the draft resolution now before the Assembly. Let us for one moment

forget our differences and come out and sing in tune and in harmony, and show South

Africa that independence for Namibia must come. In so doing, we will have at least

two more countries added to the membership of the United Nations, in keeping with

the; objective of achieving universality of membership of this Organization, the

world family of nations.

We, the Members oE this Organization, regard ourselves as the champions of

liberation struggles. Many more have likewise fought hard to set themselves free

from colonial bondage and are thus totally committed, both in word and in deed, to

thfj pr incipleS of decolonization. Though colonialism as a system in human history

hag been done away with, its remnants, to our great indignation, have not

disappeared completely. Indeed, Namibia is an unfortunate remnant of a colonial

era of the past in the great African continent, just as New Caledonia is another
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continent ef t.he Pacific. Certainly decolonization is one issue on

UI1le1!U::liLiili'llt.y must prevaiL How can wee, who fought \ligorm.ls1y to free ourselves

colonialism, ignore those who are fighting against the same cOllunonenelllY of

today?

pecsist.ent defiance by racist South Africa of the universal calls for an

-end to apartheid and the withdrawal of its bandit troops from Ndmibia can be

countered only by a strong demonstration of a finn political will and moral

responsibility on the part of those who are well placed to bring about effective

pressure on the r ac ist South Afr iean rE!9 ime.

Papua New Guinea reaffirms its solidarity with the people of Namibia and the

/l.frican people in their just struggle on the rough and bitter road to freedom and

independence, for there is no power that can for ever resist a people determined to

free themselves from colonialism, racism and apartheid.
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Hrs. HDKUMBA (Zimbabwe): I observe with deep sorrow that the question of

Namibia' s independence has become a chronique scandaleuse to all peace-loving

mankind within and outside this body. The solution to the question of Namibia has

remained elusive for the past two decades.

Yet the solution to the problem, recently reaffirm'ed by the Secur ity Council,

has long been in our hands. Despite past efforts to supplant it, resolution

435 (1978) remains the only compelling and realistic basis for the realization of

Namibia's independence. We need not engage our minds in a further search, for

another formula to prescribe for this problem.

In welcoming the position adopted by the Security Council, the realities of

Namibia should be borne in mind. The epoch we are entering will be full of

land-mines potent enough to render the efforts of the Secretary-General ineffective.

It is important to take cognizance of the reasons why Namibia is still

shackled and condemned in the dungeon of colonialism. It is important to

understand why the architect of the heinous system of apartheid, South Africa, has

with such impunity defied the will of the international community in order to block

the aspirations of the people of Namibia. The people of Namibia, like other

inhabitants of Planet Earth, wish to exercise their inalienable right to genuine

freedom, their right to independence from colonial rule, their right to choose

their own representatives and to map out their own sceia-economic and political

paths to development.

The news and information black-out imposed by the occupation regime in Namibia

has not stemmed the flow of information to the ears of the international community

on the odious happenings in Namibia. The people of Namibia are daily subjected to

torture, murder, harassment, arrest and detention in the racist gaols. Martial law

has been imposed to facilitate the virtual incarceration of one million inhabitants

of Namibia at the hands of 100,000 armed occupation forces.
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regIme, not content with the blOod on its hands, has embarked on a

policy in an attempt to suppress the national liberation struggle

Namiblan males between the ages of 11 and 55 1 the unwilling

~v",!"'.Llces to this bloody ritual, are now conscripted into tne occupying colonial

!!'l1l¥. Brother is now forced to fight. sister, brother t mother and father, to

~rpetuat~ the stronghold of COlonialism.

itary conscription is the new racist tool to huttress its militi'lry build-up

and the imposition of the so-called inter im government. These indeed are the

~chinations of a colonial Power determined to consolidate its neo-co1onial status

in 11amibia. The objective is clear: it is the continued denial of genuine freedom

800 independence to the Namihian people.

One is forced to wonder from what sources the racist regime draws its

strength, both mater ia1 and spir i tual, to perpetuate this genocidal war aga inst the

lIill of the majority of the international community.

It is an open secret that the regime is not a lone crusader in this genocioal

act. The culprits that sponsor and give succour to the racist regime are counted

800ng the great Powers of today. They are with us in this Assemhly. They have

tainted their hands with the blood of innocent Namibians by giving support to the

r~ists in their unauenchable thirst to milk Namibia dry of her irreplaceahle

weal t h.

The veto power has heen ahused and exercised to nurture and give succour to

apartheid by the very same prophets who are at the forefront of the gospel of

cemocracy. One is forced to incruire whether democracy for the colonized Namibians

is inadmissible in the auest to protect Western economic interests anywhere in the

world.
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The act of exercising the veto power on the question of Namibia was an act of

defiance against the principles of the Charter, but we hasten to advise that a

people's will and determination to gain freedom and independence cannot be vetoed

forever.

For UB, democracy entails recognition of and compliance with its very

corner-stones - those principles embodied in the Charter. Are we to allow further:

erosion of those principles by sustained procrastination in the implementation of

resolution 435 (1978)7 The Security Council has demonstrated that now is the time

to act in concert, with a clear co~nitment - commitment to resolution 435 (1978).

We challenge the accomplices of the Pretoria regime to practise what they

prtHwh. Let them demonstrate their abhorrence of the regime's policies by joining

hands with all the international conununity in implementing resolution 435 (1978).

The act of collaboration with the Pretoria regime has many facets. We

witnessed with anguish the birth of the so-called linkage pre-condition. Linkage,

the brain-child of the United States Administration, did not exist before 1978.

Linkage is not mentioned in any of the paragraphs of resolution 435 (197H), nor in

the recently adopted Security Council reSOlution 601 (1987). We are therefore

baffled and perplexed when the issue of Namibia's independence is linked with this

extraneous and irrelevant element.

Linkage to us epitomizes the policy of denying the Namibian people their

rights. Linkage legitimizes the continued use of mercenary forces to overthrow the

sovereign and legitimate Government of Angola. Linkage guarantees the Pretoria

r~ime unhindered and unfettered use of Namibia as a launching pad for attacks by

its mercenary forces on the front-line States in pursuit of its policies of

aggre•• ion, d•• tabilization and subversion.
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facet tQ 'theco.llaboration between some countr ies and the

i510ns No. 1 fOr the p.rotection of the Natural Resources

of Na'lJ!l;lbia., are cons~..l,;tently defied with blpunity.

could be

disposse:S!'H~d people?

cr iminal than the act of stealing the wealth of a

note with horror and abhorrence the continued plundering

of ~.~ibj.ats wealth by foreign economic interests. We urge the United Nations

Council for Namibia to proceed with speed to bring these cri1\110al elements before

the law. To them we say it is immoral to fill their coffers at the expense of

Namibian independence. Do they not in their race of theft and plu!1der against

time, hear the cries of the Namibian people, who, though their country possesses

such immense wealth, are ranked amon'::l the poorest of this planet?

Weu.rge them to desist from these activities and call on the rest of the

international community to apply and take measures in fulfilment of Decree No. I

for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia.

The expose I have just given takes full cognizance of the recently adopted

security Council resolution 601 (1987). We applaud the Security Council for the

positive step it has taken. We pledge our support to the Secretary-General in his

endeavours to implement the resolution and the principles embodied therein.

The people of southern Africa are united by the realities of their region.

Geographical propinquity, a common history of being colonized, a spirit of

brotherhood, adherence to the principles of international law enshrined in the

Charter of the United Nations, as well as a common abhorrence of the evil system of

apartheid are factors that have united us in our crusade for the e",tabligi1lilcnt of

free and just societies.
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The scenario given by Hobbes aptly presents the current realities for the

majority of people in southern Africa. To them life "has berome nasty, short and

bru tish", South Africa's acts aga Lnst front-l ine Sta tes have been Viell chronicled

and are kOOttn by all assembled here. We have suffered from apartheid,

De8tabilizatioo, aggression, threats and loss of innocent lives have become our

daily experience. We are therefore committed to standing together or perishing

together in our struggle for survivaL we draw strength and inspiration, however,

frorn the realization that our cause is just and noble, We look forward to the day

when "the state of nature" our region is in will be history,

Yet as rays of hope begin to penetrate our overcast and dark skies, we are

rudely awakened by the latest murderous acts of the Pretor ia regime. True t.o form,

the regime hi:lf:l ell1barked on yet another unprOV'oked rampage into Angola. Is this act

of aggression a harbinger of worse things t.o follow? The regime could not even

eXerCiBEi/ selE-restraint. It had to demonstrate its disregard for international

norms and human values by attacking Angola just as the Security Council was

adopting resolution 601 (1987).

Yes, these are the realities in southern Africa. The United Nations is the

laa t resort of hope and sanctuary to those in need.

We salute the SOuth West Africa People's Organization (SWAm) for its vanguard

role in the struggle for Namibia. It has remained principled in its objective of

fighting for genuine freedom and independence for its people and motherland. We

salute the gallant sons of Namibia, the Namibians inside the occupied Territory,

flJ( fig•. hring th" rac·l'''t a.rmy 't:h h te th h'" '" 101'1 VI aver means ey ave at their disposal. We

My to them, "Well done".

We urge all members of the international oonmunity to render all needed

a~sistance to the struggling people of Namibia.
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our appr~iation of the work heing done: by the

Council for Namibia. The Council bas end'eavom:Qd to fUlfil its

tas,k in the faoe ofinnumer'able obstac'les. W~wish the Council well" for

task ahead ()f them isextre,mely difficult. lIilllliha.bwe stands fully behind the

a-od/is committed to assistiRg it io any way can~

Mr. JARRETT(Liberia): It is indeoo

d~legation is speaking in this debate on 'the questio,n

frustration that my

"~'Clmu .. uia, a Territory for

d

which the United Nations bears full responsibility/but which the racist Pretoria

regime continues to occupy illegally, in arrogant ·defi'anceof resolutions and

decisions of the General Assembly and the Security Council, and in defiance of the

advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice.

Twenty-one years ago, on 27 October 1966 to be prQcise, the General Assembly,

by its resolution 2145 (XXI), assumed formal responsibility for, and authority

over, Namibia. Part of the resolution states that the General Assembly:

"Declares that South Africa has failed to fulfil its obligations in

respect of the administration of the Mandated Territory and to ensure the

moral and material well-being and security of the indigenous inhabitants of

South West Africa and has, in fact, disavowed the Mandate;

"Decides that the Mandate conferred upon His Britannic Majesty to be

exercised on his behalf by the Government of the Union of South Africa is

therefore terminated, that South Africa has no other right to administer the

Territory and that henceforth South West Africa comes under the direct

responsibility of the United Nations." (resolution 2145 (XXI), paras. 3 and 4)

Following that decision the General Assembly established the United Nation.

~uncil for Namibia as the sole Administering Authority until independence.

Almost 10 years ago the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (197~), Which
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embodies the plan for l~amibia'5 independence. That plan sets out the/modalities by

which the people ;of Namibia would be able to determine the ir future through free

and fair elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations.

What has happened .since then, 21 years after the t,ermination of South Africa's

Mandate over Namibia and 10 years after the adoption ofa proposal for settlement

of the Namibian question, is a lamentable saga of disappointment and frustration

for the Namibian people, as the racist clique in Pretoria vacillates over Namibia1g

freedom from COlonial bondage and independence.

While this vacillation goes on, South Afr ica is engaged in reinforcing its

occupation forces in Namibia with a view to strengthening its illegal interim

Government in the Territory. Its occupation army, police and murder squads

perpetrate the most heinous crimes against the people of Namibia, killing women,

children and old people indiscriminately, and destroying homes, schools and medical

clinics. 'rhe leaders, supporters and sympathizers of the South West Africa

People' El Organization (SWAPO) are constantly harassed, arrested, detained and

tortured. The racist Pretoria regime also engages in diplomatic manoeuvres, and

insists on linking the independence of Namibia to the withdrawal of Cuban forces

from Angola.

The presence of Cuban foeces in Angola is a matter that falls exclusively

lVithin the sovereign jur isdiction of Angola and is therefore extraneous and

irrelevant to the question of Namibia· s independence. The international community,

and indeed Angola, the front-line States and SWAPO have consistently rejected the

hlilue of "linkage". Moreover, the Security Council has stated very clearly that

itl> e€HJo1ut:ion 435 (1978) is the only internationally accepted basis for settlement

or the Namibian question, as it provides for the holding of free and fair elections

undlr the supervision and control of the United Nations.
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implement.ation had b~li!n

It

lS

repr~se~tatianl thus rnaking it possible for t.h~est~blishmentof t.ne United Nations

'i'ral1si tiol'!. Ass is tanc€< Group (UN'l'AG).
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Having reached that far on the road to a settlement of Namibia's independence,

the racist Pretoria rega.e, in spite of the warning contained in Security Council

resolution 566 (1985), has shoo""n no willingness to implement Secur i ty COuncil

rezo1ution 435 (1978), nor indeed any of the other resolutions and decisions of the

Secur ity Council and General Assembly. Such arrogant defiance of the author i ty of

the United Nations should not be tolerated, and the fact that it has been permitted

to go on for so long erodes the credibility of this Organization.

'fhe Declaration of the International Conference for the Immediate Independence

of Namibia, held in Vienna in July 1986, pointed out, inter alia, that the people

of Namibia were waging a hetioc struggle against foreign domination and

exploitation, that the achievement of that Territory' s independence had been

frustrated by the intransigence of the apartheid regime and the duplicity of

certain members of the international community and that selfish interests had come

to the fore, pushing to the background the real issues of deco1onization and the

Namibian people's right to freedom, self-determination and independence.

'rhat is the cause of the impasse which we face over the question of Nanubia' 5

independence. The national and commercial interests of certain States, and their

collaboration with the Pretoria regime in the plunder and exploitation of the

natural resources of Namibia, in gross violation of Decree No. 1 of the COuncil for

Namibia and the relevant resolutions and dec isions of the United Nat ions, have

Buperseded any interest they may have had in the self-determination and inalienable

rights of the Namibians. As long as that exploitation continues, it matters not to

them if the Namibian people suffer and die under the bondage of brutal and cruel

colonial oppression.

What, then, should be our course of action? 'fhe answer is clear. About a

year and a half ago the Security Council, by the adoption of its resolution
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{19B5) ,gavre aclrear warning to Southhftica'that failure on its part to

fully wH:hthe Seem: ity Council and the S~r'l:lItary-General in the

il'1lplementation of that resolution would co,r;mpel 'tbe Securi t.y Council to meet

forthwith to consider the adoption of appropriate:tilteas\J1res under t.he Charter,

inclUding Chapter V-:rI, as additional pre.Slsure toel1sli,u:~e South Africa's compliance

with resolutions and decisions on the auestion of Namibia. It SEH~InS to my

delegation that the Council's inaction, in spite of the urgency expressed in

resolution 566 (1985), may have emboldened South Afr loa, in its defiance of the

internationa 1 community.

It is in this context that the Government of Liheria was heartened by the very

recent debate of the Security Council on the situation in Namibia, which was held

at the reauest of the African Group and the Non-Aligned Movement, and welcomes the

adoption hy the Council of resolution 601 (1987).

My delegation commends the Secretary-General for his tireless efforts to

implement Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and hring independence to

Namibia. However, those efforts continue to be thwarted by the intransigence and

arrogance of the racist regime. Last Friday, 30 October 1987, the Security Council

entrusted the Secretary-General with a new mandate to arrange a cease-fire between

South Afr ica and the South West Afr ica People I s Organ ization (S\.;JAPO) in order to

undertake administrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of

the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG). Liberia wishes to reassure

the Secretary-General of its support, and calls upon South Afr ica to render him

every assistance in the successful execution of th is important mandate.

Independence for Namihia has heen delayed for far too long.. That delay is

causing untold hardship, not only in that Territory, hut throughout tn@ re~ion.
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Our responsihility as w.em'bers of the united Nations is to act d,ecisively for the

achievement of tMt goal, thereby bringing to an end the bloodshed and sUfferings

in Namibia and the region of southern Atr iea.

Hr. !UlJDIKY (Bangladesh): While the list of resolut ions on Namibia grows

long, the litany of Pretoria's misdeed9 grows long'er. How long must the global

community tolerate the intransigence of that odious regime? Namihia remains a

thorn in the side of this house, and it must now he removed once and for '3.11.

'1'0 dfltennine the status of Cl man based on the colour of skin is wrong. To

erect that concept into a theory is vile. That is what Pretoria has done

domeBtieally in South Africa. That is what Pretoria has perpetrat.ed in a Territory

oiler which it has no legal or ethical right - Namihia.

Apartheid deserves to be demolished. Fourteen hundred years ago the Prophet

of Iwl~m registered his protest against racial discrimination when he entrusted to

the ~bY8sinlan slave, Belal, the task of summoning the faithful to prayers. To see

discrimination persist, even when one and a half millenniums have elapsed since

then, is shockinq. '1'0 impose this discrimination on other peoples, having stolen

their lands and limhs and suppressed their freedom, is criminal. That is what the

South Afl' iean Government has done, and continues to do, despite the protests of the

worlo.

Mere protests obviously will not suffice. The situation calls for firm

action. The Security Council has just adopted resolution 601 (1987), which had

very broad support mot only there, but also in this forum, as also in the world.

m~d. I Itatgment in the Council in its support. I reiterate that support now. The

Slcrgtary-Gener&l must proc.en to discharge the responsibilitie~ given him, such as

arranging for th<l! cel!iJ5Je-fite and for the emplacement of the united Nations
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Assistance Group fITNTAG). In this context we warmly welcome th€! offer

of a cease-fire by the South West Afr lca People IS Orqani'2!:i'\t ion (SWAPO) , the sole

and leq:itimate representative of the Namibian people.

t~a:mibia has been a United Nations responsibility for over t.wo decades. The

Charter was meant for the benefit of the peoples of the world. Why should an

entire nation continue to be denied its hanefi ts? I f we cannot act to reverS\ll

that, we must all hang our heads in shame.

My country, Bangladesh, as a member of the Council for Namibia, has done it.s

best, despite many and varied constraints, to contribute to the noble cause of

Y Namibian independence. We firmly believe that the only way to cut this Gordian

knot is to implement the united Nations plan for Namibia, elements of which are

contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

e

he

The

as
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We coooemn in the stron.gest lanquage the schemes of the South Afr lcan regill>e

to hoodwink the global COl!!l!lluni ty by fradulent pelf tica 1 arrangements in Namibia,

one of which is the creation of a puppet regime in Windhoek. These are nothing hOt

1.1O'holy designs to perpetuate Pretoria's illegal dominat ion over the people of

Namibia and its resources. We must also thwart the attempt to link the

independence of Namibia to extraneous and irrelevant issues.

'Not content with the relentless pursuit of racism at home and colonialism in

Namibia, Pretoria has unleashed a series of acts of aggression against the

neighbouring states of Angola l Botswana, Mozambicrue, Zambia and zimbabwe. We

denounced those actions uneauivocally.

My delegation would therefore commend to the Assembly the resolutions

tilubmithd by the Council for Namibia. We urge that they be given the broadest

possible EHJpport to signal once aga1n to Pretoria that the world does not condone

it~ machinations, but condemns them.

It is Ol1r fond and cherished hope that Namibia will one day soon achieve its

freedom under the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization

(SWAPO). To my mind this Assemhly is incomplete without the membership of a free

and sovereign Namibia l a Namibia that has taken its rightful place amongst us.

Mr. MUNTASSER (Libyan Arah Jamah iriya) (interpretation from Arabic): Four

decades after the beginning of the plight of the Namihian people, we are still

debating the cruestion in this forum. Twenty-five years after the adoption of

General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) on decolonization, we are still dehating thi~

aUQi1ltion. '1''040 decades ago, the General Assembly adopted its resolution which ende(

South Africa'a Mandat@ over Namibia. Since then the General Assembly and the

Security Council have adopted scores of additional resolutions all of which have

been unanimous on the need to enable the Namibian people to exercise their right t
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s;;~.lf-deter~inatio.nand the urgent need for Namibia to achieve early independence.

Indeed, tbe international unanimity reflec.ted in Security Council resolutions

38S (1.91'6) and ·BS (I97S) has put an end to any ambigui ty in regard to this

il!t'..portant question. When we add to this Security Council resolution. 601 (1987), it

beco.mes evident that the international community is intent on putting a prompt end

to the racist-colonialist injustice inflicted on the people at Namibia.

It is racist inju.stice to illegally occupy Namibh and practice every form of

h,egemony, terror ism, mass arrest, assassination, expuls ion, exile, har rassment,

persecution, plundering of natural resourCes and the deprivation of the most basic

human rights of the indigenous population. In addition, Namibia is being USed as 1ft

launching pad for attacks on such independent neighbouring States as Angola. South

Africa also continues its acts of aggression against other front-line States such

as Botswana, Lesotho, Mozambique, Zambia, Zimbabwe and others, with the evident aim

of d,stabilizing those States and undermining their legitimate national Governments.

The practices of the racist terrorist regime of Pretoria, its continued

illegal occupation of Namibia and its unending acts of aggression against its

neighbours go unpunished. It is treated as the spoilt child of imperialism, and

its criminal behaviour is parallel only to that of the other spoilt child of

imperialism, the usurper of Palestine, which commits with impunity every crime and

act of aggression against that territory's original inhabitants and the

neighbour Ing Arab States, whose terri tor ies it continues to occupy illegally, just

like its racis' counterpart in Pretoria. The perfect harmony and accord between

those two regimes which are now clear to all, are, in fact, due to the umbrllllla of

economic, military and political support they both enjoy. Thi. support is provided

by certain imper ialist Powers which defy the will of the international conu1\unity
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with unprecedented arrogance, thanks to the privileges they enjoy in the

Organization, such as the right of the veto in the Security Council. In this way,

thoSE Powers prolong the plight of the people of Namibia and the Arab Palestinian

people alike.

There is now only one peaceful option open to the international community. It

le the i~rtposition of cOlllprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the racist

regill'.e under Chapter VII of the Charter, so that the reg ime may acquiesce at long

last to the will of the international community and put an end to the suffering of

the Namlbian people. In this context, we call upon the protectors of the racist

entity to take heed of the will of the vast majority of the nations of the

international comrrlunity and renounce their failed policies of constructive

engagement and deceitful linkage, both of which have been rejected and declared

void by the international community.

Lastly and despite the attacks and siege against my country which at times has

taken the form of direct military action by imperialist Powers with the aim of

subjugating my country and hindering its supporting role in struggles for national

lib~ration, my delegation wishes to reaffirm anew its support for and solidarity

with the struggle of the heroic Namibian people, under the leadership of their solI

leg! timate representative, the South West Afr ica People I s Organization (SWAPO). WE

will continue to support them until their independence and self-determination have

been achieved. My delegation strongly condemns the collaborators of the Pretoria

r~gime, especially the multinational corporations which have been actively

plundlring the wealth of Namibia. My delegation wishes to express our full

!lIolidarity with our brl£lthren in the front-line States in their heroic and historic

~truggl~ against the aggression of the racist Pretoria regime.
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-....'..,"'-,,"","' .... ion also wishes to decl2ire its full solidar ity with th"" political

rc:eis!:. entity to release all those prisoners unconditionally.

Hr. DELPECH (Argentina) (interpretation frOlll Spanish): <1"he question of

NcHsibia continues to be a matter of great concern to the United Nations, which,

through the General Assembly and the Security Council, has adopted cll'ilar and

precise decisions with Cl view to solving that question.

The vast major ity of the international community recognizes SeCUf ity Council

reSOlution 435 (1978) as the only acceptable basis far the peac.ful solution of th.

question of Namibia. Its irrunediate and full implementation would erH!lble the

Namibian people freely to exercise their inalienable right to self-determination

and national independence, which cannot be postponed.
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The General AssemblY' has also constantly supported the heroic struggle for

i ~.. _.. f th ,t ''''ian people, under the leadership of the South West Africa
I~epel~ence 0 e ~amlv

People' B Organization (S~O}, recognized by this Organization as its sole,

authentic representative.

Despite all these pronouncements and despite international consensus on the

f:lubject
j

the Pretoria Governm,ent continues to occupy Namibia illegally and to

impede the process of decoloni zation and independence of the Ter r i tory, thus

endangering peace and secur ity in southern Afr ica.

The illegal occupation of Namibia and apartheid not only constitute a specific

defiance of the credibility and effectiveness of our Organizat~on~ they also

COMtitute a mockery of international order, which is based on the maintenance of

international peace and securi ty I respect for the rule of law and the promotion of

human dignity.

The Bouth African regime's negative response to the decisions of the General

Assembly and the Security Council and to the specific proposal of the

Secretary-General for the establishment of a cease-fire and the implementation of

the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia is well known. Pretoria

insists on demanding the fulfilment of preconditions which are extraneous to the

Plan. South Africa's intransigence is prolonging the illegal colonialist

occupation of the Territory of Namibia. Furthermore, that Territory is still beinl

used as a base for launching armed attacks against Angola and other neighbouring

States, which the Pretoria Government is try ing to destabilize.

'l'his rigid negative position clearly suggests that the chances of a voluntary

change of. behaviour on the part of Pretoria are slight. In this context,

Argentina, as a non-permanent member of tne Security Council, co-sponsored in Apri

this yMr a draft resolution to promote the application of comprehensive l[\andator~
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sa,nctiona against South Africa. It is regrettable that the Council was not able to

adopt that decision.

Argentina fully supports the legit1mate aspirations of the people of Namibia

to self-determination and independence. In full agreement with the overwhelming

~ajor.ity of the international community# my Government believes that the

achievement of independence for Namibia will be possible only if Secul::" ity Council

resolution 435 (1978) is fully implemented. In this contel<t 1 we view with

satisfaction the recent approval by the Security Council of resolution 601 (1987)1

of which my country was a sponsor, together with the 9 roup of non-aligrHlid countries

in that body. By that resolution the Council authorizes the Secretary-General to

make arrangements for a cease-fire between South Aft iea and SWAPO and to carry out

the other practical and administrative steps necessary for the emplacement of th€l

United Nations Transition Assistanc€l Group.

If Pretoria persists in its intransigence and its continued refusal to comply

with resolution 435 (1978), the application of comprehensive mandatory sanctions

would be fully justified, in accordance with Chapter VII of the United Nations

Charter.

My delegation would like to express its gratitUde for the work done by the

United Nations Council for Namibia, under the distinguished and efficient

leadership of Ambassador Zuze of Zambia, and we should like to reiterate our

support for the actions being carried out in favour of the just cause of the

independence of Namibia. We shall support the draft resolutions contained in the

Council's report and placed before this Assembly for consideration.

Lastly, I should like to reaffirm 1 once again, the firm lolidarity uf the

people and Government of Argentina with the peoples struggling in Namibia and South

Africa for self-determination, dignity and national independence and the

establishment of just, egalitarian and democratic societies on their territorieg.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



NR/at A/42/PV.57
lSB

Mr. AGATHOCLJ?:OUS (Cyprus): The question of Namibia has been before the

Doi ted Nations for decades, now and has: been debated at length both at regular

sessions: and at special sessions of the General Assembly. In that tirne numerous

General Assembly and Security Council resolutions have been adopted, and there has

been an advisory opinion of the International Court of Juscice, stressing that the

continued pre!!H!mCe of South Africa is illegal and that its administration should be

withdrawn from Namibia im.inediately, thus putting an end to its occupation of the

'I'er r i tory .

The Government of the Republic of Cyprus has consistently condemned South

Africa for its illegal occupation of Namibia and for its disregard of all relevant

United Nations resolutions. We consider the question of Namibia a clear case of

colonialililfn, racism, foreign occupation and oppression, which are allowed to

persist in flagrant violation of the fundamental rights of the Namlbian people and

in defiance of the very authority of the United Nations. We have also consistently

expressed our solidarity with the people of Namibia in their legitimate struggle

for fr ••dom and national independence, under the leadership of the South West

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

Cyprus has repeatedly maintained that the independence of Namibia can justly

be achieved on the basis of the United Nations plan for the independence of

Namibia, contained in Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), which

constitute the only acceptable baSis for a lasting settlement of the question of

Namibia. The international community has repeatedly demanded the immediate

implementation of the United Nations plan for the lndependence of Namlbia, without

any precondition., qualification or modification. That is why it unanimously

rejected the linkage of the independence of Namibia with extraneous and irrelevant

i@JSutu. Cyprus heHll firmly rejected such attempts. We have likewise condemned and
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interhlladministrati'6n in

44~~YQ.~t null and

continued attempt.s to Cll::Cth'1.l,V"ent

imposition

r~ject.e{i South

for Ncamibia

pret:oria t s insta11a.ti{)non 17 June

Na.!ltaibla. , which was decla.redby the SecurityiCounc a

In view of South Afr:ica1spersistentin'transigence andprz')Cra.~t.it':l.atd.bna.nd i cS

refusa.l to adher'e to the mandatory resoluti.ons of the S'eom:i tyCollflC'il" as w<!lll as

to those of the General Assembly ,undervari.ous excuses, .....e firmly belJ..~vethat the

existing measures applied to South Africa !filhould be supplemented by

of comprehensive mandatory sanctions provided for under Chapter VIr
It

Nations Charter. The failure so far of, the Secur ity Council to impose

lid

tly

ly

~ich

comprehensive mandatory sanctions h13ls created considerable frustration and

disappointment in the international community at large. Apa.tt from dl'ilaling a 11tHWY

blow to the aspirations, not only of the Namibian people but of humanity as a

whole, for a world of freedom and justice, the inability of the Security Council to

act posed, once again, the question of the very credibility of the UnitGid Nations.

The forces of aggression and injustice are allowed to prevail over the principles

of freedom, peace and justice, because of the inability of the United Nations to

pursue the implementation of its resolutions, a fact which hinders its effective

functioning and erodes the very concept and even the raison d'itre of this

Or9 aniza t ion.

f

out

'alit

and
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In Namibia, South Afr lea continues to organize and .make additions to its

machinery of repression against the Namibian people, utilizing methods of

execution, torture, detention and forced labour and denying the people their most

fundamental rights and freedoms. Furthermor,e, south Afr iea continuously increases

ita massive military presence in Namibia and its uninterrupted ,exploi tation of the

rich rllineral resources of Namibia.

In order to consolidate its illegal occupation of Namibia, South Africa has

been cOrlztantly trying to expand its aggressive policies throughout the southern

African region. Once again Cyprus expresses its unequivocal condemnation of these

incursion~ of South Africa into neighbouring front-line States, which constitute

/'lctl!\> of aggrl'i5siol1 a.nd are contrary to all norms and principles of international

law. The Government and people of Cyprus stand solidly by the Government and

peopl~ ot the front-line States.

Ae • Member of the United Nations and a member of the Non-Aligned Movement and

the United Nations Council for Namibia, we shall continue to exert every effort to

promot.e the just cause of the people of Namibia for self-determination and

independence in a united Namibia.

We wish to emphasize that resolutions alone cannot lead to the desired goal;

It is their effective implementation that is of paramount importance. We maintain

that the implementation of the United Nations plan is long overdue. It is the duty

of the United Nations, and especially of the Security Council, to take the

neoessary steps and measures to compel South Africa to put an end to its illegal

occupation of the Territory of Namibia. It is perhaps necessary to remind

Qutlllelv€!llli that, in acoordancEl with Article 25 of the Charter, all Members of the

United Nation. have an obligation to ensure the implementation of the decisions of

the Becur i ty Counoil on Namibia, as indeed of its dlc isioos on any other problem of
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",bieb it is seized'. '!!."he· United Nations has the duty and obligation to discharge

it~ responsibility with regard to th'e people of Namibia. The Uni ten Nat ions

Council for Namibia has been ent.rusted with the sacred task of leading the

I{a~ibians to their independence, ann we should intensify our efforts to bring about

the reali:iul: t. ion of the leg i timate aspirations of a people that has suffered so much

for decades under colonialism, racism, foreign domination and oppression.

We are now perhaps at the most critical juncture in t.he history of the United

Nations involvement with the questjon of Namibia, as a result of the adoption la.st

Friday, 30 October 1987, of Security Council resolution 601 (1987), which calls for

a cease-f ire between South Afr ica and the South West Afr ica People's

Organization (SWAPO).

We have all noted with satisfaction the constructive position of SWAPO,

through its legal representatives, as well as of Angola and the other front-line

States, which have expressed their willingness to co-operate fully with the

Secretary-General within the terms of that resolution. The responsibility now is

thus squarely in the court of the South A£rican rigime.

We firmly believe that the achievement of a cease-fire can enable the

Secretary-General to go ahead with his task of taking the necessary practical steps

for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group in Namibia,

as a first step in the Territory's independence process. We look forward to the

day - which we hope will come soon - when this process is completed and we at long

last greet Namibia as a free and independent State and a full Member of our
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Mr. SALLAH (Gambia): I wish first of all to place on record my

delegation's gratitude to the Secretary-General for his untiring efforts to bring

about the speedy implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). I

should also like to thank the President of the United Nations Council for Namibia

and the entire Council for the way it has been discharging its responsibilities as

the legal Administering Authority for Namibia until independence. The manner in

which the Council has been mobilizing international public opinion has been truly

imprelllsive.

Only last week the United Nations family, joined by the rest of the

international corownunity in an unprecedented show of unity, celebrated the Week of

Solidarity with the people of Namibia and their sole and leg itimate representative,

the South 'West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). The commemoration of that

important event came only a few months after tne special session of the United

NtlItions COuncil for Namibia in Luanda and the ministerial-level meeting in New York

Cl £~W weeks ago. Only last week the Security Council concluded its consideration

of the question of Namibian independence by adopting resolution 601 (1987). Yet

again we are meeting here at the level of the General Assembly to grapple with an

i~su. that should have been solved well over a decade or two ago.

It IS indeed sad to note that despite the momentum generated in regard to the

quest for Namibian independence when resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) and the

universally accepted plan was adopted by the Security Council, Namibia is stIll not

independent. None the less, I am heartened by the renewed commitment of the

Security Council, to be reaffirmed shortly by the General Assembly, to the Just

eau•• and legitimate aspiration of the Namibian peoples.

Almof)t 10 years have now elapsed since the international community endorsed

th<!l Onit(1ld Nation&l plan for Namibian independence as embodied in Security Council
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It is regrettable that ever since the adoption of Secur ityCouncil resolution

435 {l97S} we have been faced with an impasse on the issue of Namibian

independence, beci'luseof the m.isplaced and misguided policy of apartheid. This

situation is indeed unfortunate, and it is for that reason that my delegat.l.on is of

the view that comprehensive and liiandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the

Charter should be ir$lposed by the entire international community without further

delay. We ask th08€ who are still unwilling to embrace this important and

effective rneasure to reconsider their unreserved opposition to comprehensive and

mandatory sanctions against a racist regime which violates daily all norms of

civilized behaviour and also takes pride in defying the international community and

thrives on racial segregation, injustice, violence and total disregard of the

pr inciples of democracy and human rights.
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It sbould therefore be Otic resolv'€! to eXf>edite iw.plernentation of Security

Ct'I~:f~t::~il res.olution435 (1978) by bringing greater pressure to bear on the Pretoria

Namibian independence is long overdue and the continuEid postponEirnent of

tbe full implementation of the United Nations plan in accordance with resolution

435 tl978), will only encourage increased violence and incalculable loss of lih.

failure so far to irr.pleJllent resolution 435 (1978), hes resulted in Widespread

frustration for all peace-loving nations. But despite these frustrations the

United Nations plan will never be abandoned. '1'0 do so would amount to undEltmining

the authority of the Security Council and, by extension, th,e very foundation of the

United Nations itself.

While the international community is held hostage by Pretoria's intransiglJlllCl1l,

it is equally disheartening to note that the human and mineral resourc•• of Namibia

continue to be plundered, despite Decree No. 1 adopted by the United Nations

Council for Namibia on 27 September 1974. If this shameful act is not stopped the

future legitimate Government of Namibia will be left with an empty land.

My delegation is of the opinion that humanitarian assistance to refugees and

displaced persons in Namibia owing to the apartneid policies of South Africa, is

part of the important measures the members of the international community must take

in order to prepare the Namibian people for the future. It is for this reason that

in the field of education, the Gambia Government has, since 1977, hosted a good

number of young South African and Namibian refugees under Cl pro'::Jramme whereby they

are provided with secondary, technical and vocational training. I should like to

take this opportunity to assure our Namibian brothers and .isterB chat th. Uambia

~vernment, despite its limited resources, will continue to provide .~~iat~nc~ to

Namibian refugees for as long as it is needed.

My delegation would like to place on record its gratitude to the Australian

Government for offering earlier this year $5 million of assistance to Namibianf) and
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Sout.h Africans. The part of this money to be spent on education and training of

~lamibicm.s and South Africans is an important part of the process of preparing these

valiant people to assume full responsibility for running their Own countries.

Against the gloof2y political climate that prevails in Namibia, we are consoled

by the major succeSses we have had in southern Africa and other parts of Africa due

to the indoFBitable character of the peoples of Africa. My delegation is confident

that the victories scored by the people of Africa against the forces of colonialism

and raciSllI in the recent past will be repeated in Namibia, an objective that is

€mtrenched in the Charter of the Organization of African Unity (GAU). With our

continued support, Namibia' 5 leg itimate struggle for independence, justice and

human dignity will be reached sooner than the South African racist regime could

Our ~teadfast aim must be the attainment of independence for Namibia. To this

end, we continue to urge the Security Council to take effective action to end South

Africa's illegal occupation of Namibia so that our brothers and sisters there, led

by the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their true and authentic

r.presentative, can exercise their inalienable right to self-determinat~onand

independence. So far as my delegation is concerned, so long as any African

ten i tory, even a square metre I remains under illegal occupation and domination,

the independence of Africa will be incomplete and insecure.

Finally, the Secretary-General in his statement at the meeting of the United

Nations Council for Namibia held on 9 January said it all:

"South Africa must be made to realize that the just and legitimate aspiratioru

of the people of the Territory cannot continue to be thwarted without serious

d€Jtriment to South Africa's peace and the stability of the region as a whole.
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Mr. FARAB DHUR (Dj ibouti): It is neow 21 years since South Afdca 's

Marutlate over the 'i'err itory of Namibia was revoked and terminated by the adoption of

~n~ral Assembly resolution 21iS (XXI) of October 1966, by which the Territory was

placied under United Nations direct responsibility; and yet the General Assembly is

once again preoccupied \or'ith the question, and problems, of Namibia whose plight has

defied all possible solutions, That is because the South African regime refuses to

terminate its illegal and brutal occupation of Nalnibia and continues to deny the

Hamibian people their inalienable r i9ht to self-determination and national

independence. in total defiance and disregard of Uni ted Nations resolutions and

decisions ..

Determined to perpetrate its colonial occupation and domination despite

international outrage and condemnation. the racist regime intensified its apartheid

practices by increasing military and police repression to subjugate the Namibian

people and reduce them to a state where the apartheid r~gime will meet less

opposition when robbing and squandering the vast natural and mineral resources of

the Territory.

The South African r~gime. in an effort to secure its colonial domination over

Namibia, has endeavoured to achieve success in the establishment of the so-called

internal settlement policy in the Namibian Territory to circumvent the United

Nations plan for Namibian independence, and to isolate the South West Africa

People I S Organization (SWAPO) and install a puppet government tha t will pose no

threat or opposition to the apartheid system practised in the Territory. We were

gratified, however, to witness that the international community did not hesitate to

reject the so-called internal settlement policy and to declare it null and void.

The encroachment of South Africa's armed forces has not been limited to the

Namibian and South African territories, but has gone beyond th@se bordlus. 'rhe

South African r~gime. using Namibian Territory as a base for acts of ag9ro.lion
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aimed at political and economic destabilization and State terrorism against the

southern African region, waged war against the neighbouring sovereign and

independent front-line States so aato disrupt their political and socio-economic

fabric and prevent tnern from extending support to the courageous people of Namibia.

It is high tim,e that the international community denounced these acts of

aggression by South Africa and expressed its strong solidarity by extending

adequate moral and material support to the front-line States to enable them to

strengthen their defence capabilities against the repeated attacks by armed South

African forces.

The Namibian people; have always fought colonization and foreign domination

and made grea.t sacrifices and they will continue to resist with resolve the

exploitation of their land and the rapid depletion of their natural and mineral

resources by South Africa and other foreign economic interests.

We reaffirm our support for the legitimate struggle of the Namibian people

against such exploitation of their land by the racist regime, which, in

collaboration with foreign economic interests, is endangering the political,

economic and social welfare of the Namibian popUlation. We are very confident that

the Namibian people, guided by the wise leadership of SWAPO - their sole and

authentic representative - will continue to step up their heroic resistance in

their rightful struggle for self-determination and the aChievement of full

independence.
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gcWAro ,in its quest fo·rfreedom and national independence I has always tried

We cOl1'.mend SWAPO' s pat.ience and readiness to sign and observe la ce.as<rfire

agree~ent with South Afr ic·a within the context of Secur ity Council resolution

435 (1978) without precondition or further delay.

We are happy to commend the Security Council's recent decision, contained in

its resolution 601 (1987), a.uthorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange

a cease-fire between South Africa and SWAPO in order to undertake the

adminlstrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the

united Nations Transition Assistance Group.

We call upon the entire international cornmuni ty to give this decis ion a fair

chance to succeed and to extend full support to the Secretary-General in hig

endeavour to accomplish fruitful results in the important assignment entrust.ed t.o

him by the Security Council.

We reiterate our full support for Security Council resolution 435 (1978), for

we believe that it is the only one internationally accepted as a genuine basis for

a peacefUl settlement of the Namibian question. Any plan or strategy that deviates

from that of the United Nations Security Council will be incompatible with the

spirit of the plan and will only increase the intransigence of South Africa and

encourage it to persist further in denying to the Namibian people their right to

freedom and independence.

We believe that all efforts exerted in search of Cl political aolution of the

Namibian question should strive for Cl complete cease-fire followed by tht'l iIl:lltiediat@

and unconditional withdrawal of South Africals oocupying forces so ali1l to 12nablo the
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people of N~ibia to exercise their inalienable right to self-determination and

indep.enderlce, in accordance with General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of December

1960 and the United t~ationg plan for NaElibia as expressed in resolution 435 (1978).

It is really tragic to see the apartheid regime of South Africa defiantly

insisting on denying the Namibian people their right to self-determination and

independence, in spite of the countless resolutions ana. decisions adopt.ed by the

Dolted Nations in that regard. In these circumstances the only option open to the

international com&lumity in this body is to recommend to the Security Council the

adopt ion of the strongest actions as an effective means of persuading the apartheid

r6gime to conform to General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and

decil!.iion~ related to Namibia.

It is! high time that the Security Council, which has the primary

relilponl!libility for maintaining peace and security in southern Africa, shouldered

that responsibility by applying effective peaceful measures to ensure South

Africa'S compliance with the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations. The

international community is convinced that at this stage in the Namibian plight the

most effective and peaceful measure would be to adopt a decision imposing

compreheneive mandatory sanctions against South Africa as provided for under

Chapter VII of the Chatter.

In the meantime the Namibian people, in their heroic resistance against the

apartheid system and foreign domination, should be given the assistance they need

and deserve to counter South Africa's aggression and to enable them to carry on

their struggle, under the wise leadership of SWAPO, their sole, authentic

rapr ••entative, to gain genuine freedom and independence.

In conolusion I should like to congratulate the United Nations Council for

Namibia &!lnd itlil President, Ambassador Peter Zuze of Zambia, on the presentat1.on of

the compr~hen8ive annual report on the assessment of the Namibian situation. I am

pleased to commend their tireless efforts in effectively carrying out the Mandate
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fee t},l;& prOmJOt.ion of the Narnibian cause and to bring an end to the illegal

of N.~"Illibia by South Afr iea.

I'>I.!"., A¥lARl ('i'unisia) (interpretationfrorn .F'rench): Whereas froln the

etghte.enth to the beginning of the twentieth century the great colonial adventure

iced to the subjugation of a large part of the peoples of the world, the year

can be considered as that of the liberation of the peoples.

On 14 December 1960 the General Assembly, by its resolution 1514 (XV), aAQpted

.ithout dissent the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial

Countries and Peoples, The Declaration was historic because it proposed to aboliSh

colonialism once and for all and to liberate humanity from the scourges that it had

engendered. That instrument proclaims that all peoples have the right to

self-determination and that by virtue of this right they are free to choose their

poli tical status and path of economic, social and cultural development.

No one doubts that the United Nations has played a role of catalyst in this

struggle for decolonization and this is precisely what evokes in us today a fe€!ling

of profound frustration in the case of Namibia, the case of a people who have for

more than a century been struggling against foreign occupation and have long

anticipated becoming a free and independent country.*

If today we are to see triumph and apply internationally recognized principles

it is up to us also to take up the constant arrogant challenges launched against

our Organization by the South African regime. It is high time we did so. These

challenges, alas, do not date from today. In 1946, one year after the founding of

~e Organization of the United Nations, South Africa launched its [lrst

*Mr Wijewardane (Sri Lanka) , Vice-Presiaent, took the Chair.
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challenge in refusing to place Namibian territory, which in those days was called

South West Africa, under a trust,eeship regime as the General Assembly at its first

session advocated. In 1949 South Afr ica unilaterally declared null and void the

international l'iandate and refused, despite the opinion of the International Court

of Justice in 1950 confirming the validity of the Mandate, to give an account of

i te administration to our General Assembly, which hac expressly demanded it. Sillce

tha t ca te Pretor i a' 6 challenges have become constan t.

Exasperated by this policy of fait accompli practised by the South African

regime, the United Nations decided in 1966 officially to end the international

Mandate and deprived South Afr ica of all right to administer this Ten i tory.

Shouldering its full responsibilities, it decided through the intermediary of the

United Nations Council for Namibia, created SUbsequently, to undertake, itself, to

lead this Territory to independence.

South Africa replied to this decision by another refusal, a new challenge, and

the continuation of its presence, which had now become illegal, in Namibia.

To the decision of the Security Council, which through its resolution

276 (1970) confirmed the illegal character of the South African presence in

Namibia, and to the opinion of the International Court of Justice, which declared

in 1971

that South Africa

"is under obligation to withdraw its administration from Namibia immediately

and thus put an end to its occupation of the Territory",

PU.ltoria offered the same attitude of rejection and defiance.
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by tbe highest legsl authori't.y onquestians

irmed the decision af the General Assembly but:

had the obligation to recognhe the illegality of South

1'1\ the Territory andtlH!l inva.lidity of any aotions it might

or on behalf of , Namibia.

Fir,.re years later, in 1976, the Security Council unanimously adopted its

resolution 385 (1976), in which it reaffirmed the inalienable right of the Namibian

people to determine their own future and declared that it was

" rative that free elections under the supervision and control of the

United Nations be held for the whole of Namibia as one political entity".

(Security Council resolution 385 (1976), para. 7)

The elections decided upon by the Security Council in 1976 have not yet taken

0aca. Pretoria1s unanswered challenge gave way to doubts about the will and

~termination of the United Nations. The people of Namibia and all Africa were

pUZZled. There was a reply in 1978, in the form of a plan to settle the question

cl Namibia through negotiations, a plan set out in detail in Security Council

resolution 435 (1978).

The Namibian people had proved its determination and courage, and, through its

sole authentic representative, SWAPO, accepted the path offered to it to exercise

its right of self-determinat ion and to achieve independence through dialogue and

negotiation.

The implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), the result of

great effort, has not yet begun, nine years after its adoption. It had given rise

to hope for a peaceful negotiated settlement, yet that hope - difficult enough to

~intain - has gradually dissipated in the face of Pretoria's blatant arrogance and

renewed def iance.
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In spite of the Secretary-Ceneral' s efforts to find ways to hasten

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), the f<1embers of the United

~lations and the United t~ations bodies directly involved - specifically the Security

Council, the General l'.ssembly, the United Nations Council for Namibia and the

Special Committee on decolonization - the Namibian people, for which we reaffinl1

our admiration, has been unable thus far to realize its legitimate aspirations to

freedom, dignity and independence.

I take this opportunity to reaffirm Tunisia's solidarity with the heroic

struggle waged by the !>1amibian people led by its sole authentic representative,

SWAPO, and to assure that people that we shall support it unswervingly and firmly

until there is a free and united Namibia.

We Wi8h also to salute the members of the United Nations Council for Namibia

and its President, Ambassador Peter Zuze of Zambia. The Council and its President

d••• rve all our esteem, gratitude and support for the able and effective way in

which they have formulated and implemented their decisions and programmes in

fulfilling their mandate.

Since its creation in 1967 the United Nations Council for Namibia has played a

(eso]
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major role in making pUblic opinion aware of this problem and has helped increase

international support for the Namibian cause. That is why we should support it ana

its activitiesl it is not only the legal Administering Authority of the Territory,

but is also an effective body for ending South Africa's illegal presence in Namibia.

This Organization, to whose principles we are firmly devoted, must change its

approach, and make South Africa respect its reSOlutions, in particular Security

Council reu'lOlution 435 (1978), which, in our view, remains the sole valid basis for

a ju~t n@gotiated settlement of the Namibian question.
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we weJ:come tiu~ S'l!lCUl' ity Council I s adoption on 30 OCtober

of its 601 (1981), ~utboridn9 the S&creta.ry-Generalto proceed

arera;nge: a ceM~'l!l-fir e between South Afr iea and SlIUlO, in order to undertake the

pr8ct necessary for emplacement o'f 'the. United Nations 'T'ransition

That same/res,olutlon strongly condem,nsracist South. Afr iea for its

illegal occupationaf Namibia and its stubborn refusal to comply with the

resolutions and decisions of the Security Council, in particular its; rel1iolutions

385 (1916) and 435 (1978). We think that should South Aft: iea again refuse to

co-operar.e with the Secretary-General, effective measures under Chapter VII of the

Charter to preserve the territorial integrity of Namibia and the inalienable right

of its people to self-determination and independence should be taken. By resorting

to Chapter VII of the Charter, it may yet be possible to spare the peoples of

southern Africa the threat of a grave confrontation with unforeseeable consequences.

We are convinced that efforts taken by all with sincerity and conviction,

backed by law and by the obligations of our Organization, can enSure that Namibia

emerges from the long night of colonialism to become Cl full-fledged Member of the

United Nations, fully assuming its international responsibilities as a free,

sovereign and independent State. In that way we should fulfil our commitment to

the principles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations.

Mr. MAITHA (Kenya): I am grateful for this opportunity to address the

Assembly on the question of Namibia. The details of the question of the

independence of Namibia are all well known, and my delegation expects everyone in

this Hall to be fully familiar with them, particularly the undue delay in granting

independence to Namibia and the reasons why effective decisions on the right
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course of act.ion to be taken in the light of that delay have not been fruitfuL I

need not, therefore, recount here the details of the whole history of the struggle

for l~amibian independence.

Let me briefly state l however, that ever since South Africa obtained the

Mandate to administer 'Namibia the racist d:gime has been flouting the terms of the

111anl3],ate in an attempt to annex the Territory of Namibia. By its Mandate, South

Africa was first and foremost required to promote the political l economic, social

and educational advancement of the inhabitants of the Territory, to promote their

progres@ive development towards self-government or independence, to encourage

reliipect for human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to

race, sex, language or religion, and to ensure equal treatment in social, economic

and commercial matters.
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A look the situation that followed in that Territory over the years

to i1:l:iDrogatlbn of the Mandate in 1986 shows clearly Cl negation and a breach of

terms of the Mandate 1 with which t in the first place I South A.frica had had

intenti.on of com!plying.

Consequently ,upon the termination of SouthA.frica l S Mandate OVer Namibia,

protracted proceedings, the decision of the International Court of Justice and the

c'onfirmation by the Security Council of the illegality of South Africa's cant

presence in Namibia, the racist reg ime defiantly refused to evacuate the Territory

a.nd thereby prevented the United Nations from exercising its direct administration

of Namibia - an act which constitutes aggression against the people of Namibia arid

a flagrant defiance of the United Nations.

Here it should be recalled that the United Nations, after assuming direct

responsibility over Namibia, established the Council for Namibia with a mandate to

carry out the administration of Namibia On its behalf until the Territory had

achieved its independence. To date, the Council has been prevented by the racist

regime of South Africa from directly exercising its responsibility in Namibia and

for the affairs of the Namibian people.

Further, the efforts of the United Nations to persuade South Africa to comply

with the resolutions of the United Nations and the Security Council, particularly

Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), to which South Africa had

originally agreed, have been met with procrastination and prevarication at the

implementation stage. That has led to the present situation, whereby South Africa,

in total defiance and disregard of resolutions and decisions of the Security

Council and the General Assembly calling for the immediate independence of Namibia,

on the one hand still illegally occupies the Territory of Namibia, under its

colonial domination, while, on the other hand, it commits acts of aggression and.
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destabilizatioll against the neighbouring independent States, while the racist

regil'Ele, with brutal force, still prevents the people of Namibia from exercising

their inalienable right to self-determination.

In my delegation's view that is the picture and the posture that the racist

regime has taken all along, and it is alarming, disturbing, threatening and

violent. 'rhe situation could explode at any time in a manner that would

dangerolJsly escalate tensions, violence and instability throughout the whole

1I.frican region.

'fhe neighbouring States, particularly Angola and other front-line States, have

become constant victims of South Africa's unprovoked attacks and wanton

aggretJ:sion. Kenya condemns the aggression and attacks against South Africa's

neighbouring States, as well as the utilization of Namibia as a springboard for

military attacks and destabilization in the region. We see such attacks and

destabilization carried out by South Africa as attempts by that regime to create

the pretext under which it argues internationally the cause of the delay in the

imph~mentation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We declare that

reasoning irrelevant and extraneous.

On 30 October 1987, the Security Council boldly adopted resolution

601 (1987). Kenya supports the adoption of that resolution, for we have been

calling for the adoption of such a resolution by the Council. We have supported

such a course of action, because we totally agree with the reports of the

Secretary-General, particularly when he reported to the Security Council (S/18767

of 31 March and 5/19234 of 27 October), that all outstanding issues relevant to the

implementation of resolution 435 (1971:1) had now been resolved. A new Security

Council reSOlution was therefore required to initiate the implementation of

resolution 435 (1978).
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proc~d to arrange Si cease-fire between South Africa and the South west Afric·a

P'E?oplels Organ.i~ation (SWAPO) in order to underta:k:e the administrative and other

practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the tlnited Nations Transition

A\'!lsista.nce Group (UNTAG).

At this stage, let me express Kenya's appreciation for the stand all along

taken by SWAPO with regard to the. cease-fire, and express the hopti: that the raci~t

regime will agree to sign, comply with and observe a cease-fire arrangement to

enable the United Nations Transition Assistance Group to carry out its duties and

fulfil its responsibilities.

In conclusion, let me take this opportunity to express. Kenya's unwaivering,

committed support with regard to the struggle for Namibian independence. Pending

an acceptable response by South Africa to Security Council resolution 601 (IY87)

and the actual cease-fire and emplacement of UNTAG, the position of Kenya with

regard to the question of Namibia remains unchanged. Kenya will continue to

support SWAPO, both bilaterally and within the regional arrangements already

established, and, similarly, in the international efforts to free the people of

Namibia from the illegal racist occupation. We remain anxious to receive the

report of the Secretary-General requested by the Security Council in resolution

601 (1987) on progress in the implementation of that resolution.

Last, but not least, I take this opportunity to thank the United Natl.ons

Council for Namibia and the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
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Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial

Countries and Peoples for their illuminating reports sUbmitted to the General

Mr. ADOUKI (COngo; (int.erpretation from French): On 27 October 1966, as

is kno<....n, the General Assembly terminated South Africa" s Mandate over Namibia. The

A8liSembly then placed that Territory under the direct responsibility of the United

Nations. The establishment the following year of the United Nations Council for

Namibia, as the Administering Authority for tne Territory on behalf of the

Assembly, confirmed the will of the international community to guarantee the

immediate independence of the Namibian people, under the leader ship of the South

wemt Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) its only representative. That vital

decision, which was particular to Namibia, also strengthened an important spectrum

of malH!H.lI:<!S and instruments created, one after another, by the international

organization with a view to ensur ing the freedom of the noo""1'self-governing

Ten itoriea.
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In with the 'I'erritory of Namibia,

tbe blocked fill.'!plementation of General Assembly resolution ISH (XV) or

particular, the relevant resolutions the Security Council,

reaolut.iol'l 435 (l978), and eVen 0·£ the decisions taken by the United

Cotlncil for Namibia, lea.ves one perplexed.

Namibia remains the last genuinely colonial territory left On

continent. This situation ofrarepolit.ical and diplomatic ineptitude

the continued illegal occupation of Namibia by the South African apar\:;,h~id

even though the Territory is under the direct responsibility of the United

Nations. The Secretary-General, in his report 5/19234 dated 27 October '7

concerning the question of Namibia, stressed that in connection with 'the United

Nations plan contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978) pending que~tion8

had been settled in November 1985 when an agreement was reached on the choice of an

electoral system.

The developments concerning the situation in the Territory are primarily the

result of blind violence and oppression, in addition to the illegal occupation that

is turning the international Territory of Namibia into an immense barracks l

militarizing the entire Namibian society and justifying martial law, strict

censorship of the press and invasion by South African troops.

My purpose is not to dwell on this situation which has been fully analysed in

the reports which are now available and which deal also with the terrifying

acquiescence that supports the fierce exploitation of Namibia by foreign economic

interests. It would in fact be beneficial to consult the excellent reporte of the

Special Committee, of September 1987, and of the United Nations Council for

Ihlllibia, as well as the equally excellent and complete report of the

Secretary-General concerning the implementation of Security Council resolutionEil 435

(1978) and 439 (1978). Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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immediate independence of Namibia. In this context we greatly appreciate the

same spirit, the Congo supported in the Security Council the measures laid down in

re.olution 601 (1987). No doubt the cease-fire and the deployment of the United

initiatives to implement the peace plan Set out in resolution 435 (1978). In the

was elaborated here by the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Co-operation of the

My country1s position on the question of immediate independence for Namibia

Hence, South Africa has unleashed apartheid and racist imperialism dedioated

Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) depend on South Africa and SWAPO, the

Congo scarcely a month ago, on behalf of President Denis Sassou-Nguesso. My

leadersip of SWAPO, and also supports the United Nations peace plan for the

Taking duly into account all past forums, and following the ministerial

rise up a~ a united, free and independent State.

enabll!l the historically sovereign Namibian people to exercise their right to

601e, authentic representative of the Namibian people.

self-determination and independence. When apartheid is brought down, Namibia will

the adoption of Security Council resolution 601 (1987), it is extremely urgent to

und€u: the leadership of the South west Air iea People I s Organization (SWAPO), and

celebration of the Week of International Solidarity with the People of Namibia,

define a concerted strategy to compel South Africa to withdraw from Namibia and to

meeting of the United Nations Council for Namibia on 2 October, the recent

international Territory of Namibia and destabilizing the States of the southern

sub-region of Africa.

not only to oppressing the l'3ajority of its people but also to colonizing the

FMB/39
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fl,clted with sat isfac t ion that <>war'LI

an,d COC,o-operate withreadiness to fulfil its

in the implementati;Pt'l oft:esolution 601 (lSHI1 } and th\'l 'Ufll;;l.'J;;,\\lU

Nattionspeace plan. The other side" through its arroglltnt policies

oontinues to invoke ground,less arguments and to defend; inter alia; the poli,ejl' of

linkage of the ImmedIate iindiepenoenoe, of NaIl~ibia 'Ioi'lth the withdrawal of CUban

troops fro,m Angola. As the international communi t.y> Knows, , the Secur iCy CO\lncil

stated that the question of Cuban troops in Angola is completely extraneQl;liil to

implementation of resolution 435 (1978). Therefore this question must no"ti'in any

way be used ,as a pre-condition in the process leading to immediate indepena~nce for

Namibia. The Congo condemns any delaying tactic with regard to independ€lno~ for

Namibia and rej ects the policy of linkage and any other policy of so-ca11l1ld

constructive engagement.

The international community must stand in opposition to South Africa and

vigorously condemn its policy of apartheid and illegal occupation of Namibia.
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The international c~unity must, lastly, demandthatJ.any.poi.itical solution

in t~a:mibia be based on the cessation of the colonial, illegal occupation OL the

Territory by South Africa, the withdrawal of South Afr·ican armed forces and,> of

courBe, the exerci&e by the Namibian people of their right t.o seli-determination

and inrlependence.

In conclusion, I pay a tribut.e to the United Nations Council for Namibia for

the remarkable work it does despite the obvious obstacles.

Mr.LEGWAILA (Botswana): On Friday of last week the Security Council

en<;1ed a debate on Namj.bia whope sole purpose was the adoption of a simple and

~traightforward resolution setting in motion the process of implementing Security

Counci.l resolution 435 (1978). The resolution was adopted by 14 votes, with one

unfortunate abstention. 'l'he implemention of the United Nations plan enshrined ine

that resolution has thus been triggered.

So this debate, taking place as it does so soon after that historic decision

by the Security Council, may turn out to be redundant. My delegation has no reason

to imagine that the Security Council adopted resolution 601 (1987) with the

intention of letting it rot in the files, either as a victim of cynicism or as a

ho.tage to impertinence. We believe, as we said in our statement in the Council

last week, that the Council can carry out its decisions because it has· the

capacity, enshrined in the Charter" to do so. We therefore have to assume in good

faith that Security Council resolution 601 (1987) was adopted with serious,

action-oriented intent on the part of the Council.

Indeed, we expect nothing less from the CounciL It has always been

understood that, OnC8 everything, every issue, relevant to Security Council

resolution 435 (1978) has been successfully negotiated and agreement on it reached

between the parties concerned, implementation of the United Nations plan should

become a mere formality. An agreement was reached in November 1985 with the
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1~l1g-·a1i<l,aj.te,O acceptanoe by South A£rica

OOil~~:IJ:C't of elections in Namibia~ Ti:le adoption by the Security Council

li1lst' to give the Secretary~Genera,l the authority to implement Soour ityCQunclil

!€solution 435 (1978).

But are we justified in our expectation that the Security Councilwtllinsist

on the implementation of Security Council resolution 601 (1987) to trigger the

implemcentation of resolution 435 (1978)1 Have we not seen the Council adopt

!!IOO'}entous decisions in the past only to watch them defied to death with impunity by

the culprits? Is the fact that there was an abstention in the voting not

sufficient evidence of the inevitable doom the fledgling resolution 601 (1987) is

likely to face? These are pertinent question, but, not having the gift of insight l

suggest we leave them for future historians to answer.

Meantime, this debate must proceed as if nothiny had happened last week. We

have been hoodwinked before. The people of Namibia's hopes have been raised to

lofty heights many times before only to be dashed. Opinions of the International

~urt of Justice, numerous resolutions of the General Assembly and several

decisions of the Security Council are lying comatose in the bulging archives or

this wonderful Organization.

Therefore, we cannot afford to relent in our determinatlon to put an end to

the needless carnage in Namibia, and we are duty-bound to keep the world mindful of

the fact that a mechanism for ending that carnage in Namibia has been in place over

the past nine years. The world has the right to know why this mechanhm, carrying

as it does the stamp of international acceptability and authority, has virtually

oocome a dead letter.
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The United liations plan for the independence of Namibia means a great decal to

us and to the people of Namibia. It means a great deal to the South West Africa

People' 3 Organization (SWA.PO), the front-line States and the continent of Africa~"

lUne years ago we welcomed the adoption of Security Council resolution 435 {l978)

as a historic breakthrough in the search for peace in our region, not only in

~lamibia. We proceeded in good faith to nurture the resolution and the peace plan

it enBhrined to w.aturity. We did so with tender loving care. We bent over

backwards to accommodate all manner of manoeuvres and machinations employed by

South Africa to twist and deform the United Nations plan to suit its vile

purposes. We sincerely and faithfully participated in a charade called the

Prl!rlmplementation r4eeting in Geneva in 1981, because we genuinely believed that

the other side was sincere in its intentions and was finally ready to proceed with

the implementation of the United Nations plan. In July and August 1982 we gathere<

at the Canadian mission to go through yet another negotiating process, which turn~

out to be nothing more than a barely audible shuffling of feet masquerading as

progref:1l5.

There cannot, therefore, be any doubt as to our commitment to the

implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia, if we can go through all

continued bloodshed in Namibia and the general absence of peace in southern

freedom and tyranny in Namibia. That is why we want those that are placing

impediments in the way of its implementation seriously to consider the import of

To us, the planthese futile processes in order to promote its implementation.

their action. Wlll want them to know that we hold tllem squarely responsibl.e for the

the destabilization of our sub-continent, while claiming piously to harbour good

Africa. History will remember them as haVing taken an active and conscious part i

represents the difference between peace and war, between life and death and betweel

intentions towards the people of the region.
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U978} is its resolution and it is the Council 1 s responsibility to lJaplEllnElot

it - or demand its implementation by all the parties concerned. SWA.PO is ready to

~rticipate in its implement-ion r it:i,s ready to agree to a cease-fire. And hElr-e

aOO now we issue the same challenge with the salne sense of urgency to the

Msembly. We challenge the Assembly to face its own moment of truth r because we

believe that too much is at stake in southern Africa. At least with regard to

~laJillibia t.here is a blueprint for peaceful change in place. It is not as if we were

still groping in the dark for a mechanism by dint of which we could respond to the

cries of the people of Namibia for freedom and independence. The mechanism is in

place.
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What is the Assembly going to do about the Security Coun.cil's seemingly

permanent state of paralysis? Or are we als,o sufferinq from a paralysis of our

own? The Security Council is paralysed by the intransigence of a tiny minority of

its members which have taken upon themselves the invidious responsibility of acti~

tiS Pretoria t s apologists. But what about the General Assembly? Are the painful

facts pertaining to the situation in southern Africa not clear enough? Is there

any confusion lU'I to the real import of the linking of Namibia's independence to the

presence of Cuban troops in the People's Republic of Angola? Have we not been tol{

on aeveral occasions, and in no uncertain terms, that the linking of Namibia's

independence to the irrelevant issue of Cuban troops in Angola is designed to

address south Africa's security concerns?

The fact is that the linkage can in no way be said to contain benefits for tb

rest of UB in southern Africa. On the contrary, it has caused us a lot of pain.

It has cost thousands of lives in Namibia and Angola by delaying the implementatio

of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). Cuban troops in Angola pose no securit

threat to the front-line States, let alone to South Afr ica, and even less to

Namibia. Those Cubans are in Angola to help defend that front-line State against

South African aggression, whiCh dates back to 1975. They have never set foot on

Namibian or South African soil, or anywhere else near there, and it is not their

ambition to do so, to provoke a conflagration in our region. So what security

concerns does South Africa have that are so important, so vital, that they are

worth the sacrifice of the innocent lives of many Namibians and Angolans?

The reality is different. In reality, it is the majority-ruled States of

southern Africa, the front-line States and others, whose security concerns ought

be addressed very seriously. And the whole world knows the genesis of these
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us perpetually insecure. Inoontradistinction to our insecurity,

s'ovut.l1ern Africa, is :much more secure by far. And its security cannot,

q~opolit:kally speaking, in any case, be threatened by the presence of Cubans in

Angola, nor can that of Namibia.

So the question we must ask is what South African security concerns the

lin·kage is supposed to address. Are we not talking here about the security

concerns of a white minority in South Africa, whose colour and longevity in power

are perceived to be of such vi tal interest to the West that its safeguarding is

considered important enough to call for human sacrifice, the sacrifice of the lives

of Angolans, Zambians, Zimbabweans, Batswana and Namibians? Is the linkage Cl

not-50-subtle way of preferring the continuation of the status quo, of apartheid in

South Africa and illegality in Namibia to allowing the communist phantom to run

riot in southern Afr ica?

Why is there the stubborn determination by the linkers to persist on a course

which is bound to plunge our region into a bloody conflict? Why? Why is there the

stubborn determination by the proponents of the linkage to continue to team up with

the bandits of UNITA and South Africa to destabilize the front-line State of Angola

to death, in addition to denying the people of Namibia their right to

sp-lf-determination?

We are not accusing anybody of anything. We recognize the blinding power of

ideological prejudices and man's capacity for evil deeds. Indeed, there i~ an

wEul lot that is evil in apartheid, in the continued denial of the right of

self-determination to the people of Namibia through the stubborn insistence on the

incomprehensible linking of their exercise of that right to irrelevant issues.
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The Assembly must insist on the implementation of Security Council reso.lutiQ:l)

435 (1978) without delay now that the enabling resolution, Security Council

resolution 601 (l9B7), has been adopted. If the Security Council fails to en

its will, owing to the paralysis I referred to earlier, the General Assembly shou.ld

find ways of putting pressure on the Council to live up to its responsibilities

under the Charter. The Assembly should also consider taking the law into its own

hands, so to spea.k, if nothing else helps. It is high time we considered uniting

for peace and sanity in southern Afr ica, if the Secur ity Council is unwilling or

unable to do so.

Mc. KABANDA (Rwanda) (interpretation from French): It is now 21 years

since the General Assembly took its historic decision to deprive South Africa of

it£> l-landate over South West Africa. The adoption on 27 October 1966 of resolution

2145 (XXI) meant the end of a conflict between the League of Nations and the South

African rigime over South West Africa, a Territory that Pretoria wanted to annex,

pure and simple. In other words, the stubbornness of the South African authorities

i~ not new, but today that stubbornness has been transformed into open contempt

for, even provocation of, the United Nations. I dare to think that the

Or~anization still has the necessary political and moral power to put an end to

that attitude.

Twenty-one years after the withdrawal of the Mandate over South West Africa

entrusted to South Africa, we should individually and collectively examine our

consciences in depth and learn the necessary lessons.

It ha. been said here - and I do not dispute it - that the parties co the

conflict are the Government of South Africa and thJii\ people of Namibia. Yes, one

party is the Government of South Africa, which persists in its illegal occupation,

and another is the Namibian people, which is defending its legitimate rights. But
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What will the outc.om:e of this conflict be? What future are we reserving to

the people of Namibia now Buffering under an unjust rule? What about the future

relation:s between the Namibian people aspiring to their liberation and their

current oppressors? How long will the acts of terrorism and destabilization beiR9

carried out by the Pretoria regi.me against its neighbours last? For how long must

we still tolerate Cl re<jime that deliberately acts outside the law? Such are the

qu.estions the Organization and each of its Members must answer.

In my delegation's opinion the problem of Namibia has four closely

interrelated aspects. First, both in its essence and in its external

trllmifemtations it is a colonial problem, with all that implies in exploitation and

humiliation. Namibia is being overexploited and pillaged for the benefit of a

uBurping regime. Its people are victimized and bent beneath the yoke of a rule in

which they have had no choice.

The second aspect of this painful reality - and I need not dwell upon it since

we all know it only too well - is that the colonialist imposes his own law upon the

people he colonizes. The law that prevails in South Africa and the law in effect

in Namibia is apartheid. The apartheid regime, which lies at the root of the ills

afflicting the blacks of South Africa, has been called many things: the negation

of all values, absolute evil and so on. The apartheid regime is also in effect in

Namibia. As a simple illustration, I need only quote at random a passage from the

report of the United Nations Council for Namibia:

"The black majority, which comprises approximately 95 per cent of the

population of the Territory, has been herded, Oh a tribal basis, into 10

non-continguous 'homelands' spread OVer the most barren regions of Namibia.

Secondly, mining concessions have been granted to numerous South African and

other foreign economic interests, enabling them to exploit the Territory's

extensive mineral resources." (A/42/24 (Part I), para. 384)
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alSp~t oJ the problem Of Namibia is the geopol,it,ic'(i). aspect.

certain countr ias are malting heroic ,efforts

ir.aimlissibleacts being carried out against the people of Namibia and agains

9'c~erei,gntyand territorial integr ity of the countr iea of southe~rn Africa. The,

of the Territory of Namibia as a springboard for acts of aggleession and

dJestabilization is to be condemned, and we condemn it here today, as we have

~ the past. It is as worthy of condemnation as are the acts of aggression

themselves. We have condemned so-called linkage as Cl diversionary tactic to focus

attention away from the machinations against peace and justice in the southern part

of the African continent. I wonder on what legal, political or moral basis a State

can allOw itself to violate the sovereignty and territorial integrity of another

stateJ on what logical principle can a State impose its own law and view of the

world on another State?

The fourth aspect of the Namibian problem consists in the outside influences

iliat are also obstructing the implementation of Security Council reSOlution 435

(1978) •

In 1981, as members of the Bureau of the Organization of African Unity (GAD),

~anda was a member of a commission entrusted by the OAU with visiting the

~untries members of the contact group - which has had its day, let it now be

said. In certain capitals we were told that the independence of Namibia could be

f~ilitated if only measures were adopted to create or strengthen confidence - in

other words, guarantees. We asked for clarifications with regard to such meaBure~,

~t the replies we were given were, to say the least, vague. We did not insiBt,

because we could See beyond the words to their true intent.
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today, it is our turn to ask questions. What could better inspire confidence

than the accept.ance by the people of Namibia, as express<ed through the voice of>!!:!;.,

Bouth West Africa People' g organization (SWAPO), of the United Nations settlemen't

plan una,er Secudty Council resolutions 385 (l976) and 435 (l978)? What could

better inspire confidence than SWAPO's constantly reaffirmed readiness to lay do'wn

its arms in a cease-fire operation and to participate with the South African

Government - even though it is a Government of illegal occupation - in negot.iation!

on. ways of implementing Security Council resolution 435 (l978)? Finally, what

could better in5pire confidence than the assurances given by the United Nations ane

If{lupported by the international community that an independent Namibia will be

governed by 1:1 democratic constitution that ensures respect for the rights of all

citizens and the legitimate interests of foreigners in the country? We believe

that the guarantees so keenly sought by South Africa and thOse concerned about the

future of their nationals in the Territory have already been given, unless words

have really lost their meaning.

On the other hand, what could be more likely to undermine confidence than the

actions of South Africa, such as the attempt to amputate such parts of Namibian

territory as Walvis Bay and various islands? What could be more likely to

undermine confidence than the continued systematic exploitation and pillaging of

Namibia's natural resources, in contempt of Decree No.l of the United Nations

Council for Namibia, a Decree designed to preserve the Territory's natural

resources?
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~.at could be more likely to undermine confidence than the forcible enrolmel'\t of

citizens between the ages of 11 and 55 in the army of occupation, 60 that

br~:)Jt:ihve[5 are carrying out repression against brothers, or the attel'llpt to organi~e

elections in Nam.ibia before a unilateral proclamation of independence which would

be the prelude to a civil confrontation in Na.mibia? What is more likely to

undermine cant idence than the installation in Windhoek I on 17 June 1985, of an

inter im government composed entirely of hirelings in the pay of Pretoria, or the

permanent state of emergency in that Territory? I have spoken earlier about the

n~erous acts of subversion and destabilization against the front-line States.

I have mentioned only some of the facts that amply demonstrate the bad faith

of the Pretoria Government and that should provide food for thought for those who

!!lay be convinced to the contrary.

Earlier I mentioned Decree No. 1 of the United Nations Council for Namibia,

and in this connection I should like to repeat my delegation's view as expressed

here last year. Namibia's naturat resources, mineral and other, cannot be the

~ject of exppropriation and thoughtless exploitation. Several delegations have

said that, and it is the truth. In other words, those engaged in suct'\ operations

on the spot should, at the risk of being subjected to prosecution, abide by the

rules by seeking registration with the United Nations Council for Namibia, which

could make operating licences available to them. I want to issue this warning to

them; if they refuse to listen, history will deal with them.

Let me now urge the international co~munity to do something for the refugees

fr011l Namibia - and also from South Afr ica, for they are all v ietirns of the :'5ame

policy. Certainly a great deal of generosity has been shown these refugees,

partiCUlarly those who have been welcomed by the front-l ine countries, who~e

~onomies are at present suffering, for reasons with which we are all familiar.

However, when speak ing of re fugees I am think ing also of the young people who have
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to pursue their educations. I should like to associate my delegation with those

who have expressed thanks: on behalf of those refugees.

This is the time and place to pay a tribute to the intergovernmental and

non-governmental organizations and, in particular, to those States which have

contributed or will contribute in the future to the solidarity fund for southern

Afr tea. Rwanda will not fail in its duty of solidarity, even though its own

resources are extremely limited.

1 reaffirm my Government's total support for SWAPO in its just struggle for

the independence of Namibia. We should like also to offer words of encouragement h

to the United Nations Council for Namibia and express the hope that it will Soon be g

able to meet inside the Ter r i tory i tsel£. h

In concluding, I feel that I have not said everything there is to say about r a
r

Namibia, for no one could say everything about the Territory. The problem is still

a difficult one, and the last word will and should be spoKen by the people of

Namibia itself.

Mr. NIYUNG~KO (Burundi) (interpretation from French): Addressing the

question of Namibia in the gene~al debate on 8 October the head of my delegation to

the forty-second session of the General Assembly said the following:

"We regard the tragic and anachronistic situation of the Namibian people as a

thorn in the flesh of the people of Africa, an insult to the United Nations

Council for Namibia, a challenge to the Security Council and a cause of shame

to the United Nations." (A/42/PV.31, p. 83)

That assessment is in no way exaggerated; quite the reverse. Indeed, when one

hears or reads the statements of many of the delegations which have spoken on the

que~tion of Namibia, One feels that many are making an effort to control their

anger and their emotions. 'rnose delegations experience such anguish because they

reel so deeply the effects of South African colonialism and apartheid installed in

Namibia by the racist South African r'gime. My delegation is one such.
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'r'hce lJni.ted Nations Council for Nami.bia is the only le<jal authority recognHted

the cow.l1lJllllnity as the Ao,,,inistering Authority of the 'rerritory of

It was so appointed 20 years 8'90 through General Assembly resolution

• 'adopted on l2May 1967. However, South Africa has refused to allow it

any access to Namibian berritory. On the contrary, it has substitut:(;Jld its(;Jllf for

the CounciL It has installed its administration, and its army of more than

HHi,OOO men. It has enacted its apartheid laws there and set about organizing the

political life in the image of that practised within its own borders, tnat is, the

heinous system of apartheid. It believes that what is good for Pretoria lllhould b~

good for Windhoek, because it regards Namibia as one of its provinces. We, who

have always unambiguously condemned the policy of apartheid in South Afr iea, cannot

accept it in Namibia. We reject it totally.
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occasions it adopted resolutions consistent with history. In resolution 2£4 (1969) -

it recognized that south Africa's continued presence in Namibia was illegal. In

resolution 269 (1969) it called upon SO'Jth Africa to withdraw its administration

from the Territory. It approved the plan for the independence of Namibia, in

resolution 435 {1978} of 29 September 1978. But nothing happened. It has just

taken another step in the right direction by adopting l on 30 October last,

resolution 601 (198?), in which it authorizes the Secretary-General to proceed to

ar:r:ange a c·ease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's

Organization (SWAPO) in order to undertake administrative and other practical steps

neC€!il!iary for: the emplacement of the United Nations Tr:ansition Assistance Group.

w. know that the highest official of our Organization - to whom we pay a

tribute for: his courage and dedication - will spare no effort in carrying out his

mi•• ion. But we are already wondering what kind of linkage will be placed in his

path.

We for our part urge all those who have the means and the possibility of

helping the Secretary-General in carrying out his mission to give him their

assistance. If South Africa refuses to co-operate with our emissary, we r:ecommend

that the Security Council meet and adopt comprehensive mandatory economic sanctions

against that country, in accordance with Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

The General Assembly - the most important body of our: Organization - since it

set the tone by terminating South Africa's Mandate over Namibia in resolution

2145 (XXI) of 27 October 1966, has adopted r:esolution after resolution demanding

Namibia's independ.nclE!. But today, 21 years later:, we are still at an impasse.

The International Court of Justice, to which the question was submitted,

rendered on advisor:y opinion unequivocally stating that South Africa should

withdraw its administration from Namibia immediately and put an end to its

ocoupation.
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llrTtq 'iliil.l take, but one thing sure: that indel?enCl~nee will COllie

will ccm~ because SWAPO bias decided to it, weapons ~ It

because thJe blood 0.£ .the not b€lEW shed in will come becauSe

the present and future generations in South Africa and "·a..lU-I>!I.,'."''''''.

this injustice. It wi.11 come, finally, because it is conS ... il:i.\,.O:::H\,.

u.ot toltu:ate

with history.

When that day does come, there will be many who will .rush to embraOE:} and

congratulate the courageous SWAPO combatants. Both the true an.d the fals12

friends - no one will miss the rendezvous. But, just as will happen on th.e Day of

of Judgement, everyone will get what he deserves. What we have said or refused to

say, the votes we have cast or refused to cast, the assistance we have provided or

refused to provide: all that will be placed on either the debit or the credit side

of our States.

The Secretary-General of our Organization, in whom we have complete

confidence, reported to us two years ago that the conditions had been met for the

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which established the

plan for the independence of Namibia. Reference to the presence of Cuban troops in

Angola, known as "linkage", was not taken into consideration, because that

element - which did exist when resolution 435 (1978) was adopted - had not been

raised. Moreover, it was subsequently rejected by the Security Council in its

•",JSllS'J&.l:lJJojl.:; 93~.L jJjPi'} "' ... 010 2~u~.!,l9!:1S.t-,J-3 J3 3 .~ .. .1l\9s.tL.kll)p_ puj:" tbiJ;;>, ~.mIJTlent forward know

that it is fallacious; but they continue to cling to it because it S€l[VliHll I!lIiJ a

~etext for them to interfere in the internal affairs of other .overeign,

independen t Sta te s .
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The Pretoria leaders know that by themselves they are incapable of resisting

the international c~tmityls pressure. They are aware that they cannot for long

lil1laintain the apartheid system and their occupation of Namibia without the support

of their powerful protectors.

We should express our point of v iew clearly to them - and not only by voting

in favour of resolutions submitted by the United Nations Council for NamibiaJ we

also have the duty to come to this rostrum - all of us I if possible - and tell them

that we are frustrated and our self-respect is affected when we see our brothers

and siaters in Na.mibia bowed under the yoke of apartheid.

Until the Namibian people regain their inalienable and inviolable rights, we

call upon the international community to remain mobilized in order to provide all

the nece.sBary material, diplomatic and political assistance to SWAPO, their sole

and authentic representative. That is the only way to reduce the imbalance in the

relationships of force - because that is really what is at stake.

Our most cherished wish is to see Namibia free, independent and sovereign.

Mr. KIBEDI (Uganda): When he addressed the General Assembly on

21 October 1987, my Head of State expressed my delegation1s congratulations to the

Pre6ident of the Assembly on his election to that lofty office. As this is my

first statement in the Assembly at this session, allow me the indulgence of

expressing to him how happy I am to see him presiding over our deliberations. It

is particularly opportune that this debate is taking place under his guidance, as

his country has taken a principled and unequivocal stand on the decolonization

I wi$h to take this opportunity to congratulate Ambassador Reed on his

appointment as Under-Secretary-General in charge of General Assembly Affairs. He

is very well suited to the heavy responsibilities of his new office, and he can

count on our full support. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Pelez deCueH.ar, 'who has exerted at supreme effort to achlel/e

and has continued to press for ways and means of iYi1\plementing r"'QV.£.,UI..;1.,"I\I

The unresolved problem of Namibia remains one of the gravest challenges

:lPl:le'E!a to a large extent an embarrassing challenge - to the international

cOl_qnit.y, and specifically the Unit.ed Nations, which has a unique responsibillty

for Namibia. The United Nations Charter and General Assembly resolution

expressly provide that self-determination and independence are the inalienable

right of all countries and all peoples.
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The illegal occupation of Nalllibia by south Africa and the obstacles it has

placed in the way of the lYiamibian people realizing their inalienable right to

g ..elf-determin.atioo and independence is clearly a violation of the Charter of the

United Nations, as well as a breach of the principles of international law.

In line with t.~e a;g;pirations of the international community, the United

Nations has passed several resolutions to accelerate the independence of Namibia.

The Genar a1 A59,e001y terminated South Africa's mandate aver Namibia in 1966, a

decision which was confirmed by the Secur ity Council in 1969. In an adv isory

opinion, the International Court of Justice supported that position and spelt out

the obligiations of all Member States to put an end to this illegality. The

unequivocal decisions of the three major organs of the United Nations have clearly

invalidated each single pretext hatched and used by South Africa and its allies to

per pe tua te the i lleg a1 occu pa tion.

The plight of the Namibian people is an affront to our sense of justice, and

to the collective consciousness of the in terna tional community. We have continued

to witness the suffering of millions who are fighting for human dignity and justice

ara the Pretoria regime ruthlessly pursues its twin policies of apartheid and

colonial occupation of Namibia, in defiance of the resolutions of the General

A.slilembly and of the Secudty Coune i1.

Security Council resolution 435 (1978) provides a viable, realistic and just

basis for solving the Namibian problem. It reflects the Namibian peoples' desire

freely to exercise their right to self-determination. The plan entails a

CEH'ise-fire, the withdrawal of colonial troops under the supervision of the united

Nifltionlll IMd thlt! achievement of independence through free and fair elections. It is

the only v iable way of reaching an in terna tionally recogn ized peaceful solu tion in

Namibia. RegrGlttably, thGl implementation of the plan continues to elude us.
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The Secretarry-General reiterated that view in his most recent report:

" •.. successive attempts in recent years to finalize arrangements for the

emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in

Namibia, in order to commence the implementation of the United Nations plan,

have been blocked by South Africa's insistence on the linkage pre-condition".

(~lr.i\ibedif Qgand.a)

Jit~'$Ol.~t:ion 435 (1918) and the Uni ted Nations plan for the indepel1dence of

I'~ibia 'Were a,oopted way back in 1918. They were accepted by all parties and tJ;ose

_0 'Oi1ette involved in th'e negot.iations. that is, South Afric<!r the SOuthWest Africa

e~s Org:anhation (SWAm), the Western Contact Group and the frbnt-line States

"~' behalf of Africa. Aswe<all lmO'"", resolution<B5{1918} and the united Nations

would have been implemented a long time ago had it not been for South Arr ica 'l'1l

obstructions. All ou tstanding issues rega.rding the implemen ta tion of the Uni ted

Ii,ations plan have been solved. The stalemate continues because of the insistence

of South Afrrica on linking Namibian independence to the withdrawal of Cuban troopS

fCOt11i Angola, a condition never contemplated in the united Nations plem.

Last year in his rreport the Secretary-General stated:

"All the conditions for implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia

laid down by the Security Council have been met .•.. Yet, Namibia is still

un jus tly den ied the r igh t of self-de termination because of illegal

perpetuation of control by South A.frica, which continues to insist on the

(A/ill/l ,extraneous linkage to the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola".

(s/19234, para. 25)

The stand of Uganda on this issue is clear and unequivocal. The prl\l!'lemcl1l of

Cuban troops in Angola is a bilateral arrangement legitimately entered into in

accordance with Article 51 of the United Nations Charter. We reject linkage, and

any attempt to view the liberation struggle in southern Africa in the context of
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East and West r 1va1r]1 1.8a1130 rejected. We believe it is illegal and reprehensible

to bold a people's freedom ho!stage to the selfish strategic interests of any

outside Powers. It is to us a matter of deep regret that, ra ther than cl irecting

the pressure.s and sih'1ctions 00 SOuth Afr iea, inordinate efforts ar e made by a

permanent member of the Security Council on Angola wi th regard to the wi thdrawa1 of

Cuban troops. In our view, this is a transparent attempt to put the victim in the

oock and have the aggressor masquerade as the one who is aggrieved. Those who are

vociferous in supper Hng or prompting South Afr ica in that stance must be reminded

that South African troops have maintained a permanent presence in southern 1Ingo),.a

!!lince 1982. As we deliberate in this forum, South African troops are in combat in

Angola fighting alongside their renegade surrogates to destabilize the legitimate

Goviitrnment of Angola.

The Fretor ia r"gime has seen linkage as a conven ient cover to delay the

independence of Namibia and to manipulate an internal settlement. Those who

prompted South Africa to insist on linkage have a duty to prompt it to delink it.

South Africa will USe every trick to retain Namibia by all available means.

It if1l intent on having an internal settlement to forestall SWAPO's victory at the

polls. In 1985, it set up an interim government of handpicked puppets - the

so-called in bernal par ties. ! n an attempt to con sol ida te the so-called in ter im

government, the racist regime increased the suppression of SWAPO, increased

arrestl1l, the bombings of schools and the arrest of innocent people. Plans are in

hand at the moment for these puppets to be given sham independence just like the

have been stepped up in drafting a so-called constitution and planning so-called

local Ellection@. Any such moves must be strongly rejected by the international

community, as they would clearly be illegal. At the same time, armed invasion and

acts of subversion against the front-line States have been stepped up.
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'African cOl1otries:''Angola and

Acoord.ing to the 'rheGuardian, t:i paper pUblished in London, of

5 October 1987, the racist Defence Minister, General Magnus Malan, confirmed that:

I'liSouth African security forces were fighting in Angola 00 the side of UNlTA

rebels bat.tling to contain an offensive by 1\ng01an Gov@,rnment forces.

"General Malan's acknowledgement came in the wake of reports that SOut.h

African Mirage fighters had helped Dr. Jonas Savimbi's UNITA rebels repulse

the first phase of an attempt by Angolan and Cuban forces to capture the

It. is regrettable that, rather than assisting Angola to resist this act of

of Mavinga in south-east Angola".stra

are part of a long litany of Nazi-like atrocities committed against the opponents

of apartheid. Botswana, Zimbabwe, Lesotho, Swaziland and Zambia have not been

sponsoring t.he forces of destabilization. In Mozambique, in spite of the Nkomati

are chilling. The 25 July Homoine mass murders perpetrated by Renamo bandits are

vivid in our memor fe5. Together with Kassinga, Sharpev ille, Langa and Soweto, they

Accord, South Afl:"ica continues to sponsor, arm and direct the Renamo group to

destabilize the country. The acts perpetrated by those on the payroll of apartheid

blatant aggression, a super-Power has chosen to join South Africa in arming and

spared the brunt of those terrol:"ist attacks.
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These acts of aggression 113'.1e violaL<=>d the sO'Jereignty and integrity of

Afr ican States, causing heal1y loss of life and property. They clearly constitute a

threat to in terna tional peace and security. which warr an ts the imposi tion of

lifteasures as env ieaged in Chapter VII of the United Nations Char ter.

We believe that SOuth Africa has been able to carry out these aggressive

<'IcUana with impunity because of the supPJrt of some countries in the West. Not

only have they continued to collabora te wi th Sou th Africa economically and

rnilitarily, but they have offered south Africa a protective cover against the

lr:llposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions. In spite of a near-universal call

for oolllpr eherHilive mandatory sanctions, the Secur i ty Council has been prevented,

through the Wile of the veto by some members of the Contact~Gp()up Five. from

impoeing the minimal economic sanctions l which many coun tr les - incl uding the

Unl~ States Congress - have adopted. Rather than working rigorously to enforce

the sanctions and finding ways and means of closing the loopholes, we are

.... itneBf5ing a campaign by a number of Western Governments to undermine and discredit

the sanctions legislation passed in var ious countr ies.

The vetoes used this year to protect racist South Africa from the economic

sanctions enVisaged by the Charter - sanctions which are overdue - have certainly

not furthered the cause of international peace and security. We call on those

Powers which are giving succour and comfort to racist South Africa to rethink their

policies.

AS if it were not enough to frustrate Namibia's independence, the Pretoria

r<1fgime, in colluElion .... i th many Western countries l is feverishly plundering the

TIH'rit.ory l
0 mineral and marine resources to the detriment of the interests of the

people of Namibia and in clear contravention of Decree No. 1 of the United Nations

Council for Namibia. It is incumbent upon this Assembly to call for the

enforcem(\!nt of that Decree.
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~~;e ~cretary'-<;eneral say's. i.n his 00 this subject that, if

is,sue eX3ll'iinerl \\I1itbrealism andsincer;e cOOnoern for the well-being

lh~..(ilbi tantsof that: Territory, it should be possible to open thew8.yfor the

of the Onited·<Nations plan far Na.mibia.

In response to <rthat rre.port~ the Seour ity Counc.tl<adopted its resolution

, w'h lob , inter alia ,(iluthor bed the Seere tary···Qmer a 1 to a [ r <lnge a

ce(ige,-fire between South l\fri'Ca and the South West Africa People's Organhation

(SWAm) in order to undertake the administrative and other practical steps

neoes.sary for the emplacement of the Uni ted Nations Transition Ass istance Group

(UNTAG).

We have no illusions about the attitude of South Africa to that resolution, or

about whether it will reciprocate SWAPO's willingness to have a cease-fire and

proceed with the implementation of the resolution. It was clear from the racist

representative's statement in the Security Council that their response would be

negative, though ambivalent. Should South Africa continue to flout the Council IS

caU, it will be incumbent upon the Council to apply enforcement measures under

Chapter VII. In the meantime, armed struggle, spearheaded by SWAPO, must be

enhanced and suppor ted.

Addressing the General Assembly very recently, our President, Mr. Yoweri

Museveni, said the follow ing :

"Our people in South Africa are ••. waging a valiant struggle and, the

arrogance of the racists notwi thstanding, our people will win in the

not-too-distan t fu tur e. Throughout history oppr eSSor 5 have always been

overestimated until the hour of reckoning.... The South African regime ig

narrow-minded, aggressive, arrogant, disdainful of the African and of world

opinion,. and it thinks it can hold back the march of history by subversion

against Africa, aggression against Angola and repression within South Africa
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itself. Who has e'iI er succeed'ed in tll is task 0 f bolding back the forward march

of history? How many repressive nfgimes that had greater power has bis,tory

wimesr;ed collapsing?

"Therefore, neither the Afr lean people nor the whole wor Id need be

pessimistic or CONed. There is a lot of power in Africa tha.t could be

harnessed, to the great disadvantage of the handful of racists in the southern M

pa:r::t·of our continent. The sooner the racist recognize this, the better

them and for southern Africa as a whole. ft(Aj42jPV. 45, p. 19-20) f

It is our hope that the imperatives of the situation in Namibia will make it N

P<HH~ible to imple1'llent the United Nations plan. An agreed settlement exists, all

outstanding problems have been settled and the Secretary-General and SWAPO have 0

expr€HiOsed their willingness to play their parts. An enabling resolution with r

regard to the c·ease-fire has been adopted by the Security Council, and the people (I

of Namibia, under the leadership of SWAPO, are ready to assume the responsibilities

of statahood. We are all duty-bound to bring this about.

The delegation, Government and people of Uganda pledge their militant support 11

to the people of Namibia and to SWAPO, their sole legitimate and authentic

years ago, the Territory of Namibia fell victim to colonialism and foreign rule. 15

r epr esen ta tive.

Mc. KAAIM (Sudan) (interpr etation from Arabic): One hundred and three

More than 26 years have now elapsed since the adoption by the General Assembly of

tbe historic Declaration on decolonization, resolution 1514 (XV) of

14 December 1960, which recognized the right of all peoples to self-determination

liInd to have power transferred to them uncondi tionally and in accordance wi th their

freely-exprused will.
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'!'he whole worl.dYbas s:eenths"t: De:claratioo' s impaot on the' process of

decolonization,espe<Jially in Asi.aan.d Africa:. The beacon of freedOfltl has cast its

t n'earlyeverywherein Africa. With the independence of Nalllibia, that

continent will see the end of all foreign rule.

More than 20 yearshav~ passeaslnoe this Assembly terminated South Afr iea I El

Ml1lndate oVer the Terri'toryof N:amibia and adopted a resolution proViding for

assumption by the tJnitedNationsofdirect responsibility over the Territory, !lnd

for the administration of the Territory by by the United Nations Council for

Namibia.

Sixteen years have passed since the 1971 advisory opinion of the International

Court of Justice, which stated that the occupation of Namibia by the Pretor ia

regime was illegal. The Security Council took note of that opinion in its

resolution 301 (1971).

It is nearly 10 years since the adoption of Security Council resolution

435 (1978), in which the Security Council outlined the United Nations plan for the

immediate independence of Namibia.

Despite all these reSOlutions, the situation remains unchanged because of the

policies of the racist reg ime which continues to ignore the will of the

international community, and flout all the resolutions it has been adopting since

1960.
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The regime is bent on prevarication, procrastinatioR, flouting the resol:utior"~

of the international cOlMunity and persisting in its arrogance and i t5 racist

policies based on the lameexcus'es of untenable and anachronistic logic.

The situation nOW is as follows.

The racist regime of South Africa, in its illegal occupation of Namibia, is

8ti11 controlling the Ten: itoryand the people of Namibia, which is struggling

under the leaderlBlhip of its sole, legitimate representative, the South West Afr

People's Organization (SWAPO), for self-determination and complete independence.

The racist Pretoria regime is still oppressing the Namibian in all ways. It

re"orts to murder, detention and indiscriminate mass imprisonment of Namibian

freedom fighters; even women, and children under the age of eight are affected·.

Retaliatory military acts of aggression continue to be committed by the South

African rigime against neighbouring States with the aim of destabilizing them and

wreaking havoc in the area, as is reflected in the constant acts of aggression

committed against Mozambique, one of which resulted in the death of its President,

the late Samora Machel. Moreover, parts of Ang01an territory are under occupation

by the forces of racist Pretoria, which use Namibia as a springboard. As a result

of these aggressive policies the area of southern Africa has become a hotbed of

tension torn by conflict.

The practices of the heinous racist South African r~gime in Namibia are no

different from those of Israel in the occupied A.rab territories and Palestine.

This similarity between the two racist regimes is reflected in non-recognition of

the right to self-determination of the Namibian and the Palestinian peoples;

non~.!IrilCognitionof the sole I leg i timate representatives of the Palestinian people

and of the Namibian people - the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and the

South West Afr ica People's Organization (SWAPO); their illegal occupation of
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aJniC cif ?a!<estinian territoJ:ies; and their total dependE'aflCe on the external

destabil.he the neighbouring countries and create a ,state of disruption which

jtlOpardizes peace in the Middle East and in South Africa.

In view of this similarity of aggressive tendencies it is not surprising that

there is intensive co-operation between the tw'o countr ies, which has bQen COnd€Htln61d

by the Assembly for the last 10 years. That co-operation, Which is seen especially

in the military and security fields. has developed and intensified recently in the

nuclear research field, in addition to the economic; training and commercial

spheres.

Sudan; which since its independence has called for the freedom of peoples and

the right to self-determination and which participated in the drafting in 1960 of

General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) r will continue to call for and support the

process towards the inunediate independence of the Namibian people, in accordance

with the international will and with the United Nations plan as endorsed in

resolution 435 (1978).

In keeping with this position, Sudan appreciates the co-ordinated and

unstinted efforts of the Secretary-General to bring about the immediate

implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). My delegation rejects

all the groundless arguments that attempt to link the independence of Namibia with

the presence of foreign troops in neighbouring countries. It is a policy devoid of

logic and indeed is but another element in the vicious circle of procrafdtination

and prevarication which has become a hallmark of the racist regime of Prliltoria.
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r wish to confirm mycountry1s support for Security Council resolution

601 (1987), adopted on 30 October this year. That resolution, which was support,ed

unanimously by the members of the Council, calls for the speedy implementation of

rel3olution 435 (1978) and the immediate accession to independence of the Territory

of riiamibia. We hope that Namibia will soon occupy its seat among the liberated

States in this Assembly.

Mr. ADEYEMI (Niger ia): As several speakers before me have cor rectly

stated, our Organization has been seized of the item currently before this body

sinCe 1946, when it was first inscribed on the agenda. Indeed, the agenda item has

now been conl'lidered by the United Nations for almost the entire 42 years of the

Organization's existence.

The $ituation that gave rise to the Namibian question was, ironically, part of

tha raison d'etre of the birth and continuous existence of the United Nations

itfilelf. The history and nature of the Namibian situation is sufficiently well

known not to warrant unnecessary repetition by my delegation. It is indeed

shameful that more than 20 years after this Assembly terminated apartheid South

Africals Mandate over the Territory and assumed direct responsibility the racist

regime is continuing blatantly to defy the authority of the United Nations and the

will of the international community that it surrender its pernicious control over

the 'rerritory.

Although my delegation addresses this Assembly with a heavy heart and a sense

of disappointment, we are indeed heartened by recent developments which portend

Nearly 10 years ago the Security Council, which the founding fathers of our

Organization, in their wisdom, vested with primary responsibility for the

maintenance of international peace and security, adopted the United Nations plan
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Security Council resolution

of that resolutio,n and which

'iO~re not. raised at the time of the negotiat.ion of' the United Nations pl~n for

~laElibia' 5 pecaceful transition to independence~ have oe,,,m raiSed. again and again as

red herrings to block the implei1lentation of the plan, thereby prolonginq the

legitimate quest of the people of Namibia for self-determination, rreadou! and

independence.

It is the greatest irony of history, and perhaps a reflection. of the contelllpt

in which some Members hold our Organization. that countries which voluntarily and

activel:y participated in fashioning the United Nations plan for Namibia' 5

independence have been those guilty of subverting the implementing of that same

plan. It beats the imagination of my delegation that the implementation of

resolution 435 (1975), which was designed to assure the much-delayed settlement of

the greatest travesty of justice of our time, has been postponed for so long

because of the arrogant and selfish calculations of certain countries which pay

only li:frservice to freedom, justice and democracy.
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As Niger la has stated repeatedly in other forums, the Governments which ha.ve

80 far allied them:selves with the oppressor regime in South Afr lea and Namibia

would be well advised to abandon their doo~.ed policies before it is too late. '!'hey

should live up to the true traditions and legacies of their own national historical

experience and reflect the predominant feeling of sympathy and understanding for

the Nanlibia.n cause expressed by their own citizens in their official policies. My

delegation pays tribute to the ordinary people of those countr les who, through mass

action, have distanced themselves from the myopic policies that their Governments

have 130 far pursued in Namibia and South Africa.

Only la!ilt week, on 30 October 1987, the Security Council, without any

dissenting vote, adopted yet another historic decision. It is our hope that

COl

enl

bei

resolution 601 (1987) I recently adopted by the Counc il and des igned to enable the fu1

Secrtiltary-General to proceed with the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) by inl

arranging a cease-fire between the warring parties and also emplacing the United SOl

Nations Transi ticn Assistance Group (UNTAG), will attract the support and Wi!

co-operation of us all. In this regard, my delegation notes with pleasure and inl

l1latisfaction repeated public expression by the South West Africa People's thl

Organization (SWAPO) of readiness to co-operate in the immediate negotiation of a Hi!

cease-fire and commencement of the implementation process. We commend SWAPO, whose en1

dedicated leadership has demonstrated tremendous foresight and imagination in the bel

prosecution of the liberation struggle. r~

Nigeria would like to seize this opportunity to serve notice of its readiness Nar

to contributQ meaningfully to the process of implementing resolution 435 {1978j, dil

which remaina the only internationally accepted basis for a peaceful resolution of 00.1:

the Namibian conflict. Wo call on the international community, especially the five

pt'!rmanfimt llH!l!mbers of the Security CounCil, to uphold the authority and integrity of it!

thfl United Nations, especially of the Secur it1" Council, by lending their full the
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Wepattrcularly to tha

th~ Security Council to ....."'o ..,~t any acts or

,that woul,d the Secretary-General's efforts to carry out the

dont;aineo in resolUtion 601 The t'dC i st South Afr iean rltg ime

~w .teali;zethe f'utility of holding on to a people whN:,!ce desire it is to achieve

ft~edom\!:lnd independence. Hotna and other barons of racism must now see the

on the wall and abandon ship before the s .....-elling gale of violence

consumes them in the cauldron which they have created in Namibia, and indeed in

entire southern African region.

The Government and people of Nigeria have no illusions whatsoever about time

being on the side of the oppressed people of southern Africa. As we peer into th(j1

future, we Bee signs and signals which lead uato believe that victory is not only

inevitable'!~ but might indeed be near. The schemings and manoeuvres of the par lah

Sout ican r~gime, as evidenced in the establishment of a puppet r~gime in

Windhoek, the imminent adoption of a bogus constitution designed to confer phoney

independence on Namibia and the scheduling of so-called elections can only signify

the last-minute struggles of a dying colonialist regime to stay alive and afloat.

History tells us that such attempts are doomed to fail. Even as the Pretor ia

entity is embarking on these doomed schemes, Namibian workers and activists have

become more militant in their demand for self-determination and independence. The

recent clamp-down on SWAPO leaders, trade unionists and leaders of thought inside

Namibia, along with the miners' strike there, which resulted in the summary

dismissal of oVer 4,000 Namibian mineworkers, are all indicative of the increauiing

militancy and restiveness of the Namibian people in their quest to be fr ••.

My delegation need not remind the racist regime that itBl attell1ptg to prolcHig

its occupation and bastardization of Namibia are doomed. 'rh. Bot-ha r iroe i 8 iHiJl!H1t~

that when the now defunct lan Smith regime embarked on Cl. similar caUIHI inDigitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Zimbabwe in the 19605, ..,ith the overt support of racist South Africa.. it only

facilitated the process that has since consigned it to Africa's historical

dunghill. Bolha and his proxies in Windhoek need not be reminded that no force on

earth, no matter how powerful, can checkmate the unstoppable and determined march

of a people to freedom, dignity and independence in their God-given land.

The people of Namibia have suffered enough. As one of Nigeria's illustrious

aons once stated from this rostrum, an unfinished liberation struggle is certainly

not one of the abandoned causes with which the world's historical landscape is

strewn.

While the apostles of non-violence are busy preaching to Africa to be patient,

to renounce violence and armed strugg le, Afr ica I s innocent sons and daughters are

being muzzled, maimed and murdered daily by the agents of the self-appointed

evangelists of peace, with the tacit support of the evangelists themselves. We

appt:al to the Governments of the Western Powers which have brazenly supported the

perpetuation of the colonial situation in the southern part of the African

continent to rethink their policies which vainly seek to frustrate Africa's

inevitable march to complete decolonization and freedom. Without freedom from

political enslavement, economic exploitation and social malaise the African

continent cannot stand on its feet and contribute a commensurate quota to world

civilization and culture.

Racist South Africa's colonialism in Namibia must be brought to an end. The

Pretoria regime must be forced to discharge its responsibilities and obligations

under international law in the context of resolution 435 (1978).

For our part, the Government and people of Nigeria will continue to extend

maximum moral, diplomatic and material support to the oppressed people of Namibia

under the leadership of SWAPO, their liberation movement and sole, authentic

representative.
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Weo<81l on all ot.her countr ie:s to folloW' :suit and be 1ng the abnormal .~:ituatiQn

so~thern Africa to an end before the simmering cauldron of violence b~omesa

iljQ." ......l.L'L.""· oauldron and consumes the perpet.rators of this veritable act of man I S

in<tu.m)anity to his fellow man.

'l'h'e pertinent issue, as my delegation SQEilS it, is that time seems to be

running out in the ever lengthening calendar of violence in the subregioTl. which is

fast sliding into a bitter racial war of unspeakable magnitude and ferocity. Can

the Assembly afford to wait? That is a question which I beg representatives to

pOnder seriously.

The meeting rOBe at 11 p.m.
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