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

AGENDE ITEM 36 (continued)

QUESTION OF NAMIBIA

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

(b) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE SITUATION WITH REGARD TO THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL
COURTRIES AND PEOPLES (A/42/23 (Part V); A/AC.109/916)

(c) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/42/596)

(d) REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/42/698)

() DRAPFT RESOLUTIONS (A/42/24 (Part III) and (Part III)/Corr.l, chap. I)

Mr. MANQOOSH (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 (AXI), which terminated South Africa'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 resoclutions strongly
condemned South Africa‘'s continued illegal occupation of Namibia and its refusal to
comply with the resolutions of the United Nations. 7To 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 (5-V), dated 18 May 1967, which established the United Nations Council for
Namibia to serve as the legal administering Authority of Namibia until its
accession to independence. We therefore have a unigue international consensus On
the right of the Namibian people to self-determination and their own independent
State within a peaceful framework based on the withdrawal of South African troops
and the holding of free elections in which all sides and political parties in the

region would participate. In addition to its being based on the principles of the
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tharter which uphold the right of colonized peoples to independence and to the

establishment of their free and independent States, this unanimity stems also from
ope ©0f the ethical principles the international community deeply cherishes, namely,
the principle 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

of the principles of human rights.

The South African régime is the practical and ideological antithesis of human
rights as it is based on apartheid and is constantly trying to export that inhumane
prhilosophy across its borders to the Territory 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 occupaticn of Namibia and, at the
gcame 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

, . 1 ase g i herence to
the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPD) , as well as strict adhe
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that arrangement. SWAPO has declared its readiness to sign such an agreement and
adhere to it.

My delegation supported 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
tesolutions 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 reascon 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 VII 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 tradig:ional
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 hneroic struugle
waged by the Namibian people under their legitimate representative, SWAPO, until

the attainment of freedom and independence.
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Mr. VONGSAY {Lao People's Democratic Republic) (interpretation from
Prenchl: The international community will never tire, we are sure, of considering
a problem as old and crucial as that of Namibia because it has to do with a
fundamental aquestion involving respect for human rights and the guarantee of their
exercise, the inalienable rights of people to self-determination, freedom and
independence. Morever, ever since the General Assembly terminated South Africa's
Mandate over Wamibia 21 years ago, the United Nations has exercised direct

b

responsibility and authority over that international Territory. Need we recall
that in 1971 the International Court of Justice also accorded it full legal
validity. We are all aware that the General Assembly, 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 adopted 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 régime,
which is quilty 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 régime, 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 blocking the
independence of Namibia.

My Government once again categorically rejects these obstacles and
pre-conditions, such as the "linkage" between the granting of independence to

Namibia and the withdrawal of the Cuban internationalist troops from Angola. The

international community, has reaffirmed more than once, that the Namibian problem
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ie one of decolonization and that its solution should be found within the framewcork
of the Charter of the United Wations, 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 régime 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 régime are responsible for the untold
sufferings endured every day by the martyred people of Namibia as a result of the
most barbaric 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 misuse
of the veto by some of them in the Security Council when that august body is about
to impose mandatory global sanctions against South Africa and compel it to apply
atrictly its resolution 435 (1978), TLast April, for example, such a draft
resolution was 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
Namibian 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 Namibia that is being 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 Namibkia, which, is.the legal
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idministering Authority of this international Territory until its independence, and
thise of all the competent organs of the United Nations and the varijious
mn—governmental international organizations which have worked for the noble cause
ve are considering.

My Government also welcomes the adoption by the Security Council almost a week
ago of a resolution authorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a
cease-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,
pursuant 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 delaying
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 VII of the Charter. 1In
this context, we associate ourselves fully with the decisions taken by the United
Nations Council for Namibia on 2 October this year when it met here in Wew York at
the ministerial level. We cannot but commend the good will and sincerity with
which the leaders of SWAPO have so 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 auestion.

The consistent position of my Government with regard to decolonization
problems in general and to those of Namibia and apartheid in South Africa 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
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untold sufferings in the past as a result of long wars of colonialist and
imperialist aggression. Although our people is still suffering today from the
devastating conseauences of that tragedy, our Government recently decided to make &
modegt contribution to the APRICA Pund - the Action for Resisting Invasion,
Colonialism and Agarthei& rFund. This Fund, as we know, was recommended by the

Eighth Summit Conference of non-aligned countries held at Harare last year.



AJ42/PV.57
11

(Mr. Vongsay, Lao People's
Democratic Republic)

Pinally, my delegation wishes to reaffirm the unshakeable support of our
Sovernment and people for the heroic struggle of the martyred people of Namibia,
uider the resolute and inspired leadership of SWAPO, its sole and legitimate
fepresentative, for self-determination, freedom and true independence in a united
%amibia. The peoples of the front-line States also continue to have ocur support
and solidarity as they struggle courageously and effectively to preserve their
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity against acts of aggression and
political and economic destabilization committed by the criminal apartheid régime
of South Africa, a régime whose elimination is becoming ever more necessary.

Mr. BELONOGOV (Union of Soviet 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 Commqnist 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 glaring polarization 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 we

see the force of national uniqueness and self-sufficiency®. Namibia is 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 Namibia and the countries of the region as a whole.
Such questions ae the illegal occupation of Namibia by the racist régime of
Pretoria, the cruelty, terror and acts of oppression carried out by it in that
Perritory, 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.

Qur 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
asgsessment of the situation in Namibia and the present state of affairs with regard

to @ gettlement of the Namibian problem. The reasons for it were revealed and the
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¢ulprits - those guilty of the artificially created powerlessness of the United
¥ations to put its plan for Namibia into effect - were named.

There is cause for serious concern in the fact that the statement of the
tepresentative of South Africa linking the implementation of Security Coungil
resolution 435 (1978) with the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola was supported
by the representative of the United States, who said that a pre-condition for the
resolution's implementation was the achievement of an agreement ensuring security
Ea; both Angola and South Africa. What is that - a coincidence or a policy agreed
on with South Africa for further application of the notorious policy of linkage,
rejected by the United Nations? Most probably it is the latter, especially since,
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 acguired the highest
significance. The interests of one State, however powerful it may seem, cannot

determine regional or global policy. A balance of interests is needed. 1In
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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 practice,
South Africa and its protectors sincerely intend to seek ways to resolve the
problems of the region, they must adopt a new approach and fresh views. The

problem is that all the signs are that they are not ready to do so.

bt
2
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Instead of developing relations with its African neighbours according to the
criteria that govern normal international conduct, Pretoria is continuing to rely
on force, thus creating a threat to their sovereignty and security and often
violating both through its actions. The Soviet Union firmly believes that, in the
context of international relations as a whole, 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 security 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, Scuth Africa or any other 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 £or a balance of the

interests of all States and effectively carry out its peace-making functions.”
This statement is fully applicable to the role of the United Nations with regard to

southern Africa.
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The behavicur of those who are deliberately, constantly and stubbornly
blocking the application of the appropriate provisions of the Charter of the United
Hations against the racist occupiers of Namibia is regrettable. They are resorting
to the use of the veto in the Security Council to block, against the expressed will
of the international ccmmunity, the adoption of comprehensive and mandatory
sanctiong under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter designed to compel the
Pretoria régime to carry out the resolutions adopted by the Security Council on the
independence of Hamibia. The Council's recent adoption of resolution 601 (1987} is
an important practical step towards implementation of Security Council resolution
435 (1978). 1t opens the way for concrete measures towards implementation of the
United Nations plan for Wamibia. 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 People's Organization (SWAPO) is crowned with success. All Members of the
United Wations, 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. 1In this connection, the
Security 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 Sergeyevich Gorbachev stated our approach to the resolution of regional
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ricts, and he emphasized, in particular, the need for a more effective use of

|

ke capabilities of the United Nations. In our view, the ideas set forth in the

The position of the Soviet Union with regard to the question of Namibia is
clear and unequivocal: the USSR unswervingly favours the speedy exercise by the
¥amibian people of its inalienable right to genuine self-determination and
independence on the basis of Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978)
and other relevant United Nations decisions. Our country supports the decisions
taken by the United Nations and other international forums on Namibia that call for
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 peoples and countries of that region may finally be allowed to take
their own sovereign decisions on questions of their development and their donestic

and foreign affairs in peace and stability. The Soviet Union believes that the
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United Wations, and in particular the Security Council, bears the major
regponsibility for the decolonization of Wamibia. Within the United Nations we
have consistently supported resolutions on Namibia and worked for their
implementation.

The developing world, of which Namibia is a part, has become a significent
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 mankind. It is already clear that its impact on world policy will
grow, as will its regional role in shaping the world's economic future. We zre
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 capital,
in spite of its 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 trat 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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Mr. YU Mengijia {(China) (interpretation from Chinese): Since the last

session of the General Assembly considered the Kamibian gueStion, renewed efforts

kave been made by the international community for the early independence of

In this connection, as we all know, the United Nations Security Council
convened twice, both in last April and in October, for the urgent examination of
the situation in Namibjia. 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
Heads of State and Government and the Ministerial Meeting of the Movement of
¥on-Aligned Countries held this year have both taken up the Namibian question as an
important agenda item. All these meetings unanimously condemned the South African
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 African régime 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
police 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 churches and
workers® compounds in an attempt to stamp out by brutal violence the Namibian

people's struggle for independence. At the same time, the Pretoria régime has
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stepped up its efforts to consolidate the so-called interim 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 régime on
the Hamibian people through an "internal settlement”.

The prolonged illegal occupation of Namibia by the South African authorities
has not only brought untold suffering 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
neighbours and a training camp for the rebel forces in those countries. From
Mamibia, they have time and again launched armed invasions and perpetrated
subversion 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 1980s, no one could in good conscience allow the apartheid
régime of South Africa to continue to subject more than 1 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 (1378) will lead to a
just 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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ipismented in real earnest, ensure the Namibian people's free exercise of its
tight to self-determination and fulfil the ardent aspiration of people the world
ever for a peaceful solution to the Namibian question. However, nine years have
passed and no progress has been registered in the implementation of resolution
§35 {1578) , owing to obstruction by the South African authorities.

FOr nine years, the South African authorities have kept playing double-faced
tactics. On the one hand, they have pretended to agree to resolution 435 (1978),
vhile 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
%ovember 1985, in reply to the United Nations Secretary-General, the South African
Poreign 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" contrived by them in 1982. As
everyone knows, the so~called linkage 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 exposed
their own sinister intention to use it as a pretext in order to delay the
mplementation of the United Nations plan, perpetuate their occupation of Namibia

and use the territory as a buffer zone for the protection of their apartheid system.
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In the view of the Chinese delegation, the international community should no
longer tolerate this unreasonable attitude of the South African authorities, nor
allow them to go on delaying endlessly the implementation of resolution
435 (1978), It is time for the international community to take immediate mandatory
actione against them. To this end, we 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
resclution 601 (1987) adopted a few days ago. If they remain intransigent on
"linkage® and continue to defy United Nations resolutions, the Security Council
should 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 (1978) 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 pecple 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 will, 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 Soutn

African people against apartheid, until their final victory.
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Mr. TSVETKOV (Bulgaria) (interpretation from French): The report of the

mited Nations Council for Namibia, which covers a period of one year, reflects the
cmcerted activities of various hodies of the Organization relating to the
imediate granting of independence to the Namibian people. The Council for Namibia
hag centred its work on the implementation of initiatives designed to eliminate the
chetacles to the political independence of Namibia. To that end, the Council for
Hamibia has made enormous efforts to mobilize the most important organs of the
inited Nations and world puhlic opinion.

The General Assembly held its fourteenth special session in September last
year . That special session dealt with the auestion of Namibia. Resolution S-14/1,
sdopted 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 possible conditions for a prompt solution to the auestion,

In implementation of the special session's decisions, the African Group
requested 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, under 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 Qote of one of the permanent members of the Council,
it was not able to fulfil the hopes that had been 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 Namibia
and confirmed that the measures previously taken in other forums were correct and

urgent., Many important initiatives were proposed in the final communiaué adopted
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at the end of that Meeting. The carrying cut of those initiatives would guarantee
the exercise by the Wamibian people of their inalienable 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 question of Namibia by the African Group. The marked worsening
of the situation in the Territory and the lack of progress towards the
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) were the reasons for
convening those meetings of the Council. The discussion uneguivocally showed that
the international community firmly insists that practical initiatives be taken to
implement the plan for the granting of independence to Namibia. We are encouraged
by the adoption of resolution 601 (1987) at the end of that discussion. For the
first time, the Council affirmed that all ocutstanding issues relevant to the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) have now been resoclved. On that basis, it
authorized the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a cease—~fire between the
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) and South Africa, in order to
undertake administrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of
the TInited 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 Namibia's
immediate accession to independence. 1In 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

Namibia held some extraordinary plenary meetings last May in Luanda, People's
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Republic of Angola, at which it adopted a Declaration and Programme of Action.
Those documents play an important part in rallying, mobilizing and harmoniging the
efforts by the Organization and world public opinioen in support of the immediate
iiberation of Wamibia.

The fact that South Africa has not implemented the many decisions and
rezolutions of the United Nations on the wuestion of Namibia compels the General
Assembly once again to take up the situation 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
objective.

In flagrant contradiction with the clearly, unambigquously expressed will of
the international community and with the United Nations resolutions and decisions
on this aquestion, racist South Africa continues its illegal occupation of Namibia -
occupation which constitutes an act of aggression against the Namibian people.
Furthermore, it has put into effect in the Territory its infamous apartheid system,
repeatedly condemned by the international community. The policy of masgsive
repression and genocide pursued by the 100,00U-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 children 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

régime by the international community as a whole.



BOT /e B/42/PV,57
29-30

(Mr. Tsvetkov, Bulgaria)

Another aspect of the situation in Namibia is the continued Fferocious
exploitation and plundering of the Territory's natural wealth, in flagrant
violation of the provisions of Decree No. 1, adopted by the United Nations Council
for Hamibia and confirmed in a General Assembly resolution, concerning Namibia'lsg
natural resources., In this plundering of the Territory's resources, the
transnational corporations of some Western countries act in concert with the

Pretoria régime.
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The territory of Namibia is further used as a staging ground for carrying out
ipnemerable and continuous acts of aggression, sabotage and destruction against
independent neighbouring African States and, first and foremost, against the
People's Republic of Angola. As mentioned in the final communiqué 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/42/631, para. 11)

We express our full solidarity with the front-line States and believe that the
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.

Despite the many resolutions and decisions of the United Nations which pave
the way to an immediate solution of the Namibian guestion 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 régime 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 been
recognized by the General Assembly or the Security Council which, in its resolution
539 (1983), rejected the request to link the independence of Namibia to questions
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's Republic of Bulgaria categorically rejects this artificial
excuse, Furthermore, it is precisely the policy of constructive co-operation with
racist South Africa that finds expression in the granting of military, economic and
political assistance to the régime that constitutes for that régime the necessary
support tc enable it to disregard the agpirations 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 guestion of
Namibia by presenting it as being part of the East-West confrontation. The
question of Hamibia is a question of decolonization and of the struggle against
apartheid, and conseguently there are two parties to the conflict - the people of
Namibia fighting for their independence and the South African régime 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'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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an immediate global settlement of the question of Namibia. The settlement of that
dangerous situation through peaceful means would be a concrete contribution to the
implementation of the general system of international security proposed at the
forty-first session of the General Assembly by the socialist countries;, including
the People's Republic of:Bulgaria.

The documents adopted by many international, intergovernmental and
governmental forums this year and in 1986, unequivocally show that Chapter VII of
the United Nations Charter provides for effective peaceful procedures, namely,
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the racist régime of South Africa. Here
we must underscore the historic responsibility that the world Organization bears in
the settlement of the Namibian question. It will in this way make a major
contribution to the positive process which recently has made itself felt in
international relations, promoting also new and effective approaches to a just and
durable settlement of the guestion 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 spirit
of consensus the Week of Solidarity with the Namibian people and their sole,
authentic representative, the South West Africa People'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 the

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

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

African régime, which has stepped up its repression of the Namibian people and

the militarization of the Territory."
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He stressed that that event

"should mark the time for stock-taking and action®.

In fact, today to engage in stock-taking when considering the question of
Hamibia, we can only be surprised, not to say concerned, .at- the disproportidnate”
gap existing between, on the one hand, the magnitude of everything which should
have been said, proclaimed and resolved by the international community to séttle
the problem, and on the other hand the insufficiency and lack of real political
will to translate those resoclutions and decisions into concrete and tangible
actions.

We can no longer even count the number of international conferences, meéetings,
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 Internatignal
Conference in Solidarity with the Struggle of the People of Namibia, held in
September 1980 in Paris; the Nordic Conference on Namibia, held in 1981 in
Helsinki; the International Conference in Support of the Struggle of the Namibian
People for Independence, held in Paris in April 1983; the International Conference
for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, which met in Vienna in July 1986 and,

finally, the Brussels International Conference on Namibia of 1986.
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¥or its part,-the United Nations, having succeeded the League of Nations in
1545, has never since that time ceased to be concerned over the Namibian question
and has regularly had it considered by its major bodies, namely, the Security
Council and the General Assembly, as well as by several specialized or subsidiary
hodies..

Thus, since 1946, our Assembly has been informed every year of this case,
ghich i8 on the agenda of all its regular sessions and it has devoted three of its
special sessions to it, namely, the fiftn, ninth and fourteenth, as well as an
emergency special session in 1981. Moreover, it had entrusted a technical study of
it to a number of ad hoc bodies such as the Committee 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
miintenance 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 (SWAPQO) and the South African
Government.,

For his part, the Secretary-General of our Organization, to whom I should once
again 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 the
iplementation of the United Nations settlement plan set forth in its

resolution 435 (1978).
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Other international forums and bodies such as the Movement of Non-Aligmed
Countries, the Organization of the Islamic Conference and, above all, the
Organization of African Unity deal with the Namibian problem reqularly.

The pnumerous conclusions and relevant decisions that have emerged from all
these international forums are well known to our Assembly and to all delegations,
50 there is no need to repeat them here. Suffice it to say that they have allowed
us to grasp the scope of the Namibian question, while keeping in view the only jus
gsolution, 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 iilegality of its occupation by South Africa;
secondly, to identify the question as a problem of decolonization to be implemente
in the spirit of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples set forth in resolution 1514 (XV}; 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
spirit. It is asked also by Africa, which is struggling against the racist regim
of Pretoria. It is asked also by the whole of humanity, which is a victim of the

crime of apartheid.
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The answer lies first and foremost in the blind stubbornness of the South
AMfrican régime in wishing to go against history by clinging to its racist anda
inhuman creed, that of apartheid, which it is desperately trying to save by trying
t¢ gain time by insisting on illegally occupying Namibia. For the illegal and
prelonged occupation of Namibia by South Africa is one of the manifestations of the
policy of apartheid of Pretoria, which thus believes that it can serve as a
diversion in the illusory hope of indefinitely delaying the dismantling of
spgrtheid.

That is why for more than 20 years now the South African régime has been using
and 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 sclution through the setting up of a 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 Unity, as well as
by the General Assembly and by the Security Council, which in its
resolution 566 (1985) referred to its resolution 535 (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 (1978)". (paragraph 8)

But the fact remains that Namibia is still not independent and that its
inhabitants are still crushed under the racist and colonial 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 regard
to Hamibia. Short—term economic and strategic considerations play a part im this
state of affairs, but the countries in guestion must realize that as soon as
Ramibia accedes to independence, the greater and more sure will be their chances o
seeing their interests taken into consideration by the Namibian people whigh,
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 on its
permanent members to make use of the means made available to them by the United
Hations Charter to bring Pretoria to its senses and get it to agree on the
immediate implementation of the settlement plan set forth in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978).

Seneqgal considers resolution 601 (1987) adopted by the Security Council on
29 QOctober 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 resclved ..."
and

"Decides to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed toc 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 SWAK

combatants.
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Is this not another demonstration of the arrogance and defiance of Pretoria
towards our Organization and its decisions and resolutions? The delegation of
Senegal therefore believes that the only consistent and decisive answer the
Security 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
Namibian people - have once again demonstrated a spirit of openness and initiative,
a realism and sense of responsibility worthy of admiration. I shoula like, here,
to express once again the active support 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. BAbdou Diouf, President of the Republic of Senegal, to Mr. Javier
Pérez de Cuéllar, Secretary-General of our Organization, for his constant readiness
and continued action on behalf of the Namibian people, and at the same time to
exXpress 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 freedom and true

independence.
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Mr. PHAM NGAC {(Viet Ham): 1 nave the honour to convey to you,

Mr. President, the appreciation of the delegation of Viet dam 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 guestion 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 of
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 countries. Furthermore, there is now the
danger of its being turned into a neo-colony by the racist Pretoria régime. 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 all, it is the intransigent
racist Pretoria régime. 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; it could not have remazined so intransigent if it had not beenh backed

by certain Western countries. It is those countries which protect the apartheid

réyime from sanctions. It is also- those countries which co-operate with Pretoria
and supply it with military technology. Again, it is those countries which offer
the racist régime the pretext of linkage as a pre—condition. That pretext has been
condemned and rejected many times by the Security Council and the General Assembly.

Nevertheless, linkage is still used by Pretoria and thodse who sponsor it to
repudiate the nobility of the Cubans' coming to help their African brothers and
sisters. It should be pointed out here that the Cuban internationalists came 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-called 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 attempt 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 instability; 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 Africa in support of the "contras in Africa" is a sure
prescription for continuing the turmoil in southern Africa, not for ending it. 5o
long as they can keep these bandits attacking the legitimate Governments of
front-line countries, South Africa knows it can hang on to Namibia.

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

tc stay on in that resource-rich Territory. They hope, on the one hand, to plunder
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the precicus strategic resources there and, on the other hand, to establish and
congolidate their influence in that part of the world. From there they attempt te
stop and then crush national liberation movements and threaten young independent
African States. Their policies have been condemned by the Heads of State or
Government of Won-Aligned Countries as obstructionist tactics aimed at prolonging
South Africa's illegal and colonial occupation of Namibia.

hgainst that background, support for the struggle for the independence of
Namibia is an imperative issue of the day - imperative because the Namibian people
have suffered long enough. They should not be left to suffer any longer. The
United Hations 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
Assembly has adopted many important resolutions; and so has the Security Council.
But, owing to South Africa‘'s intransigence and certain Western Powers' abuse of th
veto, those resolutions have remained unimplemented. Consequently, today the
General Assembly is involved with the "yuestion of Namibia", 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 Namibian people. The

challenge now is to find the means to achieve the goal. It has been agreed that
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somprehensive mpandatory sanctions are the only peaceful means left to bring about
famibia’s independence and at the same time to help restore this Organization's
tarnished image. All the allegations that sanctions will endanger the African
community -have been proved hypocritical in light of the fact that the front-line
tguntries have expressed their willingness to accept the sacrifices so that their
brothers and sisters in Namibia can obtain independence. How can one call for
sanct ions against one State or another while considering sanctions agalnst the

spartheid régime unacceptable?
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Confident that Security Council resolution 435 (1978) is the basis for
implementation of independence for Hamibia, the delegation of the Socialist
Republic of Viet Nam pledges its support for the Final Communiqué adopted by the
United Wations Council for Wamibia at its ministerial meeting held in New York:om
Z October 1987, which says:

"The Ministers urgently requested the Security Council to set an.early
date for the commencement of the implementation of resolution 435 (1978}, no
later than 31 December 1987 ...".

The communiqué 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 (1978) 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/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

"the 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 SWAPU for its seriousness 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 reaffi
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itz strong support to the Namibian people, under the enlightened leadership of
SWAPU, which is demonstrating its determination to fight even an armed struggle for
nstlonal independence. Our ungualified support extends also to the peoples in
Angola, Mozambique and the other front-line countries that are fighting against
acts of aggression and destabilization conducted by the racist Pretoria régime.
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
kssembly, as follows:
“Now more than ever before the world community needs to extend to the 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."

(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 from Spanish): "Namibia 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, dating back a long time. Ever since the first decades of
the twentieth century successive decisions have placed Namibia under the Mandate of
foreign Powers, and finally under the trusteeship of the United Nations. Those
documents clearly stated that its administration was temporary and that it should

lead to swift and authentic independence for the Territory.
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it was the League of Mations that granted the Union of South Africa the
Mandate to administer the Territory then called South West Africa. The United
Hations decided in 1966 to terminate that Mandate, placing the Territory under its
own direct responsibility and later establishing the United Nations Council for
Hamibia as the legal Administering Authority 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 with respect to Namibia invalid. 1In
resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978) the Security Council laid down the only
universally accepted bases for reaching a peaceful settlement of the Namibian
question. &ll 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 & 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 1is
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 ig a case of incredible defiance of the world by one country.
But while it i1s unprecedented that out of an Organization made up of 159 Members
one of them, in arrogant defiance of the rest, should decide not to abide by the
provisions 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



A/42/PV.57
49-50

{Miss Millan, Colombia)

teation that not only undermines the credibility of the United Nations but also
ks beyond and seriously jeopardizes international peace and security. There is a
clear solution to all this: determined and joint action expressing the political
i1l of the international community to end once and for all South Africa's iddegal
sxcupation of Wamibia and immediately to effect implementation of Security Council
resointions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978).

In this connection we find it encouraging that the Security Councily which'a
few days ago adopted resolution 601 {1987), clearly showed its determination to act
vith 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
izplementation of the Organization's plan.

SWAPO, because of its efforts in the struggle for the liberation and
idependence of its country, its acceptance of the United Nations plan and its
repeated offer of co-operation in implementing the relevant resolutions of the
fecurity Council, deserves our general support.

The courageous stand of the front-line States, which despite their
wlnerability attach the highest importance to the cause of the Namibian people,
mkes it imperative that the international community lend them the co-operation and

wsistance they need to overcome their own problems.
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The intense personal commitment and dedication of the Secretary-General toc the
cause of Wamibia are crucial to success, as are the efforts of the Organization as
a whole. Only thus can it reach its stated goal.

The United NHations Council for Namibia, of which Colombia has been a member
gince its foundation, is working indefatigably to help the Namibian people prepate
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
pteserved 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
guch. There 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
regolved.

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
territory.

South Africa's occupation of Namibia must stop immediately, and Security
Council resolution 435 (1978) must be implemented in its entirety, without any

delay or preconditions.
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It is time for the interpational community to shoulder its historical

pensibility for the independence of Namibia. The future of the Namibian paople
g5t old no further suffering or humiliation; it must hold only freedom and the
pedh8 nmecessary to preserve it. Only when Namibia is free and truly independent
vill the United Nations and the international community at large be able to say,
‘Mission accomplished”.

Mr. ROY (Nepal): Less than a week ago, the Security Council, after
estensive debate, adopted an important regolution 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
Mfrica's past policy of delay and deception.

It has been more than two decades since the General Assembly terminated South
Mirica's Mandate and placed the Territory under the direct responsibility of the
Inited 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 régime still continues to maintain its illegal
occupation of Namibia today. Even the verdict of tne International Court of
lustice has gone unheeded by the racist régime of South Africa.

Instead, the Pretoria régime has embarked upon a course of oppressing and
exploiting the Namibian people and the natural resources of the country in defiance
of United Nations decisions and Decree No. 1 of the United Nations Council for
famibia. Thousands of Namibian freedom fighters are still languishing in apartheid
ja0ls, and thousands of others have been killed or maimed. Namibians are
atbitrarily denied not only their legitimate right to freedom and
self~-determination, but also dignity worthy of the human person. It is unfortunate

that in a country which is rated the fourth largest mineral producer of the world
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the Wamibian people is among the poorest in the world. My delegation strongly
condemns the continued illegal occupation and the plundering of Namibian resourcez
by the racist régime under one pretext or another.

Ag if that were not enough, Pretcria has made Namibia a launching-ground £6r
unprovoked aggression against neighbouring countries such as Angola, Mozambique and
Botswana. Such naked, provocative acts of aggression have had a destabilizing
effect and endanger peace and security not only in Namibia and neighbouring
countries, 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
legitimate 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 community to remove

this impediment to the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).
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By any standard, 20 years is too long a period. Such an unacceptable state of
affairs cannot continue any longer without seriously undermining the principles and
credibility of the United Nations.

My delegation strongly emphasizes the urgent need for concerted efforts to
izplement 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 against such a delinquent régime. That remains
the only option, the last peaceful option open to compel the racist régime to

honour its international obligations and to ensure full and early independencge for

Kamibia.
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EY (Democratic Zampuchea) {interpretation from Prench}: The

opsastion of Hamibia is a3 subject to which the people of Rampuchea attaches great
importance. It has been on the agenda of cur General Assembly for more than 40
years. Today, 21 years after having put an end to the Mandate of South Africa and

having placed Wamibia under the direct responsibility of the United Nations, the

General Assembly muct once again debate this cuestion.

merous resolutions of the United Wations and the clearly
expressed demands of the world community for Namibian independence, the Pretoria
régime refuses to withdraw from that Territory and continues to sow death, grief
and suffering among the Wamibian people. The General Assembly has adopted numerous
resolutions and decisions in this regard; in 1971 the International Court of
Justice gave its advisory opinion; and the Security Council has adopted successive
resoclutions, including resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), containing a plan
acceptable to all to ensure Namibia's accession to independence. But none of those
resclutions has been applied because of South Africa's intransigent and obstinate
refusal.

511 those who have experienced the yoke of colonial domination know how
intransiqgent 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 Namibia clearly reveals that South Africa's intransigence springs
from weakness, not strength. 1Its intransigence is by no means insurmountable. The
Pretoria régime cannot indefinitely continue to defy the will of the Namibian
people, the United Wations and the international community that Namibia accede to
independence.

Arrogance, treachery and intransigence characterize all occupiers and

expanasionigsts - be it in Namibia, in Kampuchea or elsewhere. They are a challenge
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o peace, secarity and stability throughout the world. Having itself been the
vietim of aggression and occupation by its large neighbour to the East, the people
of Rampuchea shares the struggle of the Ramibian people and the efforts of all
countries of Africa to shatter Pretoria's intransigence.

Ramibia has been under foreign occupation for more than a century., Nearly
W years ago, the Security Council adopted the plan for the independence of
vamibia. All outstanding issues relevant to the implementation of that plan have
dlready been resolved, but Namibia is still illegally occupied by the racist
Pretoria régime. Furthermore, South Africa has used all possible means -
fepression, massacre, life imprisonment, torture, martial law - to force the
¥amibian people to submit to its domination. None of these terrifying means,
however, has been able to dissuade the Namibian people from successfully pursuing
its courageocus, just and legitimate struggle under the leadership of the South West
hMrica People's Organization (SWAPO), its sole legitimate representative, That
suffices to testify to the great difficulties South Africa must face in its
wlonial enterprise.

Nespite the mass acts of repression carried out by the occupier, the Wamibian
pople, drawing on the bitter lessons it has learned in its struggle 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 ambitions. Launched almost 20 years ago, following South
AMrica's refusal to resolve the problem through diplomatic and legal means, the
asrmed struggle has intensified and destroyed the myth of the colonial régime's
invincible power. Namibia's popular army of liberation has stepped up its attacks

throughout the Territory, shot down aircraft and enemy helicopters, destroyed
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military installations and cut the enemy's supply lines and inflicted on it heavy
losges in men and material. The success won by our courageous brothers and sisters
in Wamibia commands our admiration. The people of Kampuchea, which is today the
victim of colonialist forces similar to those of South Africa, considers those
victories thelr 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 régime has had to send in an army of more than 100,000
men. At present in Wamibia, to ensure its domination, there is one South African
soldier for every 12 Namibians. The price Pretoria must pay to maintain the
colonization of Namibia is becoming 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 Pretoria. This year, the Francophone Summit
and the Commonwealth Summit condemned the South African régime for its obstinate
rejection of the Namibian people's right to self-determination. The Heads of State
of the Five, in thelr Declaration published at the end of the Seventh Summit

Conference, held in May in Maputo, Mozambiocue, launched an appeal for unconditional



AS42/PV .57
59-60

{Mr. Tep, Democratic Kampuchea)

szppott £or the right ©f the peocple of Namibia to self-determination and
independence based on Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

Last year, the Righth Conference of Heads of State and Government of the
¥on-Aligned Countries, the fourteenth special session and the forty-first regular
sezsion of the General Assembly, and the Summit of the Organization of“African
Gricy (OAU) held last July, adopted resolutions demanding that global and binding
sanctions, provided for in the Charter, be imposed on South Africa. The Security
Council has met twice this year to consider the situation in Namibis and has heard
tany delegations from countries of five continents forcefully condemning the
tactics of South Africa aimed at extending its colonial and illegal occupation of
famibia, and demanding immediate and unconditional application of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978). The condemnation of the illegal presence of the racist
Pretoria régime is unanimous.

Despite its failures and difficulties in Namibia, and despite its global
isolation, the Pretoria régime is pursuing its activities to deceive world public
opinion 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 possible means to
exert pressure on the front-line States to make them cease their support for the
struggle of the Namibian people. The increasing number of acts of aggression and
destabilization against all those States attests to that. Last May, sauads of
mrderers infiltrated into Zambia, killed several inhabitants and destroyed a
congiderable quantity of material goods. My country would like to renew here its
fraternal solidarity with the valiant struggle of the brotherly Government and
ppople of Zambia and all the brotherly African Governments and peoples of the

region defending their independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity.
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Moreover, the Pretoria régime has for several years now been manoeuvring for &
so-called resoluticon of the problem of Hamibia outside the United Nations, by
imposing an intenal settlement which would exclude the Namibian patriots and
preserve its own colonialist interests. It has made proposals wnhich have the
appearance of democracy but which are in fact creations of the policies of
apartheid and racial segregation. In arrogant defiance of the United Nations 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 régime 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 (1978), 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 (OAU), who in his statement to the General Assembly last month declared that

"as surely as night follows day, apartheid will ope destroyed. It is not a

question of if but of when and how apartheid will be ended.” (A/42/PV.26,

pp. 22, 23-25)
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megardless of its intransigence, Pretoria will be forced to dismantle apartheid and

%

a3 lks illegal occupation of Namibia. The era of colonialism has ended in
sfrica. The anachronism of the colonialism and racism of South Africa cannot
escape their fate. The Pretoria régime cannot indefinitely continue to oppose
itself 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 West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO), the Namibian people will at last win independence, regardless
of the obstacles and the sufferings it will have to overcome. The support of the
international community will hasten the fulfilinent of its aspirations to freedonm
and justice.

It is in that spirit that we support the decision in Security 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 Organization so
that measures can be taken for the implementation of the objectives laid down in
paragraph 2 of Security Council resoclution 435 (1978) -

"the withdrawal of South Africa's illegal administration from Namibia and the
transfer of power to the people of Namibia with 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
nmerous occasions its full readiness to sign a cease-fire agreement with the
Pretoria régime at any time and in any place except in the South Africa of the
apartheid régime or in occupied Namibia. We sincerely hope that resolution
601 (1987) will be speedily and successfully implemented. Independence for Namibia

has been delayed for too long. The freedom of the Namibian people, which hag been
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trampled underfoot for sc long, must not depend on the solution of problems which
have nothing to do with Security Council resolution 435 (13878). 1If the
Secretary-General is not able to carry cut the mandate entrusted to him by the
Security Council, my delegation will support all necessary measures provided for im
paragraph 20 of the Final Communiqué of the ministerial meeting of the United
Rations Council for Namibia of 2 October 1987.

Throughout history the people of Kampuchea and the peoples of Africa have
alwaye assisted and supported each other in their unrelenting 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,
foreign domination and racism.

I should be remiss if I did not express our warmest congratulations to the
Council 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 Territory
and in accordance with the mandate entrusted to it by the General Assembly. We

extend our most sincere compliments to Ambassador Peter Zuze and to his outstanding
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wedecessor, Ambassador Paul Lusaka, both of Zambia, for their important
contribution to the success of the Council's work.

Pinally, I should like to reaffirm my delegation's great appreciation of the
Secretary—-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, for his firm dedication to the
cause of Namibia and his tireless efforts devoted to the application of the United
Rations 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

ftorces throughout the Territory, including the so-called operational 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 Territory. South Africa also continues its acts of
repression in Namibia, as a result of which in the last six months alone, as has
been reported, 33 Namibians have been killed, 42 have been imprisoned and
tortured - including the Reverena Hendrick Witbooi, Vice-President of the South
West Africa People's Organization - 10 women have been raped and 42 buildings,
particularly schools, have been attacked and set on fire by the south African army

and police.
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Such acts of brutality continue to be carried out by South Africa to suppress
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.

Wwe 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 régime 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, can gway the Namibian people in their pursuit of independence. The South
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african régime underestimates the intelligence of the international community if
it believes that this Assembly will give credibility to the interim government that
g3z established in Wamibia.

Brupei Darussalam remains convinced that a peaceful settlement can still be
whieved within the United Nations plan for Namibia as embodied in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978), and calls upon the Pretoria régime to co-operate with the
taited Nations in order to enable the people of Namibia to exercise theitr right to
self-determination. There is no justification for South Africa to prolong its
illegal occupation of Namibia against the expressed wishes of the Namibian people.
e urge South Africa to look around and take note of the voices of dissent and
sphorrence concerning its policies of apartheid and illegal occupation of Namibia.

How much bloodletting must there be before the racist régime in South Africa
stccumbs to international pressure and before the people of Wamibia can enjoy their
basic right to freedom and independence? What we have witnessed recently have been
more Draconian measures by the racist Pretoria régime to consolidate its
stranglehold on the Territory of Namibia.

The international community, and this body in particular, should continue to
bear the moral responsibility of ending the illegal occupation of Namibia by the
racist Pretoria régime. The Namibian people look to the members of this body for
wore moral and practical support so that they too can enjoy the freedom and
independence that many of us here now enjoy and cherish.

My delegation endorses the full implementation, without any pre-conditions, of
the United Nations plan for Namibia, in accordance with Security Council

tesolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978).
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We urge the United Hations Council for Hamibia, in particular, to continue its
work until Hamipia, 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 Security Council resolution 435 (1978}. We
aleo welcome the recent adoption of Security Council resclution 601 (1987), which
authorizes the Secretary-General to arrange a cease—fire between South Africa and
SWAPO, and we hope this will meet with success.

Bven as we deliberate on this item today, the Namibian people continue to
suffer. We hope that we will succeed in our unified gocal 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.

Mr. DOS SANTQOS (Mozambique): Before I address the question of Namibia, I

should like to congratulate warmly Ambassador Reed on his assumption of the post of
Under~8ecretary-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 régime date back some decades ago.

The international community - the United Nations, the Organization of African Unity
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and’ the Non-AYigned Movement - has long since taken varjous neasures to end this
sad situation, but without very positive results.

In 1946 the General Assembly rejected the racist South African proposal to
incorporate the then South West Africa, now Namibia, into racist South Africa, and
recommended 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, and 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
Africa's Mandate was terminated and the United Nations assumed direct
responsibility over the Territory.

The General Assembly's decision to create the United Nations Councili 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 Natiosnz
rezolutions related to Mamibia, is the keystone to the solution of the Namibizsn
izssue. With the adoption of that resolution, Namibia was supposed definitely to
become 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 consensusg for the settlement of this problem. Resoclution 435 (1978) therefore
became the open door leading to peace, selt-determination and independence for the
Hamibian people. However, through its dilatory manceuvres, the Pretoria régime
closed the door to peace and liberty, challenging the will of the international
commuriity. 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 Angcola.

The apartheid régime, 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 régime 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 docuwents of the United
Nations or the Organization of African Unity (OAU) or of the Non-Aligned Movement, é
to know about the brutality and the crimes of the heinous apartheid régime. Every%
day, terrorists, an extension of the South African army, massacre defenseless ;
members of the population of all races and ages and of both sexes. They burn
schools, hospitals, buses and trains, and kidnap and kill teachers, students,
doctors, nurges and priests.

Namibia is being used as a springboard for aggression against nelighbour ing

countries, especially Angola. At this moment a large South African contingent of
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invading troops is engaged in a vicious military campaign against the People's
fepublic of Angola. We strongly condemn this invasion and demand the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of those aggressive troops.

Until when will the apartheid régime of Pretoria continue the anguish,
nuriliation, suffering and death in southern Africa? Until when will racist South
Africa continue to challenge the entire international community? Until when will
the Namibian people continue to suffer under the racist South African colonial
oppression?

In essence and practice, the apartheid régime has the same philosophy as nazi
fagcism. Therefore, the behaviour and policy of apartheid is violence,
expansionism, aggression and terrorism. The whole world must do what it did in the
5econd World Wwar: it must redouble its efforts to fight and eradicate apartheid.
fe must say: enough is enough.

The People's Republic of Mozambique is deeply concerne& with the day-~to—day
sufferings of the Namibian people caused by the racist South African régime.

The most basic rights of the Namibian people are denied by the Pretoria
:egime. To the intensification of the national resistance of the Namibian people
igainst the illegal occupation of their territory, the Pretoria régime responds
'ith more violent and repressive measures against nationalists and freedom fighters.

The police brutally attack the civilian population in numerous public rallies
nd mass demonstrations against the colonial régime. There are frequent incidents
nolving riot police descending on crowds with sticks, tear gas and bullets. Many
eople are injured and even killed. Thousands of patriots are still held in prison
ithout trial, suffering inhuman conditions, brutality and torture. Many patriots

ave been sentenced to death for the crime of fighting for the freedom and
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independence of their motherland. WNamibians are given the worst conditidmn
health, education and labour based on apartheid laws.*

The growing militarization of Namibian territory is a matter of deepcern
for the People’s Republic of Mozambique. Racist South Africa has continko
strengthen its illegal military presence in Namibia by increasing its oc&ion
forces inside the Territory through the recruitment of mercenaries and tiprcibie
conscription of Namibians into its ranks. Moreover, Pretoria has fortifiand
expanded its military bases in the Territory. The number of troops in Nda has
increaged from 17,000 in 1971 to more than 100,000 in 1985.

Despite the adoption of many resolutions by the United Nations and f
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 «
foreign economic interests continue to plunder its natural resources, whis
absolutely contrary ané detrimental to the interests of the Namibian peoj The
economic activities of transnational corporations coupled with activitie: the
South African colonial régime contribute to the perpetuation of the agaﬁd
system and the illegal occupation of Namibia.

In conclusion, the People's Republic of Mozambigque would like to refﬂlon@;
again its solidarity with and support for the Namibian people and their * and
legitimate representative, the South West Africa People's Organization (©). 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 anyrger.

Mr. Masri (Syrian Arab Republic), Vice-President, took the Cha
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Ms. BROSNAKOWA (Czechoslovakia) {(interpretation from Russian): Yet

enotheyr year has elapsed since the day when the General Assembly adopted
resolution 2145 (XXI), which put an end to South Africa's Mandate tegarding the
adzinistration of Namibia and simultaneously proclaimed the further presence of
south Africa in that Territory illegal. Even so, more than 21 vears after adoption
of that resolution, the Namibian people has still not attained its freedom. The
jouth Africa racists are continuing the illegal occupation of Namibia, which is
wccompanied by cruel oppression and acts of repression against the indigenous
wpilation and the plundering of the natural rescurces of the country. More than
170,000 Namibians have been forced - in effect without any kind of legal

rotection - 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 belonging o
the white population and other groups of the Namibian indigenous population.
Inhuman conditions, the system of reservations and limitations on movement and
residence are indeed a faithful copy of the South African Bantustans and the
apartheid policy of the South African Government. Thus, the people of Namibizis
gimultanecusly suffering from two of the greatest evils of our time: colonialism
and the most acute form of racism, apartheid.

For South Africa to continue its colonial rule in Namibia it must rely to am
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 Ariy.
Maintenance of the South African Army of occupation in Namibia and expenditures fo

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 unegquivocally favours immediate and ful
implementation 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
decigsions 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

gself~determination - has not vet been achieved.
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it is known, moreover, that the Pretoria ré&yime's colonial angd apartheid
policies would be impossible to maintain without the multilateral and regulay
sssistance rendered it by certain Western countries. For South Africa and a great
number of Western countries Namibia continues to be an important supplier of
pinerals and raw materials, including uranium and rare 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. The
South African racists are making use of the Territory as an enormoug 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 possipnle 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 begin implementation of Security
Council resolution 435 (1978).

The Pretoria régime is stubbornly trying to link the gquestion of the granting
of independence to Namibia with the presence of Cuban troops 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 affairs of a

sovereign State, the People's Republic of Angola, which has rightfully been
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condemned by practically all States Members of the United Nations as a clear
manceuvre of the Pretoria régime. Czechoslovakia firmly rejects the continuing
attempte of the South African régime and its closest allies to make the question of
implementation of Security Council resoclution 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
Wamibia, and in particular those of certain States to represent it in the context
of a global East-West confrontation. We should like to emphasize that the question
of Namibia is guite clearly one of decolonization and of great significance for
international peace and security. In this connection we approve the constructive
decisions 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 régime's most loyal protectors verbally condemn th
illegal occupation of Namibia and the pclicy 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 by
the South African racist régime is the imposition of and strict compliance with
comprehensive mandatory sanctions. Only by fully isolating the Pretoria régime ¢
we force 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 meetings of the Security
Cogncil and the adoption of resolution 601 {1987). It is now ihcumbent on all
dtates Members of the United Nations to create the conditions and to render all
possible support to the Secretary-General so as to make 1t possible for him to

carry out his mandate in keeping with that resolution.
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We are convinced that consistent implementation of the resolution would
promote a lowering of tension in the region, and that it could become an imporbast
step towards implementation of the provisions of Security Council resolution
435 (1978).

Weakening international pressure on the South African régime at this stage
would be a seriocus 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
necegsary to strengthen the United Nations role, including the role of the Security
Council, in resolving this extremely important guestion.

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 in€d 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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pmibia, my frame of mind is ouite different. "I would prefer not to have to speak
on this matter; T wish the auestion of Namibia were not under discussion because,
cwicaaly,” the people of Namibia should today be enjoying full independence and
gshould be a' sovereign people.

We are left with a deep feeling of frustration when we realize that after more
than 40 vears we are here endeavouring to ensure that the Namibian people will be
permitted to exercise its right to self-determination.

The Gowvernment of Chile has consistently given its full support to the plan
for Wamibia's independence in Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which we
believe contains all the elements needed to make progress towards Namibia's speedy
independence.

The decolonization process is one of the major achievements of the United
Nations., 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
-most 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 WNamibia.

Namibia possesses all the attributes to become 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's attainment of independence.

Our Organization has a direct legal responsibility for Namihia, and beyond

that legal obligation it has a moral imperative to secure Namibia's independence.
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In his two most recent reports to the Security Council on the matter, the
Secretary-General states that all the outstanding 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 réqgime
in Wamibia. The illegality of the occupation of Namibia has been recognized in the
mogt diverse bodies of our Organization and at all levels.

My delegation wishes to reiterate Chile's unswerving position, which may be
summar ized 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 WNamibia 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 therefore 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
601 (1987), of 3u October,

Finally, the Government of Chile fully supports the various General Assembly
resolutions on the guestion of Namibia.

As I have sald, the Security Council recently adopted a resolution, resolutia

601 (1987), which strengthens the Secretary-General's hand. The political support
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that all States can give him will be a valuable and positive factor in making
progress towards settling the prohlem of Namibia, a cause which has enjoyed, and

will continue to enjoy, the unconditional support and co-operation of Chile.
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Mr., ZUZE (Zambia): It is a great honour and privilege for me to
participate in this debate on behalf of the Chairman of the Organization of Africaz
Unity (ORUY. Por us in the OAU, the issue at hand, namely, the auestion of
Hamibia, is one that is very close to our hearts and definitely one that invokes
gtrong 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 196Us, statesmen and women of Africa have been seized of this matter,
They have discussed it and agonized over what type of measures would be effective
to end South Africa's stranglehold over Namibia. 1Indeed, 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 deliberately thwarted 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 Assembly 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 be implemented.

The 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 issuvue of the decolonization
of Namibia to the issue of super-Power rivalry. We see in this bankrupt policy a
deliberate intent of the United States and racist South Africa to safeguard their

go-called international interests at the expense of the cardinal obhjective of the
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tnited Nations to end the colonial situation in Namibia. It is a pretext for
iraction and inertia on resolution 435 {1978). Encouraged by that support, South
ifrica has continued to entrench itself inside the Territory., 1t has continued to
grow roots that will take the force of dynamite to eradicate,

In recent months racist South Africa has increased its acts of atrocity in
Hamibia. Fleeing Namibians have given first-hand reports of the régime's
brutalization of the Namibian people, particularly in the so-called operational
tone in northern Namibia, where South Africa continues to maintain many forward
bases. Many Wamibians have been killed in cold blood by racist troops for
allegedly breaking curfew requlations. Many have been arrested, tortured and
raimed on the mere suspicion that they belong to the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO). Small children and their mothers have perished in their
homes, which have been deliberately overrun or set on fire by the racist troops.

In & 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
not to continue supporting SWAPO.

Church leaders and church-goers have been persecuted on behalf 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 auo. 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 ask the aquestion: Has the conscience of the world suddenly become
numb, so that the plight of millions of oppressed Namibians has become a matter of
little conseauence? 1Is 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 suffer, decade
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after decade. There must be a reason for this - and there is. If we logt the
atark fact of Governments which apparently subscribe to the United Nation
resolutions, but allow their investments in South Africa and Namibian bugss to
continuve and flourish, we see more of the answer. If we realize the sucs of
South African propaganda that exploitation of the mineral wealth of Namibis
vital to the West, then the picture becomes clear.

The duestion of South Africa's destabilization has been a subject of:tailed
study by the Southern African Development Co-ordination Conference (SADCC SADCC
sought to auantify the costs borne by its members, They include not onlvie cost,
hut alsoc reduced revenue from exports and tourism, reduced production, tlkost of
refugee facilities and the cost of boycotts and embargoes applied by Soutifrica
against its neighbours. For example, South Africa has consistently boyced the
Port of Maputo in order to deny revenue to Mozambidque,

South Africa pursues a number of related objectives through its poliof
aggression and destabilization. They include undermining the work of SAIL which
seeks to reduce the dependence of its member States on South Africa. Thdnclude
efforts to reverse the gains of African freedom secured over recent decac and to
reimpose South Africa's economic and political domination over the regior They
include preventing the development of democratic non-racial States, whicbuld
gerve as an example to the people of South Africa and Namibia. They inve
stopping neighbouring States from providing refuge to those fleeing fromuth
Africa and Namibia., A&nd finally - and this is important - they involve pagatin
the myth that resistance to apartheid and South Africa's illegal occupat of
Namibia 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 SouAfrican
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¢ precisely the reason Pretoria legislates to divide them into false ethnic and
gotitical compartments. ‘

and must we wait? Should we wait? The answer is obviously a firm "no.® But
vhe world must be alerted to what 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 Africa's efforts at destabilization. We will not succumb to bullies. We
¢ill not bow the knee to a massive military machine. If our economies are
threatened, we will tighten our belts and diversify. We are determined that no
powel, let alone a racist Power, will divert us from achieving for all our people
the full life, which is their birthright. The future is one of struggle, but of

gventual victory.
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I wish to reiterate that apartheid is the source of tension and instafity ie
southern Africa. This obnoxious system, which has also been extended to N ia,
relegates the black people in Namibia and South Africa to the status of
second-class citizens. It is an unjust system by which the black people B? pees
denied all human rights. They work in filthy conditions to enrich the whif, &s
far as the racist régime is concerned, black workers are there only to prote
cheap labour. They are not to be accorded any political and economic rigb! Thiey
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 l{, Hot
only have the people of Namibia suffered personal economic and political
deprivation; their natural resources have been and continue to be plundereit an
alarming rate without regard to the development needs of the Territory.

The situation in Namibia is critical. The United Nations cannot just ¢ back
and walt hopelessly for a change of heart on the part of South Africa. Tht
Pretoria régime is a barbaric, régime which thrives on the exploitation of e
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 |e the
international community to take punitive measures against South Africa as jay of
ending apartheid and its illegal occupation of Namibia, it is not because ‘haye
not considered other options, but because we know tnat the alternative tO jctions
at this stage may be too ghastly to contemplate.

It is not too late for the United Nations to act resolutely. As far gpe
guestion of Namibia is concerned, there exists a blueprint for ending the ,ny of
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 ungualified support and
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eor-tparation to the Secretary-General of the United Nations in hig efforts to
chtzin @ cvease-fire between SWAPO and Scuth Africa and an particular the
splacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group. Let us act
togebher, in oOrder that the inhabitants of Namibia too can exercise their
inalienable right to self-determination and independence. .. This is our solemn
respongibility. We in the Organization of African Unity are ready to contribute

whatever will be necessary to fulfil this noble goal. Africa is ready.

Mr. TANIGUCHI (Japan): As we gather in this Ueneral Assembly Hall to

consider once again the long-standing and tragic guestion of Namibia, the
temptation to succumb to feelings of frustration and despair is, indeed, great.
iwenty-one years after the General Assembly terminated South Africa's Mandate 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 1l1legal occupation of the Territory, is united and undeterred in its fight for
Namibia'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
#ddition, many countries, including my own, have been pressuring South Africa in a

variety of ways.
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although these efforts have not yet achieved their ultimate objective of
Hamibian independence, it would De wrong to conclude that they have been of no
avail. Among the most valuable fruits of those efforts is Security Council
resclution 435 (1978), which provides the only universally accepted framework for &
peaceful transition to independence.

It is recalled that both the Government of South Arfrica and the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) have indicated their acceptance of the
gettlement plan endorsed by this resolution. But South Africa, while professing
ite willingness to co-operate with the international community, has in fact been
working to prevent the implementation of the resoclution. In June 1985, tor
example, South Africa set up what it calls an interim government in Namibia, in
violation 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 settleme;t. 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 1n his recent
report, dated 27 October 1987, by insisting on this pre-condition South Africa has
blocked

"successive attempts in recent vears 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”.

(5/19234, para. 25)

Moreover, South Africa continues to mount armed attacks ayainst neighbouring
countries, destabilizing the situation throughout the region and making the
possibility of settling the Namibian question more remote.

Japan is gravely concerned over the continuing deterioration of the situation
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in Hamibia and condemns in particular the arrest of five SWAPD 'leaders and the
repressive measures South Africa has been taking against studemts and labour
organizations since last August.

Japan's position on this issue is firm: HNamibia's independence must be
schieved in accordance with the wishes of its inhabitants, as expressed through
free elections, to be held under the supervision and control of the United
¥ations. It firmly supports Security Council resolution 435 {1978) and will spare

no effort to achieve its implementation.
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accordingly, Japan has taken vigorous measures to urge South Africa to
withdraw from Hamibia and abandon its racist policy of apartheid. In demonstrating
its disapproval of South Africa's illegal occupation of the Territory, Japan
refraing from any action that would in effect acknowledge the present status of
Hamibia, such as extending grants, loans or technical assistance of any kind to
South Africans in Namibia. It prohibits direct investment in South Africa and
Mamibia by Japanese nationals or corporations under its jurisdiction.

On the other nand, Japan has long been extending assistance to the Namibian
pecple through its contributions to the humanitarian and educational funds and
programmes administered by the United Nations, including the United Nations
Ingtitute 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
bilateral 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 Oryanization 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 I 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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ve pat off by Pretoria's prevarications and empty excuses and that it will be
enflagging in the pursuit of its goal. Japan therefore demands once again that
soeth Africa co-operate with international efforts to settle the question without

further delay, so that Namibia can assume its rightful place as a sovereign State

ot

5 the world community.

Mr. RABRETAFIKA (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): The General

assembly 18 once again considering the guestion 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 a glimmer of hope has appeared on the
rorizon, with the adoption by the Security Council on 30 October last of resolution
801 (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 the 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 inave 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 S5-14/1, adopted on 20 September 1986 by the
special session of the General Assembly on the question of Namibiay the Luanda
Declaration and Programme of Action, adopted during the extraordinary plenary

neetings 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 Hamibia held in Hew York on 2 October 13887; and, of course, the
resolutions and declarations adopted by the Organization of African Unity, the
Movement of HBon~Aligned Countries, the Organization of the Islamic Conference and
the States members of the Commonwealth.

That concerted pressure by those international, interqovernmental and
non-governmental organizations and the tireless efforts by the Secretary-General to
ensure 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 (1878), and, on the other
hand, to the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

The adoption by the Security Council of resolution 601 (1987) nas given new
impetus 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 gquestion 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). uUnfortunately, that is not the case. The racist régime 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 the supporters of apartheid. South Africa has for a long time now been

seeking every possible means to avoid the application of the United Nations plan.
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In fafb, ail of South Africa's frauduleht manoeuvres designed to delay the
ing of independence to Namibia are simply elements of its global strategy in
grp Africa, aimed at perpetuating white supremacy in South Africa. To achieve
cbjective and to guarantee the continued shameless exploitation of Namibia's
human and natural resources, the racist régime wants to create a security belt

g its borders.
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In clothing this policy with the banner of the defence of civilization agai

the threat of communism, alleged communist obscurantism, and the defence of foreis

interests — whose activities in Wamibla are illegal - the Socuth Africa régime is
benefiting from the comwplicity of some countries and the encouragement of some
circles. Otherwise, how indeed could we explain South Africa's insistence on
linking the independence of Hamibia to the presence of Cuban troops in Angola? #Hm
could ve understand the Pretoria régime's insistence on imposing so-called internal
settlements on Hamibia? Finally, how also could we justify its aggressive policy
against the front-line States?

To 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 tantamount to accepting its illegal occupation. The
international community has not been fooled by this strategy, the only aim of which
is to divert attention from the real issues. The Security Council rejected this
theory of linkage in its resolution 539 (1983):

“as incompatible with resolution 435 (1978), other decisions of the Security

Council and the resoclutions of the General Assembly on Namibia, including

Gener al Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)".

Finally, we must stress in this context that indeed there are only three
par ties 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 régime and the United Nations,
represented by the United Wations Council for Namibia, the only legal Administerinq;

Authority of the Territory pending its independence.
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It is regrettable none the less that Jespite the unanimous condemnation by
gerber States of the Orgarization on this issue some should insist on giving
ariority to their own strategic and ideological concerns or allow them to interfere
gith an issue of Jdecolonization. For us the presence of Cuban troops in Angola is
the result.of a sovereign agreement between two independent States and the
inter ference of a third State in this matter constitutes a flagrant violation of
the principles and norms of international law.

All the attempts by the racist régime to consolidate the results of its poliey

of fait accompli go hand in hand with its efforts to establish phantom puppet

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 Secur ity Council resolution 439 (1978)3 on 17 June 1985 a
so-called provisional government was put in place in Windhoek - this action was
also condemned by the Security Council in its resolution 566 (1985)3 and at present
the Pretor ia régime is devoting enormous financial resources to the maintenance of
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 at
public opinion in these countries.

My delegation fully supports the viewpoint expressed by Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab,
secretary for Foreign Affairs of SWAPO, in the Security Council on 6 April 1987,
when he said:

"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 schemes, are treating
them as viable political options, the result being that those nonsensical
antics, treated as significant developments, help contribute towards the

fur ther undue delay of our independence." (S/PV.2740, p. 42)
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The third 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 cease
their support for the African National Congress of South Africa (ARC). Sou th
Africa is committing ever more 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 régime is recruiting,
training and financing bandits and mercenaries to carry out its military raids iato
these countries.

Ko later then last Saturday, 31 October, the day after the Security Council
adopted resolution 601 (1987), the racist armed forces attacked a village in
southern Angola killing about 150 SWAPO militants. This latest attack is the very
prototype of a calculated act of aggression by the Pretoria régime 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
determination and courage of this martyred people should be supported by additional
international action. The so-called regional question in this context should not
be considered outside the framework of the independence of Namibia, the cessation
of the acts of destabilization perpetrated by South Africa and the abolition of the
odious system of apartheid, because the threat thus posed by the racist régime to

regional and international peace and security is without doubt a daily reality.
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The adoption of Security Council resolution 601 (1987) comes at a time when

ited wWations Council for Wamibia, the sole legal Administering Authority of

the Territory pending its independence, is celebrating the twentieth anniversary of
its establishment. We hope that the Security Council will he in & position to
force South Africa to withdraw from Namibia in order to make it possible for the
nited wWations Council for Namibia to carry out its mandate.

However, following the latest raid by South Africa against Angola and the
5#APC militants our scepticism has not been removed. 1In this regard the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Madagascar, Mr. Jean Bemananjara, addressed a message to the
Secretary~General of the Organization of African Unity (0QAU), and the

sectetary-~General of the United Wations, in which he reaffirmed:
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“Only the respect of the right of peoples to independence,
gelf-determination and sovereignty, which are the legitimate rights of the
peoples, may lead to peace and justice. Madagascar continues to feel that the
serious implementation in good faith of resolution 435 (1978) of the Security
Council is the best way to ensure that the people of Namibia will see their
baszic rights restored. The Democratic Republic of Madagascar will always
stand at the szide of people struggling for their liberation. It is with
particular emotion that we offer our brother people of Namibia and SWAPQO the
assurance of our full support and militant solidarity."

In ¢onclusion, my delegation would like to pay tribute to the President and
members of the United Hations 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
therecof.

Mr., MUTHANA ALI (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): The

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 guestion 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.

We 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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there and this, in turn, reflects the suffering of the people of Namibia, because
of the continued repression exercised against it by the occupation authorities of
tze South african régime.

Unfortunately, and despite all that we sense, despite all of the repeated
resolutions adopted by the Security Council and the General Assembly, and despite
ether efforts deployed by the Secretary-General, all indicators show us that the
geestion of Namibia, which is mainly related to the right of peoples to
self~determination, remains unresolved. The racists still continue their
illegitimate and illegal occupation of Namibia, continuing thereby in their
intransigence, their challenge to the resolutions and decisions of the United
Kations and the Security Council, especially resolution 435 (1978).

The international community is following with great concern the situation in
Yamibia. 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 Assembly and the
statements that have been issued by other forums, still expresses the opinion that
there 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 that 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 régime in Pretoria, which is preventing the
people of Namibia from exercising its right to freegom and independence. 1In tnis,
that régime relies on the support and protection it receives from the United States

of America and it also relies on the co-operation 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 régime in the exploitation of the resources of that
Territory.

The international community calls upon those States to stop supporting the
racist colonial régime. It emphasizes the need to ostracize that régime and apply
to it mandatory comprehensive sanctions according to Chapter VII of the United
Mations 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 practices 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. &l1l 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 South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). My 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. SWAPQ 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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#y country rejects any linkage between the independence of Namibia and other
issues of concern to other independent and sovereign States. All these attempts
are mere pretexts that aim at prevarication and impeding and hampering the
independence of Namibia. All this jeopardizes the responsibility of the United
Kations 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 régime of South Africa to continue
its 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 régime to comply with the wishes of the international community
have been unsuccessful. Aall this is because of the stance of the United States of
hmerica 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 party to the challenge to the resolutions of
the United Nations and the peaceful efforts of the international community.

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). 1In this respect we cannot but express our welcome of
resolution 601 (1987) recently adopted by the Security Council and which represents
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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Hamibia, cannot be vanguished by the racist military machine. This is demonstrates
by the history of peoples 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
5#mibia is one of the oldest items on the agenda of ﬁhe United Nations. It has
wen discussed on an ongoing basis at each session of the General Assembly. The
fxurity Council, in turn, has considered it virtually every year. Three special
s¢ssions of the General Assembly have been devoted to studying this question.
wwever, despite numerous resolutions and repeated demands by tnhe General Assembly
ad 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
viclation of international law, has obstinately continued its illegal occupation of
Hamibia.

Colonial, illegal and continuous occupation of Namibia by South Africa, the
pilitarization of the Territory and the crushing of the liberation struggle, as
defined by the General Assembly, are an open challenge to the United Nations,
vhich, 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 eguitable elections under
international supervision and control.

This 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
impeding implementation of the United Nations plan, the realization of i1ndependence
by 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 african régime's delaying tactics, postponements and
impogsible demands with regard to a so-called linkage, and other extrinsic factors
incompatible with the clear terms of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), hawve
all been rejected and condemned by the international community.

The reinforcement of the régime's illegal occupation of Namibia, attempts to
impose on Hamibia so-called internal solutions and an interim government, ana the
ongoing use of Namibian Territory as a base for launching acts of aggression and
destabilization against independent neighbouring African States — all of which aces
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 itsg
right to self-determination in keeping with the demands of the international
communicy.

We are obliged to take note of the international community's reaction and evel
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 VII 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 is 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 Namibia, which has
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seen ‘andermining the prestige and effectiveness of the United Nations., More than
ever before, it is necessary to enhance the authority of the United Nations and 1te
capacity to ensure peace, stability, security and international co-operation.

It is necessary immediately to take decisive and radical measures to enhd South
Mrica's illegal, colonial domination of Namibia, as has been emphasized many times
by the Romanian delegation speaking before this Assembly.

As in the past, the Socialist Republic of Romania expresses once again its
uireserved solidarity with the struggle of the African peoples completely to
eliminate colonialism, defend and strengthen their national independence, and
ensure the achievement in complete freedom of their economic and social
development. In this context, Romania is firmly against all South 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
achieve the exercise of its right to self-determination and independence and to
decide freely its own future, so that the Namibian 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 1in 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 - is one of
calling for political, diplomatic, moral and material support for the Namibian
people, and this has been reaffirmed in the clearest possible way by President

Nicolae Ceausescu, who recently said:
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"We are actively in favour of the independence of Namibia and hence fully
support SWAPC's struggle. We are in favour of an end to the racist policy of
apartheid in Scuth Africa. We feel that an end should be put to all
interference by South Africa in the internal affairs of the countries of
southern Africa and, in a general way, we fully support the African peoples in
the struggle they are waging to enhance their independence and ensure theig
economic and social development.”

The Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania energetically condemns the
acte of aggression committed by the racist régime of South Africa against the
People's Republic of Angola and other independent African States. Such acts show
the aggressive nature of the apartheid régime 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 violatio
of the sovereignty and independence of those countries and all irresponsible acts
of agyression 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
determination 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 community's
efforts for peace, understanding and co-operation so as to achieve a better anda

more just world.
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#We note with satisfaction the declaration by the South West Africa People's
grganiration that it is ready to sign and ohserve a cease-fire agreement with South

frica and to co-operate to this end with the Secretary-General., Wwhat is necessary

e

is for decisive action to be taken by the United Nations and the international
coTmUNity to require that South Africa immediately conform to the terms of Security
Council resolution 435 (1978), which constitute the sole internationally accepted
basis for a peaceful settlement of the Namibian problem.

In conclusion I would add that the Romanian delegation fully supports the
draft resolution proposed by the United Nations Council for Namibia.

Mr. TANTEMSAPYA (Thailand): At the cutset I should like to @xpress my

delegation's strong support for Security Council resolution 601 (1987), adopted
last week. My delegation welcomes in particular the Council's decision

"to authorize the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange a cease-fire between

South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization, in order to

under take the administrative and other practical steps necessary for

empl acement 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 régime in South
AMfrica. The international community has been trying, since the termination of the
mandate of South Africa over Namibia and the placing of the 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 Pretoria régime.

We have to come to grips with this problem of Namibia again and again, not
only because fundamental rights and principles are at stake, but also because of

the danger of violent escalation inherent thereto, since South Africa‘'s continued
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illegal cccupation of Namibia constitutes a breach of international peace and
security in viclation of the United Nations Charter.

The Secretary-General himself, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, to whom I wish to
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
cease Fire and the implementation of the United Nations plan for the irndependence
of Hamibia.

Thailand's policy with regard to one country's armed aggression and occupzatio
of another, as well as the strict observance of another country's sovereign
independence, territorial integrity and its people's right to self-determination,
is well known., The position of Thailand with regard to the gquestion 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
apar theid régime in Pretoria to gain their freedom and independence. We have
joined the international community in condemning the continued illegal occupation
of Namibia by the Pretoria régime 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-determination of the Namibian people in freedom and independence in a united
Namibia with fully sovereign rights over their national resources, in accordance
with the relevant United Nations resolutions and decisions, in particular 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
Thailand, said in his inaugural statement that the major obstacle to the

tealization of Namibia's independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity had
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seen the continued illegal occupation of that country by South Africa. His
Bcellency went on to reiterate Thailand's full support for the legitimate cause
28 struggle of the Namibian people, represented by the South West Africa People's
rganization (SWAPRO).

Again, in a message addressed to the President of the United Nations Council
for Namibia on the occasion of the solemn meeting in commemoration of Namibia Day
on 26 August 1987, His Excellency stated, inter alia:

“Today Thailand joins the international community in commemorating

Namibia Day and solemnly reaffirms her steadfast solidacity with the people of

Hamibia 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 pecople.”

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 régime in South Africa 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
racist régime in Pretoria in defiance of the purposes and principles of the Charter
of the United Nations and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Secondly, the racist régime of South Africa continues to utilize the territory
of Namibia as a springboard for sustaining its armed attacks against the
neighbour ing 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 nostile, unprovoked and persistent acts of
aggression is being perpetrated or threatened against the front-line and other
States by the Pretoria régime in violation of those States' sovereignty and
territorial integrity.

The only way to end these problems is to dismantle the apartheid system in the
southern part of Africa, the root cause of the festering problems in that important
part of the world. 1In this connection the Association of South-East Asian Nations
(ASERK), of which my country, Thailand, is a member, also issued a joint statement
at the end of the annual meetings of its foreign ministers in Singapore on

16 June 19%87.
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The ASEAN Foreign Ministers

"reiterated their condemnation of the continued illegal occupation of Namibia
and the imposition of the apartheid system there by the racist Pretoria
régime. In this regard, they welcomed the important decisions of the Vienna
International Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia; the
fourteenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly, on the
guestion of Namibia, and the extraordinary plenary meetings of the Council for
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".

(A/42/477, annex III, 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
that the suffering of the Namibian people remains unremitting. The racist South
Mrican régime continues to occupy Wamibia 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
problem are also unacceptable to my delegation. My delegation therefore denounces
the Pretoria régime'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
ottset, unreservedly welcomes Security Council resolution 601 (1987), in particular
the 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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1 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 Namibia. I should like alsoc to record my delegation's sincere
appreciation of the efforts of His Excellency Ambassador Peter Zuze, Permanent
Representative of Zambia and President of the United Nations Council for Namibiay
as well as those of the other members of the Council, on behalf of the Namibian
people.

Mr. VASILIBV (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
gsystem, 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 workers
for freedom, peace and soclal justice and against class, national and
spiritual oppression".
A major role in the struggle to eliminate colonialism has been played by the
United 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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But colonialism is far from ended. That is clear from the present
sonsideration of the guestion of Namibia. The people of Namibia are still being
subjected to one of the cruelest forms of colonial exploitation.

Over two decades ago the General Assembly terminated South Africa's Mandate
over MNamibia and decreed that the administration of the Territory would thengeforth
be the responsibility of the United Nations. Thus, the United Nations is directly
responsible for the political fate of Namibia, for its decolonization and for its
achievement of genuine independence.

However, the racist régime in Pretoria, shored up by the policy of so-called
constructive engagement and by support from its Western patrons, persists in its
illegal occupation of Namibia. It is attempting to perpetuate its colonial racist
domination of the Territory and to impose a neo-colonial future on the Namibian
people, using Namibia as a springboard 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 security, the racist régime of South Africa has extended its repugnant aystem
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 Africa.

The 100,000-strong South African army and police force are trying to crush the
Namibians' aspirations to independence and freedom for their homeland. 7The
Pretoria racists are stepping up the militarization of the Territory. fThey have

established over 40 military bases and instituted forced conscription into the army.
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The human and natural resources of Namibia along with its incalculable wealth
are monopolized by the illegal South African régime and other foreign econonmic,
financial and other interests, which mercilessly exploit and plunder them. The
impact of the activities of foreign economic interests is to be seen not only in
the foreign exploitation of Namibia's wealth, to the detriment of the Namibian
people, but alsc in the strengthening of South Africa's colonial domination of the
Territory. In corporate profits alone, these interests pocket over 60 per cent of
Wamibia's gross domesztic product.

Among the transnational corporaticns plundering Namibia's natural resources
are well known South African, Western European, North Zmerican and other companies
such as Consolidated Diamond Mines of South West Africa, the Tsumeb Corporation,
and R&ssing Uranium. That triumverate accounts for about 95 per cent of mineral
production and exports, and 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 illeqgal presence in Namibia costs the Pretoria régime
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 Assembly 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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Bincreased its militarization of the Namibian territory and its acts of

‘brutality and oppression with a view to intimidating the Namibian people.
Disappearances and detention of members of the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO) and of its supporters and sympathizers were stepped up

and cold-blooded murders became widespread". (A/4:/24, part I, para. 3)%

*Mr. Legwaila (Botswana), Vice-President, took the Chair.



KP/gd B/42/PV.57
126

{(Mr., Vasiliev, Byelorussian 5Se
In this connection, I should like to guote from the Secretary for Foreign
LKffaire of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) when he addressed
the Security Council on 28 October this year:

"In Europe, the whole world rose up to oppose Hitler's genocide and
tyranny. Why is genocide and tyranny tolerated and actually encouraged and
sustained in Kamibia 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 arnd

hypocrisy in Namibia." (§/PV.2755, p. 22)

The economic, political and strategic interests of Western circles and the
racist régime of Pretoria are as a result of their collaboration responsible for
the continuing tragedy of the Namibian people. Despite the numerous appeals of the
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
isolate effectively the'agartheid régime, certain well-known countries are
continuing a policy of de facto support for the racist Pretoria régime. It is they
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
countries, the non-aligned and others, as well as international forums, to the
Security Council to adopt comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the racist
Pretoria régime in order to compel it to implement United Nations and Security
Council resolutions 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

convinced that the problem of Namibia can and snould be settled by political means
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it is of the utmost importance now to step up the role of the United Nations,

2

#rity Council and the Secretary-General and his Special Representative to

wive the Namibian problem. The internationally recognized basis for the
islependence of MNamibia is to be found in the relevant United Nations resolutions,
poleding Security Council resolution 435 (1978). The full implementation of these
#cisions cannot and should not be made conditional on any other unrelated
qestions.

The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR welcomes Security Council resolution
61 (1987}, adopted a few days ago, authorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to
rzange a cease—fire between South Africa and SWAPO in order to undertake
goinistrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the
taited 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
mity and territorial integrity of Namibia, the immediate and full withdrawal of
the South African army and administration from Namibia, and the transfer of all
athority to the people of Namibia through SWAPO, which is recognized by the United
fations, the Organization of African Unity, and the Non-Aligned 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 Pretoria régime and for geniune independence and
freedom.

The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR is convinced that the heroic Namibian
wople, under the leadership of SWAPO, will, despite all the machinations of
iperialist forces, soon achieve genuine independence because the countries of the
scialist community, the non-aligned States, and all democratic and progressive

forces of the world are on the side of its just cause.
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¥Mr. DERH (Malaysia): There are certain items om our agenda - in fact
they have been on our agenda for more years than some care to remember - deserving
not merely our highest attention but our total commitment in their solution. To be
sure, there has been no lack of effort as, over the years, many debates and many
resolutione have been devoted to these subjects. To the disappointment of many 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.

The question of Namibia belongs in this category. A quick trip through the
developments on this subject will establish the following:

Pirst, the gquestion 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 régime which
takes pride in its system of institutionalized racism.

Thirdly, 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 (5-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 acrinomicus debate and several resolutions,
resolution 435 (1978) was adopted by the Security Council setting out a blueprint
for the independence of Namibia.

Finally, the reality that South Africa is still in illegal occupation of
Namibia, while resolution 435 {1978), in spite of the hopes it inspires, remains

yet another unfulfilled promise.
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Cnme of the issues which surfaced in our ongoing efforts to improve the

axy of the United Nations is the concern that so many resolutions have to be
weed uwpon at the expense of consensus. We are curselves concerned because
izisyeis believes that a consensus is always preferable to a vote. A consensus
aclution implies consent by all on a common course. So the theory goes, at
teasty 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 guestion
of Namibia, there is a definite consensus that the continued colonization by the
gpartheid régime of South Africa is not merely illegal but immoral. We are all
resolved that it should end. Why then does it continue? Particularly, in view of
resolution 435 (1978), which we have all pledged to support because it represents &
just, reasonable and feasible plan for the restoration of sovereignty to Namibia,
putting it in the hands of the people of Namibia? Why should Namibia's freedom be
linked to the presence of foreign forces in a neighbouring country? Is it
siplistic or naive to expect that given this "welling" of interest and consensus
this issue should transcend ideological and narrow strategic interests? It is
umthinkable that an independent Namibia can be a threat to Pretoria's security.

The threat to South Africa clearly lies in its apartheid policy.
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What has given South Africa sustenance in pursuing its policy of undisguised
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. wWhy
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
gituations such as that created py the Pretoria régime. 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-line States, then it is
incumbent upon the international community to take collective action to cushion asnd
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.
More 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”.

The Commonwealth Heads of Government, at their meeting recently in Vancouver,
reaffirmed as a matter of the utmost priority their resolve to bring to an end the
apartheid policies of South Africa. On Namibia, the Heads of Government reiterated
their conviction that resolution 435 (1978) must provide the only basis for amn
internationally acceptable settlement of the Namibian question. In their Vancouvet
communiqué they state:

"The challenge, therefore, is to develop an effective process of negotiation

leading to the resolution's implementation.”
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It is a source of some encouragement that the Security Council only a few days
352 adopted resolution 601 {1987). It is at the same time regretted that that
reselution could not be adopted by consensus because a permanent member continues
t> feel constrained on the issue of linkage.

My delegition would like to reaffirm Malaysia's support for the South West
gfrica pPeople's Organization (SWAPQ) as the sole, legitimate representative of the
samiblan people. We note with great satisfaction that, as with resolution
435 {1978}, SWAPO has once again expressed its readiness to sign and observe the
cease~fire provisions and accept the emplacement of the United Nations Transition
assistance Group. We applaud the decision of SWAPO, which illustrates the
fwxibility, reasonableness and pragmatism which it has always shown. We stand
firmly behind SWAPO in its struggle for naticnal liberation. There can be only one
end to that struggle: the full independence of Namibia.

Mr. LCHIA (Papua New Guinea): I am speaking in order to join the other
reptesentatives of countries and reputable organizations who have voiced our common
concern and support for the people of Namibia in their struggle for
self-determination and independence.

The world must not be dissuaded by the fact that the question of Namibia has
been 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 Socuth 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 {1978} 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 world and the
different interest groups in Namibia will stay united, because if we do not the
racist régime will continue to utilize the opportunity to gain more ground and
cauge further instability amongst the good people of Namibia and southern Africa.

Papua Hew Guinea looks forward to the implementation of the recent Security
Council resolution 601 (1987) adopted on 30 October 1887 which, inter alia,
authorizee 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
gupport 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 of 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
the principles of decolonization. Though colonialism as a system in human history
has 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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Certainly decolonization is one issue on

How can we, who fought vigorously to free ourgelves
oz colonialism, ignore those who are fighting against the same common enemy of
zankind today?

The persistent defiance by racist South Africa of the universal calls for an
end to apartheid and the withdrawal of its bandit troops from Namibia can be
countered only by a strong aemonstration of a firm political will and moral
responsibility on the part of those who are well placed to bring about effective
pressure on the racist South African régime.

Papua New Guinea reaffirms its solidarity with the people of Namibia and the
African 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 ana apartheid.
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Mro. MUOKUMBA (Zimbabwe): I observe with deep sorrow that the question of

Namibia'e 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 sclution to the problem, recently reaffirmed by the Security 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
Hamibia'e 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
Wamibia 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 internmational 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 toc choose
their own representatives and to map out their own socio-economic and political
paths to development.

The news and information black—out imposed by the occupation régime in Namibia
has not stemmed the flow of informaticon 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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The racist régime, not content with the blood on its hands, has emharked on a
swide~and-rule policy in an attempt to suppress the national liberation struggle
fr Bamibin. Namibian males between the ages of 17 and 55, the unwilling
peomplices to this bloody ritual, are now conscripted into the occupying colonial
g2y, Brother is now forced to fight sister, brother, mother and father, to
mipetuate the stronghold of colonialism.

Military conscription is the new racist tool to buttress its military build-up
and the imposition of the so-called interim government. These indeed are the
mehinations of a colonial Power determined to consolidate its neo-colonial status
ir ¥amibia. The objective is clear: it is the continued denial of genuine freedom
e independence to the Namibian people.

One is forced to wonder from what sources the racist régime draws its
strength, both material and spiritual, to perpetuate this genocidal war against the
vill of the majority of the international community.

It is an open secret that the régime is not a lone crusader in this genocidal
act. The culprits that sponsor and give succour to the racist régime are counted
among the great Powers of today. They are with us in this Asgembly. They have
tainted their hands with the blood of innocent Namibiang by giving support to the
tacists in their unauenchable thirst to milk Namibia dry of her irreplaceable
wealth,

The veto power has been ahused and exercised to nurture and give succour to
ypartheid by the very same prophets who are at the forefront of the gospel of
dmcracy. One is forced to incuire whetbher democracy for the colonized Namibians
it 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 tne principles of the Charter, but we hasten to advise that a
pecple's will and determination to gain freedom and independence cannot be vetoed
forever.

For us, democracy entails recognition cf and compliance with its very
corner—-stones - those principles embodied in the Charter. Are we to allow further
erosion of thosge principles by sustained procrastination in the implementation of
regolution 435 (1978)7 The Security Council has demonstrated that now is the time
to act in concert, with a clear commitment - commitment to resolution 435 (1978).

We challenge the accomplices of the Pretoria régime to practise what they
preach. Let them demonstrate their abhorrence of the régime's policies by joining
handg with all the international community in implementing resolution 435 (1978).

The act of collaboration with the Pretoria régime 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 (1978), 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
régime 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

aggression, destabilization and subversion.
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There is yet anotber facet to the collaboration between some countries and the
pretoria régime. Resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security Council, as
well as the provisions of Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources
of Namibia, are consistently defied with impunity.

What could be more criminal than the act of stealing the wealth of a
dispossessed people? We note with horror and abhorrence the continued plundering
of Namibia's wealth by foreign economic interests. We urge the United RNations
Council for Namibia to proceed with speed to bring these criminal elements before
the law. To them we say it is immoral to f£ill their coffers at the expense of
Namibian independence. Do they not in their race of theft and plunder against
time, hear the cries of the Namibian people, who, though their country possesses
such immense wealth, are ranked amony the poorest of this planet?

We urge 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. 1
for the Protection of the Natural Resources of Namibia.

The exposé I have just given takes full cognizance of the recently adopted
Security Council resoclution 601 (1987). We applaud the Security Council for the
positive step it has taken. We pleddge 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
gpartheid are factors that have united us in our crusade for the establishment 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 become nasty, short ang
brutish”, South Africa's acts against front~line States have been well chronicled
and are known by all assembled here. We have suffered from apartheid.
Destabilization, 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,
from 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 Pretoria régime. True to form,
the régime has embarked on yet another unprovoked rampage into Angola. Is this act
of aggresgion a hacbinger of worse things to follow? The régime could not even
exercise self-restraint. It had to demonstrate its disregard for international
normg and human values by attacking Angola just as the Security Council was
adopting resolution 601 (1987).

Yeg, these are the realities in southern Africa. The United Nations ig the
last resort of hope and sanctuary to those in need.

We salute the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFRO) 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 mother land. We
salute the gallant sons of Namibia, the Namibians inside the occupied Territory,
for fighting the racist army with whatever means they have at their disposal. We
say to them, "Well done".

We urge all members of the international comnunity to render all needed

assistance to the struggling people of Namibia.
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Finally, we wish to express our appreciation of the work being done by the
Upited Nations Council for Wamibia. “The Council has endeavoured to fulfil its
izzense task in the face of innumerable obstacles. We wish the Council well, for
the task ahead of them is extremely difficult. gimbabwe stands fully behind the
ouncil and-ds committed -to assisting it in any way it can.

Mr. JARRETT {Liberia}: It is indeed with some frustration that my
delegation is speaking in this debate on the queéestion of Namibia, a Territory for
which the United Nations bears full responsibility but whieh the racist Pretoria
régime continues to occupy illegally, in arrogant defiance of 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 precise, 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 Nations
. Council 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 Namibia's independence. That plan sets out the modalities by
which the people of Namibia would be able to determine their future through free
and fair elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations.

What has happened eince then, 21 years after the termination of South Africa'y
Mandate over Wamibia and 1G years after the adoption of a proposal for settlement
of the Namibian gquestion, is a lamentable saga of disappointment and frustration
for the Wamibian people, as the racist clique in Pretoria vacillates over Namibia's
freedom from colonial bondage and independence.

While this vacillation goes on, South Africa 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. ‘The leaders, supporters and sympathizers of the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWAPO) are constantly harassed, arrested, detained and
tortured. The racist Pretoria régime 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 forces in Angola is a matter that falls exclusively
within the soveresign jurisdiction 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
issue of "linkage". Moreover, the Security Council has stated very clearly that
its resolution 435 (1978) is the only internationally accepted basis for settlement
of the Namibian question, as it provides for the holding of free and fair elections

under the supervision and control of the United Nations.



st

Mr. Jarrett, Liberia)

sdied In resolution 435 {1978) was formulated to

a's withdrawal from Namibia, and a peaceful transition

5

dependence of the Territory. The plan had been carefully negotlated with

the parties, and all outstanding issues pertaining to its implementation had been
regolved in November 1985. Agresment was reached onoa. svstem of provisional
representation, thus making 1t possible for the establishment of the United Nations

sransition Assistance Group {(UNTAG).
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Having reached that far on tne road to a settlement of Namibia's independence,
the racist Pretoria régime, in spite of the warning contained in Security Councii
resolution 566 (1985}, has shown no willingness to implement Security Council

resolution 435 (1978}, nor indeed any of the other resolutions and decisions of the

Security Council and General Assembly. Such arrogant defiance of the authority of

the United Hations should not be tolerated, and the fact that it has been permitteqg
to go on for so long ercdes the credibility of this Organization.

The Declaration of the International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Wamibia, held in Vienna in July 1986, pointed out, inter alia, that the people
of Namibia were waging a herioc 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 decolonization and the
Namibian people's right to freedom, self-determination and independence.

That is the cause of the impasse which we face oOver the question of Namibia's
independence. The national and commercial interests of certain States, and their
collaboration with the Pretoria régime 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 decisions of the United Nations, have
superseded 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? The answer is clear. About a

year and a half ago the Security Council, by the adoption of its resolution
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566 [1983), gave a4 clear warning to South aAfrica-that fallure on its part to
co-operate Fully with the Security Council and the Secretarv-General in the
izplementation of that resolution would compel the Security Council to meet
forthwith to consider the adoption of appropriate wmessuyres under the Charter,
including Chapter VII, as additional pressure to easure South Africa’s compliance
with resolutions and decigions on the cquestion of Namibia, It seems to my
delegation that the Councilfs inaction, in spite of the urgency expressed in
resolution 566 (1985), may have emboldened South Africa in its defiance of the
international community.

It is in this context that the Government of Liberia 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 by the Council of resolution 601 (1987).

My delegation commends the Secretary-General for his tireless efforts to
implement Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and bring independence to
Namibia. However, those efforts continue to be thwarted by the intransigence and
arrogance of the racist régime. Uast Friday, 30 October 1987, the Security Council
entrusted the Secretary-General with a new mandate to arrange a cease-fire between
South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) 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 Africa to render him
every assistance in the successful execution of this important mandate.

Independence for Namibia has been delayed for far too long. That delay is

causing untold hardship, not only in that Territory, but throughout the region.
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Our responaibility as members of the United Wations is to act decisively for the
achievement of that goal, thereby bringing to an end the bloodshed and sufferings
in Namibia and the region of southern Africa.

Mr. SIDDIKY (Bangladesh): while the list of resclutions on Namibia gqrows
long, the litany of Pretoria's misdeeds grows longer. How long must the global
community tolerate the intransigence of that odious régime? Namibia remains a
thorn in the side of thisz house, and it must now be remcved once and for all.

To determine the status of a man based on the colour of skin is wrong. To
erect that concept into a theory is vile. That is what Pretoria has done
domestically in Scuth Africa. That is what Pretoria has perpetrated in a Territory
over which it has no legal or ethical right - Namibia.

Apartheid deserves to be demolished. Fourteen hundred years ago the Prophet
of Islam registered his protest against racial discrimination when he entrusted to
the Abyssinian slave, Belal, the task of summoning the faithful to prayers. To see
digorimination persist, even when one and a half millenniums have elapsed since
then, is shocking. To impose this discrimination on other peoples, having stolen
their lande and limbs and suppresgsed their freedom, is criminal. That is what the
south African Government has done, and continues to do, despite the protests of the
world,

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 wmot only there, but also in this forum, as also in the world. I
made a statement in the Council in its support. I reiterate that support now. The
Becretary-General must proceed to discharge the responsibilities given him, such as

arranging for the cease-fire and for the emplacement of the United Nations



To/ve A/42/PV.57
149-150

{(Mr. siddiky, Bangladesh)

sransition Assistance Group (UNTAG). In this context we warmly welcome the offer
of 2 cease-fire by the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the sole
and legitimate representative of the Namibian people.

Ramibia has been a United Nations responsibility for over two decades. The
¢harter was meant for the benefit of the peoples of the world., why should an
entire nation continue to be denied its benefits? If we cannot act to reverse
that, we must all hang our heads in shame.

My countty, Bangladesh, as a member of the Council for Namibia, has done its
best, despite many and varied constraints, to contribute to the noble cause of
Kamibian 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).
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We condemn in the strongest language the schemes of the South African réqgime
to hoodwink the global community by fradulent political arrangements in Wamibia,
one of which is the creation of a puppet régime in Windhoek. These are nothing hut
unholy designs to perpetuate Pretoria's illegal domination over the people of
Hamibia and its resources. We must alsoc thwart the attempt to link the
independence of Wamibia to extraneous and irrelevant issues.

Not content with the relentless pursuit of racism at home and colonialism in
Wamibia, Pretoria has unleashed a series of acts of aggression against the
neighbouring States of Angola, Botswana, Mozambiaue, Zambia and Zimbabwe. We
denounced those actions uneauivocally.

My delegation would therefore commend to the Assembly the resolutions
submitted by the Council for Namibia. We urge that they be given the broadest
poesible support to signal once again to Pretoria that the world does not condone
its machinations, but condemns them.

It is our fond and cherished hope that Namibia will one day scon achieve its
freedom under the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization
(SWAPO)}. To my mind this Agsembly is incomplete without the membership of a free
and soverelgn Namibia, a Namibia that has taken its rightful place amongst us.

Mr, MUNTASSER (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): Four

decades after the beginning of the plight of the Namibian people, we are still
debating the auestion in this forum. Twenty-five years after the adoption of
General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) on decolonization, we are still debating thics
aguastion, Two decades ago, the General Assembly adopted its resolution which ended
South Africa's Mandate over Namibia. Since then the General Assembly and the
Sevurity 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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self-determination and the urgent need for Namibia to achieve early independence.
Indeed, the international unanimity reflected in Security Council resolutions
385 (1976) and 435 (1878) has put an end to any ambiguity in regard to this
important question. When we add to this Security Council resolution 601 (1387), it
becomes evident that the international community is intent on putting a prompt end
to the racist-colonialist injustice inflicted on the people of Namibia.

It is racist injustice to illegally occupy Namibia and practice every form of
hegemony, terrorism, mass arrest, assassination, expulsion, exile, harrassment,
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 a
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
48 Botswana, Lesotho, Mozambigque, Zambia, Zimbabwe and others, with the evident aim
of destabilizing those States and undermining their legitimate national Governments.

The practices of the racist terrorist régime 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
neighbouring Arab States, whose territories it continues to occupy illegally, just
like its racis’ counterpart in Pretoria. The perfect harmony and accord between
those two régimes which are now clear to all, are, in fact, due to the umbrella of
economic, military and political support they both enjoy. This support is provided

by certain imperialist Powers which defy the will of the international communiity
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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. 1In this way,
those Powers prolong the plight of the people of Ramibia and the Arab Palestinian
people alike.

There is now only one peaceful option open to the international community. It
ig the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the racist
régime under Chapter VII of the Charter, sc that the régime may acquiesce at long
jast to the will of the international community and put an end to the suffering of
the Wamibian people. 1In 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 community 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
gubjugating my country and hindering its supporting role in struggles for national
liberation, my delegation wishes to reaffirm anew its support for and solidarity
with the struggle of the heroic Namibian people, under the leadership of their sole
legitimate representative, the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). ¥
will continue to support them until their independence and self-determination have
been achieved. My delegation strongly condemns the collaborators of the Pretoria
régime, especially the multinational corporations which have been actively
plundering the wealth of Namibia. My delegation wishes to express our full
solidarity with our brethren in the front—-line States in their heroic and historic

struggle against the aggression of the racist Pretoria régime.
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Hy delegation also wishes to declare its full solidarity with the political
prisoners in Ramioia and South africa, especially the recently srrested leaders of
SWAPG. We call upon the international community to bring pressure to bear on the
raCist entity to release all those prisoners unconditionally.

Mr. DELPECH {Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The question of
Kamibia continues to be a matter of great concern to the United Nations, which,
chrough the General Assembly and the Security Council, has adopted clear and
precise decisions with a view to solving that guestion.

The vast majority of the international community recognizes Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) as the only acceptable basis for the peaceful solution of the
question of Namibia. Its immediate and full implementation would enable the

Namibian people freely to exercise their inalienable righet to seltf-determination

and national independence, which cannot be postponed.
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' ‘ : rly supported the heroic struggle fo
The General Assembly has alsoc constantly supp a9 r

independence of the Hamipian people, under the leadership of the South West Africa

people's Organization (SHAPC] 4 recognized by this Organization as its sole,

authentic representative-

Despite all these p;onoancements and despite international consensus on the
subject, the Pretoria government continues to oOCCupy Namibia illegally and to
impede the process of decolonization and independence of the Territory, thus
endangering peace and seCur ity in southern Africa.

The illegal occupation of Namibia and apartheid not only constitute a specific

defiance of the credibility and effectiveness of our Organizat:}on; they also

constitute a mockery of international order, which is based on the maintenance of
international peace and security, respect for the rule of law and the promotion of
human dignity.

The South African régime's negative response to the decisions of the General
Asgembly 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
ingists 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 bein
used as a base for launching armed attacks against Angola and other neighbouring
States, which the Pretoria Government is trying to destabilize.

This 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 the Security Council, co-sponsored in Apri

this year a draft resolution to promote the application of comprehensive mandator
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sanctions against South Africa. It is regrettable that the Council was not able to
adopt that decision.

Argentina fully supports the legitimate aspirations of the people of Namibia
to self-determination and independence. In full agreement with the overwhelming
majority of the international community, my Government believes that the
schievement of independence for Namibia will be possible only if Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) is fully implemented. In this context, we view with
satisfaction the recent approval by the Security Council of resolution 601 (1387),
of which my country was a sponsor, together with the group of non-aligned countries
in that body. By that resolution the Council authorigzes the Secretary-General to
make arrangements for a cease—fire between South Africa and SWAPO and to carry out
the other practical and administrative steps necessary for the emplacement of the
United Nations Transition Assistance 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, once again, the firm solidarity of 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 territories.
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Mr. AGATHOCLEGCUS (Cyprus): The question of Namibia has been before the

United Wationz for decades now and has been debated at length both at regular
sessions and at special sessions of the General Assembly. 1In that time numerous
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions have been adopted, and there has
been an advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, stressing that the
continued presence of South Africa is illegal and that its administration should be
withdrawn from Hamibia immediately, thus putting an end to its occupation of the
Territory.

The Government of the Republic of Cyprus fias 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
coloniasliem, racism, foreign occupation and oppression, which are allowed to
persist in flagrant violation of the fundamental rights of the Namibian 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 freedom and national independence, under the leadership of the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their sole, authentic 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 guestion ot
Namibia. The international community has repeatedly demanded the immediate
implementation of the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia, without
any preconditions, qualification or modification. That is why it unanimously
tejected the linkage of the independence of Namibia with extraneous and irrelevant

issues. Cyprus has firmly rejected such attempts. We have likewise condemned and
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rejected South Africa’s continued attempts to circumvent the United Nations plan
for Namibia through the imposition of puppet institutions, including in pacticular
pretoria®s installation on 17 June 1985 of a so-called interim administration in
Namibia, which was declared by the Security Council illegal, null and void.

In view of South Africa’s persistent dntransigence angd procrastination and its
refusal to adhere to the mandatory resoclutions of the Security Council, a8 well as
to those of the General Assembly, under wvarious excuses, we firmly believe that the
existing measures applied to South Africa should be supplemented by the imposition
of comprehensive mandatory sanctions provided for under Chapter VII -of ‘the United
Nations Charter. The failure so far of-the Security Council to impose
comprehensive mandatory sanctions has created considerable frustration and
disappointment in the international community at large. Apart from dealing a heavy
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 United 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'étre of this

Organization.
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In Hamibia, South Africa 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 righte and freedoms. Furthermore, South Africa continuously increases
its massive military presence in Namibia and its uninterrupted exploitation of the
rich mineral regsources of Ramibia.

In order to consolidate its illegal occupation of Ramibia, South Africa has
been constantly trying to expand its aggressive policies throughout the scuthern
african region. Once again Cyprus expresses its unequivocal condemnation of these
incursions of South Africa into neighbouring front-line States, which constitute
acte of aggression and are contrary to all normg and principles of international -
law. The Government and people of Cyprus stand solidly by the Government and
people of the front-line States.

Ay a 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
promote 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
necessary 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
ourselves that, in accordance with Article 25 of the Charter, all Members of the
United Nations have an obligation to ensure the implementation of the decisions of

the Security Council on Namibia, as indeed of its decisions on any other problem of
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which it is seized. The United Nations has the duty and obligation to discharge
its responsibility with regard to the people of Namibia. The United Nations
Council for Namibia has been entrusted with the sacred task of leading the
Namibians to their independence, and we should intensify our efforts to bring about
the realization of the legitimate 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 the history of the United
Nations involvement with the guestion of Namibia, as a result of the adoption last
Friday, 30 October 1987, of Security Council resolution 601 (1987), which calls for
a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO).

We have all noted with satisfaction the constructive position of SWAPQ,
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 African régime.

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 {(Cambiay: I wish first of all to place on record my
delegation’s gratitude toc the Secretary-General for his untiring efforts torbring
about the speedy implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (18978). I
should also like to thank the President of the United Wations Council for Namibia
and the entire Council for the way it has been discharging its responsibilities as
the legal Administering Authority for Kamibia until independence. The manner in
which the Council has been mobilizing international public opinion has been truly
impressive.

Only last week the United Hatlions family, joined by the rest of the
international community in an unprecedented show of unity, celebrated the Week of
Bolidarity with the people of Namibia and their sole and legitimate representative,
the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO). The commemoration of that
important event came only a few months after thne special session of the United
Nations Council for Hamibia in Luanda and the ministerial-level meeting in New Yo;k
a few weeks ago. Only last week the Security Council concluded its consideration
of the guestion 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
igsue 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
Becurity Council, to be reaffirmed shortly by the General Assembly, to the just
cause and legitimate aspiration of the Namibian peoples.

Almost 10 years have now elapsed since the international community endorsed

the United Nations plan for Namibian independence as embodied in Security Council
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It is regrettable that ever since the adoption of Security Council resolution
435 (1978} we have been faced with an impasse on the issue of Namibian
independence, because of the misplaced and misquided policy of apartheid. This
eituation is indeed unfortunate, and it is for that reason that my delegation is of
the view that comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII of the
Charter should be imposed by the entire international community without further
delay. We asgk those who are still unwilling to embrace this important and
effective measure to reconsider their unreserved opposition to comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions against a racist régime which violates daily all norms of
civiliczed behaviour and also takes pride in defying the international community and
thrives on racial segregation, injustice, violence and total disregard of the

principles of democracy and human rights.
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It should therefore be our resolve to expedite implementation of Security
countil resolution 435 (1978) by bringing gréater pressure to bear on the Pretoria
régime. Namibian independence is long overdue and the continued postponement of
the full implementation of the United Nations plan in accordance with resolution
435 {1578), will only encourage increased violence and incalculable logs of life.
railure so far to implement resolution 435 {(1978), has resulted in widespread
frustration for all peace-loving nations. But despite these frustrations the
United Nations plan will never be abandoned. To do so would amount to undermining
the authority of the Security Council and, by extension, the very foundation of the
United Nations itself.

While the international community is held hostage by Pretoria's intransigence,
it is equally disheartening to note that the human and mineral resources 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 a proyramme whereby they
are provided with secondary, technical and vocational training. I should like to
take this opportunity to assure our Namibian brothers and gisters that the Gambia
Government, despite its limited resources, will continue to provide assistance 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 Namibians and
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South Africans. The part of this money to be spent on education and training of
Hamibians and South Africans is an important part of the process of preparing these
valiant people to assume full responsibility for running their own countries.

hgainst the gloomy political climate that prevails in Namibia, we are consocled
by the major successes we have had in southern Africa and other parts of Africa due
to the inAomitable character of the peoples of Africa. My delegation is confident
that the victories scored by the people of Africa against the forces of colonialiss
and racism in the recent past will be repeated in Namibia, an objective that is
entrenched in the Charter of the Organization of African Unity (OAU). With our
continued support, Wamibia's legitimate struggle for independence, justice and
human dignity will be reached sooner than the South African racist régime could
ever imagine possible,

Our steadfast 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
fepresentative, can exercise their inalienable right to self-determination and
independence. So far as my delegation is concerned, so long as any African
territory, even a square metre, 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
Nationg Council for Namibia held on 9 January said it all:

“South Africa must be made to realize that the just and legitimate aspiration

of the people of the Territory cannot continue to be thwarted without serious

detriment to South Africa's peace and the stability of the region as a whole.
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Mr., FARAH DIRIR {Djibouti): It is now 21 years since South Africa's

Mandate over the Territory of Mamibia was revoked and terminated by the adoption of
General Assembly resolution 2145 ({XXI) of October 1966, by which the Territory was
placed unﬁer”United Nations direct responsibility; and yet the General Assembly is
cnce again preoccupied with the question, and problems, of Namibia whose plight bhas
defied all possible solutions. That is because the South African régime refuses to
terminate its illegal and brutal occupation of Namibia and continues to deny the
Hamibian people their inalienable right to self-determination and national
independence, in total defiance and disregard of United Nations resolutions and
decisions.

Determined to perpetrate its colonial occupation and domination desgpite
international outrage and condemnation, the racist régime intensified its apartheid
practices by increasing military and police repression to subjugate the Namibian
people and reduce them to a state where the apartheid régime will meet less
opposition when robbing and squandering the vast natural and mineral resources of
the Territory.

The South African régime, 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's Organization (SWAPO) and install a puppet government that 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 vold.

The encroachment of South Africa's armed forces has not been limited to the
Namibian and South African territories, but has gone beyond these borders. The

South African régime, using Namibian Territory as a base for acts of aggression
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aimed at political and economic destabilization and State terrorism against the
gsouthern African region, waged war against the neighbouring sovereign and
independent front-line States so as to disrupt their political and socic-economic
fabric and prevent tnem from extending support to the courageous people of Namibia.

It is high time 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 great sacrifices and they will continue to resist with resolve the
exploltation 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 régime, 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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SWAPO, 1in its gquest for freedom and national independence, has always tried
ad reverted to peaceful means for transition to majority rule and national
independence. Intensified international pressure must be exerted to compel South
africa to come to the negotiating table with SWAPO and accede to speedy
independence of Namibia.

We commend SWAPO's patience and readiness to sign and observe a cease-fire
agreement with South Africa within the context of Security 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), authorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to arrange
a cease-fire between South Africa and SWAPO in order to undertake the
administrative and other practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the
United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

We call upon the entire international community to give this decision a fair
chance to succeed and to extend full support to the Secretary-General in his
endeavour to accomplish fruitful results in the important assignment entrusted to
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 a political solution of the
Namibian question should strive for a complete cease-fire followed by the immediate

and unconditional withdrawal of South Africa's occupying forces sc as to enable the
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people of Hamibia to exercise their inalienable right to self-determination and
independence, in accordance with General Assembly resclution 1514 (XV) of December
1960 and the United Hations plan for Hamibia as expressed in resolution 435 (1978).

It ig really tragic to see the apartheid régime of South Africa defiantly
insieting on denying the Namibian people their right to self-determination and
independence, in spite of the countless resolutions and decisions adopted by the
United Wations in that regard. In these circumstances the only option open to the
international community in this body is to recommend to the Security Council the
adoption of the strongest actions as an effective means of persuading the apartheid
régime to conform to General Assembly and Security Council resolutions and
decisions related to Namibia.

it is high time that the Security Council, which has the primary
responsibility for maintaining peace and security in southern Africa, shouldered
that respongibility 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
comprehengive mandatory sanctions against South Africa as provided for under
Chapter VII of the Charter.

In the meantime the Wamibian 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
representative, to gain genuine freeaom and independence.

In conclusion I should like to congratulate the United Nations Council for
Namibia and its President, hAmbassador Peter Zuze of Zambia, on the presentation of
the comprehensive annual report on the assessment of the Namibian situation. I am

pleased to commend their tireless efforts in effectively carrying out the Mandate



A/42/BV.57
173

{#¥r. Farah Dirir, Djibouti)

gtrasted to them and in particular in mobilizing concerted international action

iy
9

o the promotion of the Namibian cause and to bring an end to the illegal
wcapation of Namibia by South Africa.

Mr. AMARI (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): wWhereas from the
eighteenth to the beginning of the twentieth century the great colonial adventire
led to the subjugation of a large part of the peoples of the world, the year 1960
can be considered as that of the liberation of the peoples.

On 14 December 1960 the General Assembly, by its resolution 1514 (XV), adopted
vithout 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
political status and path of economic, social and cultural development.

No one doubts that the United Nations has played a role of catalyst 1n this
struggle for decolonization and this is precisely what evokes in us today a feeling
of profound frustration in the case of Namibia, the case of a people who have for
more than a century been struggling against foreilyn 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 Crganization by the Socuth African régime. It is high time we did so. These
challenges, alas, do not date from today. In 1946, one year after the founding of

the Organization of the United Nations, South Africa launched its rirst

*Mr Wijewardane (Sri Lanka), Vice-Presiaent, took the Chair.
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challenge in refusing to place Hamibian territory, which in those days was called
South West Africa, under a trusteeship régime as the General Assembly at its first
session advocated. In 1949 South Africa unilaterally declared null and void the
international Mandate and refused, despite the opinion of the International Court
of Justice in 1950 confirming the validity of the Mandate, to give an account of
its administration to our General Assembly, which haa expressly demanded it. Since

that date Pretoria's challenges have become constant.

Exasperated by this policy of fait accompli practised by the South African

régime, the United Nations decided in 1966 officially to end the international
Handate and deprived South Africa of all right to administer this Territory.
Shouldering its full responsibilities, it decided through the intermediary of the
United Wations Council for Wamibia, 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",

Pretoria offered the same attitude of rejection and defiance.
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That advisory opinion by the highest legal authority on questions of relations

il Btates not only'confirmed the decision of the General Assembly but .also
aclared that States had the obligation to recognize the illegality of South

gfrica’s presence in the Territory and the invalidity of any actions it might take

in the name ofy or on behalf of, Namibia.
Five 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
“imperative 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
place. Pretoria's unanswered challenge gave way to doubts about the will and
determination of the United Nations. The people of Namibia and all Africa were

There was a reply in 1978, in the form of a plan to settle the guestion
of Namibia through negotiations, a plan set out in detail in Security Council

puzzled.

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-determination and to achieve independence through dialogue and
It had given rise

negotiaticn.
geat effort, has not yet begun, nine years after its adoption.

The implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), the result of
to hope for a peaceful negotiated settlement, yet that hope - difficult enough to

mintain - has gradually dissipated in the face of Pretoria's blatant arrogance and

lenewed defiance.
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In gpite of the Secretary-General's efforts to find ways to hasten
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 {1978}, the Members of the United
Hations andé the United Nations bodies directly involved - specifically the Security
Council, the General Essembly, the United Nations Council for Namibia and the
Special Committee on decolonization - the Hamibian people, for which we reaffirm
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 Namibian 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 wigh 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
deserve 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
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 and
its activities; it is not only the legal Administering Authority of the Territory,
but is also an effective body for ending Socuth 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 resolution 435 (1978), which, in our view, remains the sole valid basis for

a just negotiated settlement of the Namibian question.
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In that conpection, we welcome the Security Councills adoption on 30 October
last of its resolution 801 (1987), authorizing the Secretary-General to proceed to
arfange a cease-~fire between South Africa and SWAPO, in order to undertake the
practical steps necessary for emplacement of the United Nations Transition
dssistance . Group.

That same resoclution strongly condemnsg racist South Africa for its continued
illegal occupation of Namibia and its stubborn reflusal to comply with the
resolutions and decisions of the Security Council, in particular its resolutions
385 (1978} and 435 (1978). We think that should South Africa again refuse to
co-operate with the Secretary—General, effective measures under Chapter VII of thé
Charter to preserve the territorial integrity of Namibila 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 a 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 action 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 Hamibian independence.
Let me briefly state, however, that ever since South Africa obtained the

Mandate to administer Namibia the racist régime has been flouting the terms of the

Mandate in an attempt to annex the Territory of Namibia. By its Mandate, South

Africa was first and foremost required to promote the political, economic, social

and educational advancement of the inhabitants of the Territory, to promote their

progressive development towards self-government or independence, to encourage

regpect for human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to

race, sex, language oOr religion, and to ensure equal treatment in social, economic

and commercial matters.
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A look at the situation that followed in that Territory over the years leading
to the abrogation of the Mandate in 1986 shows clearly a negation and a breach of
the terms of the Mandate, with which, in the first place, South Africa had had no
intention of complying.

Consequently, upon the termination of South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, the
protracted proceedings, the decision of the International Court of Justice and the
confirmation by the Security Council of the illegality of South Africa‘'s continued
presence in Namibia, the racist régime defiantly refused to evacuate the Territory
and thereby prevented the United Nations from exercising its direct administration
of Namibia — an act which constitutes aggression against the people of Namibia and
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
régime 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 toc 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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destabilization against the neighbouring independent States, while the racist
régime, with brutal force, still prevents the people of Namibia from exercising
their inalienable right to self-determination.

In my delegation's view that is tne picture and the posture that the racist
régime has taken all along, and it is alarming, disturbing, threatening and
violent, The situation could explode at any time in a manner that would
dangerously escalate tensions, violence and instability throughout the whole
African region.

The neighbouring States, particularly Angola and other front-line States, have
become constant victims of South Africa'’'s unprovoked attacks and wanton
aqgression. 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 régime to create
the pretext under which it argues internationally the cause of the delay in the
implementation 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
guch 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 8/19234 of 27 October), that all outstanding issues relevant to the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) had now been resolved. A new Security

Council resolution was therefore required to initiate the implementation of

resolution 435 (1978).
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In our view, no one should now attempt to introduce irrelevant and extraneous

b
L

ssues on this question, since the Council hag authorized the Secretary-General to
sroceed to arrange a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa
People’s Organization (SWAPC) in order to undertake the administrative and other
practical steps necessary for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition
dssistance 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 hope that the racist
régime 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
ful£il 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 {(1Y87)
and the actual cease-fire and emplacement of UNTAG, the position of Kenya with
regard to the question of Namibia remains unchanged. Xenya 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 Nations

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
Bzgembly.

Mr. ADOUKI (Congo) (interpretation from French): On 27 October 1966, as
iz known, the General Assembly terminated South Africa‘’s Mandate over Namibia. The
Assembly then placed that Territory under the direct responsibility of the United
Mations. ‘The establishment the following year of the United Nations Council for
Hamibia, ag the Administering Authority for tne Territory on behalf of the
hesembly, confirmed the will of the international community to guarantee the
imnediate independence of the Namibian people, under the leadership of the South
West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) its only representative. That vital
decision, which was particular to Namibia, also strengthened an important Spectrum
of measures and instruments created, one after another, by the international
organization with a view to ensuring the freedom of the non-gself-governing

Territories.
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iIn connection with the international Territory of Namibia, consideration of
the blocked implementation of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) or, in
particular, of the relevant resolutions of the Security Council, including
resolution 435 (1978), and even of the decisions taken by the Unitea Nations
Council for Namibia, leaves one perplexed.

Hamibla remains the last genuinely colonial territory left on the African
continent. This situation of ‘rare political and diplomatic ineptitude results from
the continued illegal occupation of Namibia by the South African apartheid régine
evens though the Territory is under the direct responsibility of the United
Nations. The Secretary-General, in his report 5/19234 dated 27 October 1987
concerning the question of Namibia, stressed that in connection with the United
Nations plan contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978) pending questions
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,
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 tec consult the excellent reports of the
Special Committee, of September 1987, and of the United Nations Council for
Ramibia, as well as the equally excellent and complete report of the
Secretary-General concerning the implementation of Security Council resolutions 433

(1978) and 439 (1978).
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Hence, South Africa has unleashed apartheid and racist imperialism dedicated
not only to oppressing the majority of its people but also to colonizing the
international Territory of Namibia and destabilizing the States of the southern
sub~region of Africa.

Taking duly into account all past forums, and following the ministerial
meeting of the United Mations Council for Namibia on 2 October, the recent
celebration of the Week of International Solidarity with the People of Namibia,
under the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), and
the adoption of Security Council resolution 601 (1987), it is extremely urgent to
define a concerted strategy to compel South Africa to withdraw from Namibia and to
enable the historically sovereign Namibian people to exercise their right to
sel f~determination and independence. When apartheid is brought down, Namibia will
rise up as a united, free and independent State.

My country's position on the guestion of immediate independence for Namibia
was elaborated here by the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Co—operation of the
Congo gcarcely a month ago, on behalf of President Denis Sassou-Nguesso. My
country supports the struggle for liberation of the Namibian people, under the
leadersip of SWAPO, and also supports the United Nations peace plan for the
immediate independence of Namibia. In this context we greatly appreciate the
renewed efforts of the Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, in his
initiatives to implement the peace plan set out in resolution 435 (1978). 1In the
game spirit, the Congo supported in the Security Council the measures laid down in
resolution 601 (1987). No doubt the cease-fire and the deployment of the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) depend on South Africa and SWAPO, the

Bole, authentic repregentative of the Namibian people.

D —
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¥y delegetion and many others have noted with satisfaction that SWAPQ has made
kncwn its readiness to fulfil its obligations and to co-operate with the
Secretary-Beneral “in the impleéementation of resolotion 601 (1387) and the United
Hations peace plan.- The other side, through its arrogant policies and practices,
continues to invoke groundless arguments and to defend, inter alia, the policy of
linkage of ‘the immediate independence of Namibia with the withdrawal of Cuban
troops from Angola. As thé-international community-knows, the Security Council
stated that the question of Cuban troops in Angola is completely extraneous to
implementation of resolution 435 (1978). Therefore this guestion must not:in any
way be used as a pre-condition in the process leading to immediate independence for
Namibia. The Congo condemns-any delaying tactic with regard to independence for
Namibia and rejects the policy of linkage and any other policy of so-called
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 community must, lastly, demand that-any-political solution
in Hamibia be based on the cessation of the colonial, iliegal occupation of the
Territory by South Africa, the withdrawal of South African armed forces and, of
course, the exercise by the Namibian people of their right to self-determination
and independence.

In conclusion, I pay a tribute 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

ended a debate on Namibia whope sole purpose was the adoption of a simple and
straightforward resolution setting in motion the process of implementing Security
Council resolution 435 (1978). The resolution was adopted by 14 votes, with one
unfortunate abstention. The implemention of the United Nations plan enshrined im
that resolution has thus been triggered.

Bo thig 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
hostage 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, once 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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iong-awaited acceptance by South &frica of the electoral system to be used inithe
sondact of the elections in Namibia. The adoption by the Security Council of an
enabling resoclution was thus almost two years overdue when the Council finally met
last week to give the Secretary-General the authority to implement Security Council
resolution 435 {(1978).

But are we justified in our expectation that the Security Council will insist
on the implementation of Security Council resolution 601 (1987) to trigger the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978)7 Have we not seen the Council adopt
pomentous decisions in the past only to watch them defied to death with impunity by
the culprits? Ig 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,
I suggest we leave them for future historians to answer.

Meantime, this debate must proceed as if nothing 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
Court of Justice, numerous resolutions of the General Assembly and several
decisions of the Security Council are lying comatose in the bulging archives of
this wonderful Organization.

Therefore, we cannot afford to relent in our determination 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 mechanism, carrying

85 it does the stamp of international acceptability and authority, has virtually

become a dead letter.
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The United Hations plan for the independence of Wamibia means a great deal to
ug and to the people of Mamibia. It means a great deal to the South West africa
People’s Organization (SWAPQ), the front-line States and the continent of Africa.
Hine years ago we welcomed the adoption of Security Council resolution 435 (1978
as a historic breakthrough in the search for peace in our region, not only in
Mamibia. We proceeded in good faith to nurture the resolution and the peace plan
it enghrined to maturity. We did so with tender loving care. We bent over
backwards to accommodate all manner of manoceuvres and machinations employed by
gouth Africa to twist and deform the United Nations plan to suit its vile
purposes. We sincerely and faithfully participated in a charade called the
Pre~Implementation Meeting in Geneva in 1981, because we genuinely believed that
the other side was sgincere in its intentions and was finally ready to proceed with
the implementation of the United Nations plan. In July and August 1982 we gatherec
at the Canadian mission to go through yet another negotiating process, which turne:
out to be nothing more than a barely audible shuffling of feet masquerading as
progress.

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
these futile processes in order to promote its implementation. To us, the plan
represents the difference between peace and war, between life and death and betwee
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
their action. We want them to know that we hold them squarely responsible for the
continued bloodshed in Namibia and the general absence of peace in southern
Africa. History will remember them as having taken an active and conscious part i
the destabilization of our sub-continent, while claiming piously to harbour good

intentions towards the people of the region.
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Lagt week we cvhallenged the Security Touncil to awaken to its responsibilities
end face its moment of truth, to avoid ridicule. Security Council resolution
435 {1978} is its resolution and it is the Council's responsibility to implement
it = or demand its implementation by all the parties concerned. SWAPO is ready to
participate in its implemention, it is ready to agree to a cease-fire. And here
and nOw we issue the same challenge with the same sense of urgency to the
nssembly. We challenge the Assembly to face its own moment of truth, because we
believe that too much is at stake in southern Africa. At least with regard to
Hazibia there 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 Council's seemingly
permanent state of paralysis? Or are we also suffering 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 acting
ag Pretoria'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 as to the real import of the linking of Namibia's independence to the
presence of Cuban troops in the People's Republic of Angola? Haye we not been tolk
on several 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 th
rest of us 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 Africa, 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
gouthern 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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sonoerns. We are the ones that are being destabilized by South Africa, thereby
repdering us perpetually insecure. In contradistinction to our insecurity,
rharefore, South Africa, which prides itself on being the invincible regional Powel
in-southern Africa, is much more secure by far. And its security cannot,
geopolitically speaking, in any case, be threatened by the presence of Cubans in
Angolay nor can that of Namibia.

So the guestion we must ask is what South African security concerns the
linkage 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
ate perceived to be of such vital 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 a

not-so-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 Africa?

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
self-determination?

We are not accusing anybody of anything. We recognize the blinding power of
ldeclogical prejudices and man's capacity for evil deeds. Indeed, there is an
awful 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 resolution
435 (1978) without delay now that the enabling resolution, Security Council
resgolution 601 (1987, has been adopted. 1f the Security Council fails to enforcs
ite will, owing to the paralysis I referred to earlier, the General Assembly should
find ways of putting pressure on the Council to live up to its responsibilities
under the Charter. The Asgembly should also consider taking the law into its own
hands, 8o to speak, if nothing else helps. It is high time we considered uniting
for peace and sanity in southern Africa, if the Security Council is unwilling or
unable to do so.

Mr. KABANDA (Rwanda) (interpretation from French): It is now 21 years
since the General Assembly took its historic decision to deprive South Africa of
its Mandate 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
Bfrican régime over South West Africa, a Territory that Pretoria wanted to annex,
pure and simple. In other words, the stubbornness of the South African authorities
ig 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
Organization 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
congciences in depth and learn the necessary lessons.

It has been sald here - and I do not dispute it - that the parties to the
conflict are the Government of South Africa and the people of Namibia. Yes, one
party i& the Government of South Africa, which persists in its illegal occupation,

and another is the Namibian people, which is defending its legitimate rights. But




®jve A/42/PV.57
199-200

{#r. Kabanda, Rwanda)

the conflict is alsoc between the South African r&ime and the United Nations, for
cur Organization has the legal and moral duty to lead the Namibian people to its
destiny. ‘Are we, the Members of the United Nations, doing everything possible,
individually and collectively, to restore the honour of our Organization, whioh is

in Fact our -own honour?
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Wwhat will the ocutcome of this conflict be? What future are we reserving to
the people of Wamibia now suffering under an unjust rule? What about the future
relations between the Namibian people aspiring to their liberation and their
current oppressors? How long will the acts of terrorism and destabilization beinrg
carried out by the Pretoria régime against its neighbours last? For how long must
we still tolerate a régime that deliberately acts outside the law? Such are the
questions 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
manifestations it is a colonial problem, with all that implies in exploitation and
humiliation. Hamibia is being overexploited and pillaged for the benefit of a
usurping régime. 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 régime, 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 régime 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 1), para. 384)
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The third aspect of the problem of Namibia is the geopolitical aspect.
Certain countries are making heroic efforts to turn the problem into a conflict of
interests hetween Bast and Westj; such efforts are in fact attempts to justify the
inadmissible acts being carried out against the people of Namibia and against the
govereignty and territorial integrity of the countries of southern Africa. The use
of the Territory of Namibia as a springboard for acts of aggression and
gestabilization is to be condemned, and we condemn it here today, as we have done
in the past. It is as worthy of condemnation as are the acts of aggression
themselves., We have condemned so-called linkage as a diversionary tactic to focus
sttention 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
State; on what logical principle can a State impose its own law and view of the
wrld on another State?

The fourth aspect of the Namibian problem consists in the outside influences
that are also obstructing the implementation of Security Council resolution 435
(1978} .

In 1981, as members of the Bureau of the Organization of African Unity (OAU),
kwanda was a member of a commission entrusted by the OAU with visiting the
countries 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
facilitated if only measures were adopted to create or strengthen confidence - in
other words, guarantees. We asked for clarifications with regard to such measgures,
but the replies we were given were, to say the least, vague. We did not insist,

because we could see beyond the words to their true intent.
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Today, it iz our turn to ask questions. What could better inspire confidence
than the acceptance by the people of Hamibia, as expressed through the voice of ths
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPC), of the United Nations settlement
plan under Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978)7 What could
better inspire confidence than SWAPO's constantly reaffirmed readiness to lay down
ite arms in a cease~fire operation and to participate with the South African
Government - even though it is a Government of illegal occupation -~ in negotiation:
on ways of implementing SBecurity Council resolution 435 (1978)? Finally, what
could better inspire confidence than the assurances given by the United Nations an
supported by the international community that an independent Namibia will be
governed by a 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 ta
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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¥hat could be more likely to undermine confidence than the forcible enrolment of
famiblan citizens between the ages of 17 and 55 in the army of occupation, so that
rothers are carrying out repression against brothers, or the attempt to organige
elections in Namibia before a unilateral proclamation of independence which would
be £he prelude to a civil confrontation in Namibia? What is more likely to
srdermine confidence than the installation in Windhoek, on 17 June 1985, of an
interim 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
numerous 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
may 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 natural resources, mineral and other, cannot be the
object of exppropriation and thoughtless exploitation. Several delegations have
said that, and it is the truth. 1In other words, those engaged in such 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
themy if they refuse to listen, history will deal with them.

Let me now urge the international community to do something for the refugees
from Namibia - and also from South Africa, for they are all victims of the same
policy. Certainly a great deal of generosity has been shown these refugees,
particularly those who have been welcomed by the front-line countries, whose
economies are at present suffering, for reasons with which we are all familiar.

However, when speaking of refugees I am thinking also of the young people who have
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toc pursue their educations. I should like to associate my delegation with those
who have expressged thanks on behalf of those refugees.

Thie is the time and place to pay a tribute to the intergovernmental and
non~gover nmental organizations and, in particular, to those States which have
contributed or will contribute in the future to the solidarity fund for southern
Bfrica. Rwanda will not fail in its duty of sclidarity, 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
to the United Nations Council for Namibia and express the hope that it will soon be
able to meet inside the Territory itself.

In concluding, I feel that I have not said everything there is to say about
Mamiblia, 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

Kamibia itself.

Mr. NIYUNGEKO (Burundi) (interpretation from French): Addressing the
question of Namibia in the general 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
guestion of Namibia, one feels that many are making an effort to control their
anger and their emotions. Those delegations experience such anguish because they
feel so deeply the effects of South African colonialism and apartheid installed in

Namibia by the racist South African régime. My delegation is one such.
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The United Nations Council for Namibia is the only legal authority recogniged
by the international community as the Administering Authority of the Territory of
gamibia. It was so appointed 20 years ago through General Assembly resolution
3248 {85~V}, adopted on 12 May 1967. However, South Africa has refused to allow it
any access to Namibian territory. On the contrary, it has substituted itself for
the Council. It has installed its administration, and its army of more than
166,000 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, that is, the
neinous system of apartheid. It believes that what is good for Pretoria should be
good for Windhoek, because it regards Namibia as one of its provinces. We, who
have always unambiguously condemned the policy of apartheid in South Africa, cannot

accept it in Namibia. We reject it totally.
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The services of the Security Council were drawn upon. On a number of
occasions it adopted resclutions consistent with history. In resolution 264 (1969}
it recognized that South Africa's continued presence in Namibia was illegal. In
resoclution 269 {196%) it called upon Scuth 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, on 30 October last,
resolution 601 (1987), in which it authorizes the Secretary-General to proceed to
arrange a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPQ) in order to undertake administrative and other practical steps
necessary for the emplacement of the United Hations Transition Assistance Group.

We 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
mission. 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 recommend
that the Security Council meet and adopt comprehensive mandatory econcmic 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 resolution after resolution demanding
Namibia's independence. But today, 21 years later, we are still at an impasse.

The International Court of Justice, to which the question was submitted,
rendered on advisory opinion unequivocally stating that South Africa should
withdraw its administration from Namibia immediately and put an end to its

oceupation.
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South Africa cobstinately refuses to listen to anybody.  That is why we have
yged the words "imsult®, “challenge" and “shame“. How much longer must we wait
pefore Namibia is free, independent and sovereign? No one can predict exactly how
long it will take, but one thing is sure: that independence will come one day. It
will come because SWAPC has decided to win it, weapons in hand., It will cone
pecause the blood of the martyrs has not been shed in vain. It will come because
the present and future generations in South Africa and Namibia will not tolerate
this injustice. It will come, finally, because it is consistent with history.

When that day does come, there will be many who will rush to embrace and
congratulate the courageous SWAPO combatants. Both the true and the false
friends - no one will miss the rendezvous. But, just as will happen on the 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 resclution 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

Ls80lution, 539, 3983V, of 28.Bugust, J983 .. Those.yho put.tbis argument forward know
hat it is fallacious; but they continue to cling to it because it serves as a
retext for them to interfere in the internal affairs of other sovereign,

ndependent States.
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The Pretoria leaders know that by themselves they are incapable of resisting
the international community's pressure. They are aware that they cannot for long
maintain the apartheid system and their occupation of Namibia without the support
of their powerful protectors.

We should express our point of view 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, if possible - and tell thean
that we are frustrated and cur self-respect is affected when we see our brothers
and sisters in HNamibia bowed under the yoke of apartneid.

Until the Wamibian people regain their inalienable and inviolable rights, we
call upon the international community to remain mobilized in order to provide all
the necessary 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 delegation's congratulations to the

President of the Assembly on his election to that lofty office. As this is my

firast 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
issue.

I wish 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 ocur full support.
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¥y appreciation goes also to the Secretary-General,
#r. Javier Perez de Cuellar, who has exerted a supreme effort to achieve the

inde:

sendence of Namibia. Despite the obstacles placed in his path, he has remained
undaunted and has continued to press for ways and means of implementing resolution
435,..{1978).

The unresolved problem of Namibia remains one of the gravest challenges -
indeed to a large extent an embarrassing challenge - to the international
community, and specifically the United Nations, which has a unique responsibility
for ‘Namibia. The United Nations Charter and General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)
expressly provide that self-determination and independence are the inalienable

tight of all countries and all peoples.
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The illegal occupation of Mamibia by South Africa and the obstacles it has
placed in the way of the Hamibian people realizing their inalienable right to
self ~determination and independence is clearly a violation of the Charter of the
United Kations, as well as a breach of the principles of international law.

In line with the aspirations of the international community, the United
Hations has passed several resolutions to accelerate the independence of Namibia.
The General Ahssembly terminated South Africa's mandate over Namibia in 1966, a
decision which was confirmed by the Security Council in 1969. In an advisory
opinion, the International Court of Justice supported that position and spelt out
the obligations of all Member States to put an end to this illegality. The
uneguivocal 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
perpetuate the illegal occupation.

The plight of the Namibian people is an affront to our sense of justice, and
to the collective consciousness of the international community. We have continued
to witness the suffering of millions who are fighting for human dignity and justice
a8 the Pretoria régime ruthlessly pursues its twin policies of apartheid and
colonial occupation of Namibia, in defiance of the resolutions of the General
Agssembly and of the Security Council.

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
cease-fire, the withdrawal of colonial troops under the supervision of the United
Nations and the achievement of independence through free and fair elections. It is
the only viable way of reaching an internationally recognized peaceful solution in

Namibia. Regrettably, the implementation of the plan continues to elude us.
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Besolution 435 {1978) and the United Nations plan for the independence of

.

zibla were adopted way back in 1978. They were accepted by all parties and those

[

g0 were imwolved in the negotiations, that is, South Africa, the South West Africa
People’s Organization {SWAPD), the Western Contact Group and the front-line States
o bealf of Africa. BAs we-all know, resolution 435 {1978} and the United Nations
plan would have been implemented a long time ago had it not been for South Africa‘'s
chstructions. All outstanding issues regarding the implementation of the United
Kations plan have been solved. The stalemate continues because of the insistence
of South Africa on linking Namibian independence to the withdrawal of Cuban troops
from Angola, a condition never contemplated in the United Nations plan.

Last year in his report 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 justly denied the right of self-determination because of illegal

perpetuation of control by South Africa, which continues to insist on the

extraneous linkage to the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola". (A/41/1,

p. 5

The Secretary-General reiterated that view in his most recent reportt

“... successive attempts in recent vears 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".

(§/19234, para. 25)

The stand of Uganda on this issue is clear and unequivocal. The presence 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

ay attempt to view the liberation struggle in southern Africa in the context of
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East and West rivalry is alsoc rejected. We believe it is illegal and reprehensible
to hold a people's freedom hostage to the selfish strategic interests of any
cutzide Powers. It is to us a matter of deep regret that, rather than directing
the pressures and sanctions on South Africa, inordinate efforts are made by a
permanent member of the Security Council on Angola with regard to the withdrawal of
Cuban troops. In ocur view, this is a transparent attempt to put the victim in the
dock and have the aggressor masquerade as the one who is aggrieved. Those who are
vociferous in supporting or prompting South Africa in that stance must be reminded
that South African troops have maintained a permanent presence in southern Angola
gince 1982. As we deliberate in this forum, South African troops-are . in combat in
aAngola fighting alongside their renegade surrogates to destabilize the legitimate
Government of Angola.

The Pretoria régime has seen linkage as a convenient 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 is 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
80-called internal parties. 1In an attempt to consolidate the so-called interim
government, the racist régime increased the suppression of SWAPO, increased
arrests, 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
Sartuwdans sueside the UWited Nations plar. It is for this reason that efforts
have been stepped up in drafting a so-called constitution and planning so-called
local elections. 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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Zasing Namibia as a base, South Africa, in its quest to make the region safe
or apartheid, has carried out constant acts of aggression and subversion against
selghbour ing African countries. ‘Angola and Mozambigue have been particularly

&

targeted. According to the The Guardian, a paper published in London, of

5 Cotober 1987, the racist Defence Minister, General Magnus Malan, confirmed that:
"South African security forces were fighting in Angola on the side of UNITA
rebels battling to contain an offensive by Angolan Government forces.

"General Malan's acknowledgement came in the wake of reports that South

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

strategic town of Mavinga in south-east Angola”.

It is regrettable that, rather than assisting Angola to resist this act of
blatant aggression, a super—-Power has chosen to join South Africa in arming and
gponsor ing the forces of destabilization. 1In Mozambique, in spite of the Nkomati
Accord, South Africa continues to sponsor, arm and direct the Renamo group to
destabilize the country. The acts perpetrated by those on the payroll of apartheid
are chilling. The 25 July Homoine mass murders perpetrated by Renamo bandits are
vivid in our memories. Together with Kassinga, Sharpeville, Langa and Soweto, they
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

spared the brunt of those terrorist attacks.
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Thege acts of aggression have violated the sovereignty and integrity of
Bfrican States, causing heavy loss of life and property. They clearly constitute a
threat to international peace and security, which warrants the imposition of
measures as envisaged in Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

We believe that South Africa has been able to carry out these aggressive
actions with impunity because of the support of some countries in the West. Not
only have they continued to collaborate with South Africa economically and
militarily, but they have offered South Africa a protective cover against the
imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions. 1In spite of a near-universal call
for comprehensive mandatory sanctions, the Security Council has been prevented,
through the use of the veto by some members of the Contact-Group Five, from
imposing the minimal economic sanctions, which many countries - including the
United States Congress — have adopted. Rather than working rigorously to enforce
the sanctions and finding ways and means of closing the loopholes, we are
witnessing a campaign by a number of Western Governments to undermine and discredit
the zanctions legislation passed in various countries.

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
tdgime, in collusion with many Western countries, is feverishly plundering the
Territory's mineral and marine resources to the detr iment of the interests of the
people of Namibia and in c¢lear contravention of Decree No. 1 of the United Nations

Council for Namibia. It is incumbent upon this Assembly to call for the

enforcement of that Decree.
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The Secretary-General says in his most recent report on this subject that, if
the Xapibian issue. is examined with realism and -sincere-concern for the well-being
of the inhabitants of that Territory, it should be possible to open the way for the
izplementation of the United Mations plan-for Hamibia.

In response to that report, the Security Council adopted its resolution
81 {1887), which, inter alia, authorized the Se¢retary-General to arrange a
cease~f ire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization
{S¥APO) in order ‘to undertake the administrative and other practical steps
necessary for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group
{O¥TAG) .

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's
call, it will be incumbent upon the Council to apply enforcement measures under
Chapter VII. 1In 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 following:

"Our people in South Africa are ... waging a valiant struggle and, the

arrogance of the racists notwithstanding, our people will win in the

not-too-distant future. Throughout history oppressors have always been
overestimated until the hour of reckoning.... The South African régime is
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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itgelf. Who has ever succeeded in this task of holding back the forward march
of history? How many repressive régimes that had greater power has history
witnesged collapsing?

"Therefore, neither the African people nor the whole world need be
pessimistic or cowed. There is a lot of power in Africa that could be
harnessed, to the great disadvantage of the handful of racists in the southers
part of our continent. The sooner the racist recognize this, the better for...

them and for southern Africa as a whole." (A/42/PV.45, p. 19-20)

1t is our hope that the imperatives of the situation in Namibia will make it
possible to implement the United Nations plan. An agreed settlement exists, all
cutstanding problems have been settled and the Secretary-General and SWAPO have
expressed their willingness to play their parts. An enabling resolution with
regard to the cease-fire has been adopted by the Security Council, and the people
of Wamibia, under the leadership of SWAPO, are ready to assume the responsibilities
of statehood. We are all duty-bound to bring this about.

The delegation, Government and people of Uganda pledge their militant support
to the people of Namibia and to SWAPO, their sole legitimate and authentic
repregsentative,

Mr. KARIM (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): One hundred and three
years aqgo, the Territory of Namibia fell victim to colonialism and foreign rule.
More than 26 years have now elapsed since the adoption by the General Assembly of
the historic Declaration on decolonization, resolution 1514 (XV) of
14 December 1960, which recognized the right of all peoples to self-determination

and to have power transferred to them unconditionally and in accordance with their

freely-expressed will.
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The whole worlid has seen that Declaration's impact on the process of
decolonization, espeeially in Asia and Africa. The beacon of freedom has cast its
tight nearly everywhere in &frica. WwWith the independence of Namibia, that
continent will see the end of all foreign rule.

More than 20 years have passed since this Assembly terminated South Africa's
Mandate over the Territory of Namibia and adopted a resolution providing for
assumption by the United Nations of direct responsibility over the Territory, and
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 Pretoria
régime 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 regime 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 régime is bent on prevarication, procrastination, flouting the resolutions
of the international community and persisting in its arrogance and its racist
policies based on the lame excuses of untenable and anachronistic logic.

The situation now is as follows.

The racist régime of South Africa, in its illegal occupation of Namibia, is
still controlling the Territory and the people of Namibia, which is struggling
under the leadership of its sole, legitimate representative, the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWAPO), for self-determination and complete independence.
The racist Pretoria régime is still oppressing the Namibian in all ways. It
resorts to murder, detention and indiscriminate mass impriscnment cf 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 régime 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 Angolan 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 régime in Namibia are no
different from those of Israel in the occupied Arab territories and Palestine.
This similarity between the two racist régimes is reflected in non-recognition of
the right to self-determination of the Namibian and the Palestinian peoples;
non-recognition of the sole, legitimate representatives of the Palestinian people
and of the Namibian people - the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and the

South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO); their illegal occupation of
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gamibian and of Palestinian territories; and their total dependence on the external
support of Western countries in the military and economic fields. They both pursue
gnabated aggression, in particular against neighbouring countries. They
destabilize the neighbouring countries snd create a state of disruption which
jecpardizes peace in the Middle Bast and in South Africa.

In view of this similarity of aggressive tendencies it is not surprising that
there is intensive co-operation between the two countries, which has been condemned
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), will continue to call for and support the
process towards the immediate independence of the Namibian people, in accordance
¥vith 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 procrastination

and prevarication which has become a hallmark of the racist régime of Pretoria.
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I wish to confirm my country's support for Security Council resoclution
601 (1987}, adopted on 30 October this year. That resolution, which was supported
unanimously by the members of the Council, calls for the speedy implementation of
resolution 435 (1978) and the immediate accession to independence of the Territory
of Hamibia. We hope that Namibia will soon occupy its seat among the liberated
States in this Assembly.

Mr. ADEYEMI (Higeria): As several speakers before me have correctly
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 considered by the United Nations for almost the entire 42 years of the
Organization'se existence.

The situation that gave rise to the Namibian question was, ironically, part of
the raison d'etre of the birth and continuous existence of the United Nations
itself. The history and nature of the Namibian situation is sufficiently well
known not to warrant unnecessary repetition by my delegation. It is indeed
ghameful that more than 20 years after this Assembly terminated apartheid South
africa's Mandate over the Territory and assumed direct responsibility the racist
régime 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 Territory.

Although my delegation addresses this Assembly with a heavy heart and a sense
of disappointment, we are indeed heartened by recent developments which portend
hope and optimisim over the Namibian situation.

Nearly 10 yvears 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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ction was hailed and endorsed by all the parties

jayeleed in the Ha

ibian conflict, incleding the apartheid entity. The United

¥stions plan, however, remains unimplezmented to this day because of the
prevarications of racist South Africa, encouraged by certain friends and allies,
Isspes extraneous and irrelevant to the plan under Security Council resolution

§35 {1975}, issues which even pre-date the adoption of that resolution and which
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were not raised at the time of the negotiation of the United Nations plan for
Hamibia's peaceful transition to independence, have been ralsed again and again as
ted herrings to block the implementation of the plan, thereby prolonging the
legitimate guest of the people of Namibia for self-determination, freedom and
independence.

It is the greatest irony of history, and perhaps a reflection of the contempt
in which some Members hold our Organization, that countries which voluntarily and
actively participated in fashioning the United Nations plan for Namibia's
independence have been those guilty of subverting the implementing of that same
plan. It beats the imagination of my delegation that the implementation of
resclution 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 lip-service to freedom, justice and democracy -
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As Higeria has stated repeatedly in other forums, the Governments which have
8o far allied themselves with the ap@reésor régime in South Africa and Namibia
would be well advised to abandon their doomed policies before it is too late. They
should live up to the true traditions and legacies of their own national historicar
experience and reflect the predominant feeling of sympathy and understanding for
the Namibian cause expressed by their own citizens in their official policies. My
delegation pays tribute to the ordinary people of those countries who, through mass
action, have distanced themselves from the myopic policies that their Governmentsg
have so far pursued in Namibia and South Africa.

Only last week, on 30 October 1987, the Security Council, without any
dissenting vote, adopted yet another historic decision. It is our hope that
resolution 601 (1987), recently adopted by the Council and designed to enable the
Secretary-General to proceed with the implementation of resoluticn 435 (1978) by
drranging a cease~fire between the warring parties and also emplacing the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG), will attract the support and
co-operation of us all. 1In this regard, my delegation notes with pleasure and
satisfaction repeated public expression by the South West Africa People's
Organization (SWAPO) of readiness to co-operate in the immediate negotiation of a
cease~fire and commencement of the implementation process. We commend SWAPO, whose
dedicated leadership has demonstrated tremendous foresight and imagination in the
prosecution of the liberation struggle.

Nigeria would like to seize this opportunity to serve notice of its readiness
to contribute meaningfully to the process of implementing resolution 435 (1978},
which remains the only internationally accepted basis for a peaceful resolution of
the Namibian conflict. We call on the international community, especially the five !
permanent members of the Security Council, to uphold the authority and integrity Of’

the United Nations, especially of the Security Council, by lending their full
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weight to resolutions 435 (1978) and 601 {1987). We appeal particularly to the
Hestern permanent members of the Security Council to desist from any acts or
policies that would frustrate the Secretary-Generals efforts to carry out the
pandate contained in resolution 601 {1987). The racist South African régime must
now realize the futility of holding on to a people whose desire it is to achieve
freedom -and independence. Botha and other barons of ‘racism must now see the
nandwriting on the wall and abandon ship before the swelling gale of vioclence
consumes them in the cauldron which they have created in Namibia, and indeed in the
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 the
future, we see signs and signals which lead us to believe that victory is not only
inevitable;  but might indeed be near. The schemings and manoeuvres of the pariah
South%Aﬁrican régime, as evidenced in the establishment of a puppet régime 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 régime to stay alive and afloat.
History tells us that such attempts are doomed to fail. Even as the Pretoria
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 increasing
rilitancy and restiveness of the Namibian people in their quest to be free.

My delegation need not remind the racist régime that its attempts to prolong
its occupation and bastardization of Namibia are doomed. The Botha régime ig aware

that when the now defunct Ian Smith régime embarked on a similar cause in
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z2imbabwe in the 1960s, with the overt support of racist South Africa, it only
facilitated the process that has since consigned it to Africa's historical
dunghill. Botha 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 Ramibia have suffered enough. As one of Nigeria's illustrious
sons 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 rencunce violence and armed struggle, Africa'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 supﬁort of the evangelists themselves. We
appeal 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 régime must be forced to discharge its responsibilities and obligations
under international law in the context of resolution 435 (1978).

For our part, the Governmment 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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We call on all other countries to follow suit and bring the abnormal situation
in southern Africa to an end before the simmering cauldron of violence becomes a
poilding cauldron and consumes the perpetrators of this veritable act of man's
iphumanity to his fellow man.

The pertinent issue, as my delegation sees it, is that time seems to be
running out in the ever lengthening calendar of violence in the subregion, which is
fast sliding into a bitter racial war of unspeakable magnitude and ferocity. Can
the Asgembly afford to wait? That is a question which I beg representatives to

ponder seriously.

The meeting rose at 11 p.m,






