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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

.1 Nova1tlbu 1987

Excellency,

I have the honour, in accordance with paragraph 7 of General Assembly
resolution 41/35 F of 10 November 1986, to transmit herewith t~le report of the
Intergovernmental Group to Monitor the Supply and Shipping of Oil and Petroleum
Products to South Africa a~opted on 3 Novemb.r 1987.

On behalf of the Grou~, I would like to request that this report be issued as
a document of the G~neral Assembly and the Security Counc~l.

Accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest conslderation.

(§igned) Tom Eric VRAALSEN
Chairman of the

Intergovernmental Group to Monitor
th~ Supply and Shipping of Otl and
Petroleu.lI Products to South Af. r "ca

His Excellency
Mr. Javier perez de Cuellar
Secretary-Gene~al

United Nations
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I. INTRODUCTION

1. At its forty-first session, the General Assembly decided to establish an
Intergovernmental Group to Monitor the Supply and Shipping of Oil and Petroleum
Producte to South Africa (relolution 41/35 F of 10 November 1986). The Assembly
authorized itl President, in consultation with the chairmen of regional groups and
the Chairman of the Special Committee against Apartheid, to appoint 11 Member
States as members of the Intergovernmontal Group on the naRis of e~uitable

geographical distribution and to ensure representation of oil-exporling States and
shipplng States. 'ollo~ing luch consultations, the President of the Assemhly
announced the establishment of the Group, consisting of the following Member
Statell Algeria, CUba, German Democ&:lItic Republic, Indonesia, Kuwait, New zealalld,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and United Republic
of Tanzania.

2. The Intergovernmental Group elected Mr. Tom Eric Vraulsen (Norway) as
Chairman, Ms. Nabeela Al-Mulla (K~ lit) as Vice-Chairman and Mr. Wiluert K. Chagula
(United ~epublic of Tanzania) as Ra~vorteur.

3. The Intergovernmental Group decided to invite representatives of the
liberation movements of lOuthern Africa, namely, the African National Congress of
South Af.rica (ANC), the Pan Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC) and the South West
Africa Peoplets Organization (SWAPO), to attend its meetings as observers. A
letter was addresled to the Executive Se~retary of the Organizatio~ of African
Unity (OAU) al well .s to the secretary-General of the Organization of African
Trade Union Unity (OATUU) expressing the desire of the Group to co-operate close1
with those organizations in thi~ matter.

4. The Intergovernmental Group authorized the Chairman to send a letter with a
questionnaire to Governments of Member States and non-member States concerning
legislative, technical, adminiltratlve and other measures to prp-vent thp. supply and
shipping of oil and petroleum products to South Africa and Namibia. In a statement
on 26 March 1987 addressed to non-governmental organizations, the Chairman sought
their co-operation. The statement was sent by the Department of Public Information
of the United Nationl Secretariat to more than 800 non-governmental organizations.

5. The Intergovernmental Group requested the Secretariat to provide it with
available relevant information pertaining to the supply of oil to South Africa and
to examine the possibility of enhancing its data base in this rCG~ect.

6. It held t.hree formal meetings and four bformal meetings. The present report
was adopted by the Intergovernmental Group on 3 November 1987.

1. Among the ~a8ures the international community has been employing to induce
the South African racist r69iMe to eradicate apartheid are restrictions on the
exportation of uil and petroleum products to Pretoria. In fact, an oil embarqo on
South Africa was recommended by the General Assembly in its resolution 32'105 G of
14 December 1977, as part of specific measures aimed at eliminat ing .!!J2.ar the id.
Efforts by the Security Council to impose a mandatory oil embargo have failed
despite repeat.ed recommendations by the Assembly. The establishment, however, of
the Intergovernmental Group by the Assembly in 1986, following proposals to that
effect by the United Nations Seminar on Oil Embargo against South Africa, held at
Oslo from 4 to 6 June 1986 (see A/41/404-S/18l41, annex) and the World Conference
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on Sanction& against Racist South Africa, held in Paris from 16 to 20 June 1986
(see A/41/434-s/18l85, annex), is considered an important step towards imptoving
the effectiveness of the present voluntary oil embargo.

8. The potential effectiveness of an oil embargo is avident. Since oil is
virtually the sole strategic raw material that South Africa lacks, Pretoria's
dependence on th~ international community and its ~ulnerability to international
pressure are absolute. Oil and petroleum products are vital for South Africa's
transport oector and for the military ui.d pol~ce forces, and account for a
substantial part of the energy needs of the manufacturing industry and agriculture.

9. OWing to its Voluntary nature the oil embargo has neither been strictly
ap~lied, nor closely monitored and therefor& has not reached its potential
effectiveness. Understandably the r'gime has strived to thwart international
efforts to impose an effective oil embargo. As pretoria is ready to pay premium
prices, and as the world e~periences an over-supply of oil, private companies have
strong incentives to transport oil to South Africa under mostly secret arrangements
involving oil producers, shippird companies, charterers, oil traders and a host of
middleman. Under these circumstances, officials of States, be they oil producing
or oil trading and transporting, are often unaware of the arrangements to supply
oil to South Africa. It should be noted that the embargo so far has not resulted
in the cessation of the supply of oil and petroleum products to South Africa,
instead it has led to the expansion of an illegal oil business with South Africa
through the involvement of middlemen and others who have been able to circumvent
the decisions of most oil-exporting States regarding their prohibition of the
export of oil to South Africa. While small companies and middlemen are reported as
being the main violators of the oil embargo, the role of major transnational oil
companies, such as British Petroleum (BP), Caltex, Mobil, Shell and Total, which
own subsidiaries in South Africa, cannot be undereatimated. Both BP and Shell are
reported to be actively involved in oil imports to South Africa. In addition,
tanker companies, through a series of chartering schemes, are attempting to conceal
their role in the violation of the oil embargo.

10. The South African r69ime has also resorted to exploitation of alternative
energy technologles (conversion of coal to oil), as well as exploration of oil and
natural gas. Furth1lrmore, the regime is also attempting, through buildinq and
enlarging Btrategic oil stockpiling facilities, to lessen the effects of an embargo
that would be internationally and strictly implernerlted.
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II. LEGISLATIV~ AND OTHER MEASURES ADOPTED BY STATES' RESPONSES
TO Tn~~ QUESTIONNAIRE

11. The Intergovl rnmental Gro~lp decided to Mend a questionnaire to Member and
~on-member States to seek infoJ:mation on their implementation of the relevant
resolutions of the General Assembly and, in particular, of paragraph 4 of Assembly
resolution 41/35 F, which reads as follows,

"The General Assemblz,

"...
"4. Requests all States concerned, pending a decision by the Security

Cou.~cU, to adopt effective measures and/or legislation to br.oaden the scope
of the oil embargo in order to ensure the complete cessation of the supply and
shipping of oil and petroleum pr~ucts to South Africa and Namibia, whether
directly or indirectly, in part iaularr

"(a) To apply strictly the 'end users' clause and other conditions
concerning restriction on destination to ensure compliance with the embargo,

"(b) To compel the companies originally selling or purchasing oil or
petroleum products, as appropriate for each nation, to dosist from selling,
reselling or otherwise transferring oil and petroleum products to South Africa
and Namibia, whether directly or indirectly,

"(c) To establish strict control over the supply of oil and petroleum
p[oducts to South Africa and Namibia by intermediaries, oil companies and
tr.aders by placing responsibility for the fulfilment of the contract on the
first buyer or seller of oil and petroleum products who would, therefore, bo
liable for the ~ctions of these parties,

"(d) To prevent access by !juth Africa to other sources of energy,
including the supply of r~w matprials, technical know-how, financial
aSBi~tance and transport,

"(e) To prohibit all assistance to apartheid South Africa, inclUding the
provision of finance, technoloa~, equipment or personnel for the prospecting,
development or production of hydrocarbon resources, the construction or
operation of oil-from-coal plants or the dev~lopment and operation of plantR
producing fuel ~ubstitutes and additives such as ethanol and mothanol,

It (f) Ira prevent South Af.rican corporations from maintaining or oxpandinc.J
their holdings in oil companies or properties outside South Africa,

"(g) To le."minate the transport of oil to South Africa by ships {lying
their flags, or ty ships that are ultimately owned, managed or chartered by
their nationals or by companies within their Jurisdiction,

"(h) To develop a system for registration of ships, r&9ist~red or owned
by their nationals, that have unloaded o~l in South Africa in contravention of
embargoes imposed,
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"(i) To impose penal action against companies and individuals that have
been involved in violating the oil embargo,

"(j) To gathee, exchange and disseminate information regarding
violations of the oil embargo."

12. At the time of prepa~ation of the present report, the following SO States have
sent substantiv3 replies to the questionnaire, Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahea!n, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
P~public, Canada, Cnile, China, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Bgypt, Ethiopia,
~inland, German Democratic Republic, Greece, Holy See, Indonesia, Iran (Islamio
Repub'.ic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaioa, Kuwait, Malaysia, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeri&, Norway, pakistan, Poland, Oatar, Saudi Arabia,
Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republio, Thailand, Turkey, Ukraini~n Soviet
Socialist RepUblic, Unio~ of Soviet Socialist Republioa, united RepUblic of
Tanzania, Vene~uela and YugQslavia •. (For the questionnaire, see annex X, 'for the
replies of Governments, aee annex 11.) The Group has conduoted a general review of
the replies so far received. In this c~ntext, it has been noted that most of the
replies d~ not respond directly to all the questions contained in the
questionnaite. In several cases the replies have not stipulated the introduction
of legislation or comparable measures concerning the o~\ embargo against South
Africa. Instead, the embargo is incorporated as a g~neral policy of the
Governments concerned within the broader polioy of sanotions against the apartheid
r~9ime.
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Ill. INDIVIDUAL CASES OF ALLEGED VIOLATIONS

13. AR indicated above, the Intergovernmental Group has not received sufficient
information frtm Governments on the implementation of the oil embargo against South
Africa, or the violation thereof, to enable it to present a comprehensive report on
all aspects of the situation. The detection of individual cases of violation of
the oil embargo depends on sophisticated methods of information collection
regar~ing the movement of ships between the ports of oil-producing States or of
centr~s of oil export to South African ports. Distinctions in this regard have to
be made between calls on South African ports f~L bunkering or for emergency and
stoppages for the delivery of oil.

14. The Intergovernmental Group also considered alleged violations reported to it
since its first meeting (see anne>. Ill). These cases are still being c0nsidered by
the Group. It should be also noted that the cases considered below do not by far
represent all of South Africa's ojl imports in the period covered by the r~port.

15. Thus far, the main source of information concerning alleged violationb of the
oil embargo has been the Shipping Research Bureau, whose information has been
submitted in the f~rm of data sheets.

16. In order to diversify its sources of informatlon, the Intergovernmental Group
requested the Secretariat to study the possibilities of acquiring data on movements
of ship~ to and from South Africa tram sources within the United Nations system.
Preliminary contacts with firms handling data of this character have been made with
a view to exploring the possibility of diversifying its sources of information.
'I'he Group considers that it is essential to explore ways of improving its
collection of d~ta. In the mean time, it commends the efforts of non-governmental
organizations in providing data on the movement of ships to and from South Africa.
While all these sources of information are ~ital to the work of the Group, it is
even more important that th'~ Group er-joy the support and co-operation of all Menlber
States and, in particular, of oil-exporting and oil-shipping States. Although the
Group has been at work for less than eight months, it has been able to establish
constructive contacts with Member States concerned.

17. The Intergovernmental Group finally wishes to stress that the publication of
the cases received, cOltained in annex Ill, does not in any way imply a charge
again~t or a pagsing of judgement on the individual States concerned or companies
under their iurif;diction.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ConcluAiona

18. The Intergovernmental Group believes that the international community Ghould
consider without delay the im~,osition of comprehensive mandatory sanctiona and
should use all available pressure on the South African r'qime to induce it to
eradicate apartheid through peaceful melns. An oil embarqo can be one of the most
effective means of pressure, short of comprehensive mandatory sanctions. Tllua the
Group believes that the Securtty Council is under a special obligati~n to imp0l1r a
mandatory oil embargo against South Africa. Thip would complement the mandatory
arms embarqo imposed by the Council in its resolution 418 (1977) and would
contribute tc\ deterring the !partheid regime's oppression of the black people of
South Africa "nd its aqgression against independent African States, as well aR to
expediting its withdrawal from Namibia.

19. The Intergovernmental Group recoqnizes the importance of the steps adopted by
oil-exporting States, beqinning with the decision of the summit of Arab states in
Algeria in 1973, to lmpose an oil eh~argo aqainst the racist r'gime of South Afz.ca
and subsequently emulated by other oil-exportinq States. Despite this, South
Africa continues to receive supplies of oil from the outside wo~ld throuqh ftequent
and regrettable violations of the embargo.

20. It has been noted that many States have not introduced legislation or
comparable measures to enforce the oil embargo. In Bcme cases, even declared
policies have not been fully observed.

21. Technical measures such as "end user" certification and other restrictive
destination clauses in oil contracts would, if scrupulously implemented, assist in
halting the flow of oil and petroleum products to South ~~~ica. However, these
clauses are in many cases either not implemented, neqlecl~d or subjected to
cheating and falsification. Furthermore, legal action against companies and
individuals involved in violating the oil embargo is rarely undertaken and
penalties are not frequently imposed.

22. The Intergovernmental Group considers the co-operation of oil exportinq and
shipping States e&santial for its work and will continue lo urge them to provide
information on the issues relating to the oil embargo against South Afril~a and to
respond to the Grou~'s questionnaires and inquiries reqnrding reported cases ot
violations. In view of the above, the Group considers it import~~t that the fiame
questionnaire be sent aqain to those States which have not replied with a view to
soliciting their teplie~ for consideration by the Group at its 1988 session. In
addition, Governments that have not yat taken legislative or comparable measur~R to
impose an embargo against the supply of oil and petroleum )roducts to South Afri~,l

are invited to do so. Furthermore, the need for exchange of information between
States on the embargo and for assistinq the Group in its task must be stressed.

23. The Intergovernmental Group will continue its efforts to Reek close
co-operation with regional organizations and other intergovernmental organizationr.
as well as non-governmental orqanizations in order to enhance support for the cil
embargo against South Africa.
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24. The Interqovernmontal Group emphasizes that, in order to ensure Qffective
monitoring of the oil embarqo against South Africa, a mechanism should be
established to gather and verify information on the movements of ships to and from
South Africa. Such a mechanism will rlepend upon available resources within the
Secretariat, the input of Governments, relevant offices and oodies within the
united Nations system, regional organizationa, the liberation movements of southern
Africa, labour uni~n8, other non-qovernmental organizations and others concerned,
and will be co-ordinated by the Group.

Rtlcommenda t i£r!.!:.

25. The Interqov~rnmental Group recommends that the General Assembly should
request the Security Council to consit'er invoking Chapter VII of the Charter of the
United Nations to impose a mandatory embargo on the supply and Shipping of oil and
petroleum products to South Africa.

26. The Intergovernmental Group also recommends that the General Assembly, pendinQ
a decision from the ::ecurity Council, should request ~nose Member States which have
not yet done so:

(a) To adopt legislative or comparable measures to impose an embargo on the
supply and shipping of oil and petroleum products to South Africa)

lb) TO take effective measures to enforce the embargo including, inter alia,
reRtrlcting the destination and "end user" cla~s~s to prohibit the supply and
shipping of oil and petroleum products lo South Africa)

le) To disseminate widely and exchange information on the oil embargo against
South Africa and on the violations thereof)

(d) To ensure that effective penalties are imposed on ~he violators of the
"nbargoJ

(e) To extend co-operation to the Group and other organizations involved in
the monitoring of the oil embargo.

27. The Intergovernmental Group, awar~ of the complexity of the issue, intends to
intensify its efforts ir carrying out its mandate. It will continue to·c~ntact

GovernMents and var ious organizations to ensure a more ef fective flow of
information and co-operation in matters regarding investigation of violations of
the p.mb~rqo. In this respect, the Group recommends that appropriate resources be
madE. available to enable it to carry out its task. The Group furthermore
recommends that its mandate be renewed.
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ANNJ::X I

1. What are the measures, including legislative, technical and adminiutrative,
taken by your GoverMlent to prevent oi 1 ar.d shipping companies, whether naLion" 1 01.'
your State or fore 1.gn, operat ing in your country from supply ing and/or shipping ai 1
and petroleum products to South Africa and Namibia in implementation of relevant
resolutions of the General Assembly and in particular paragraph 4 of resolution
41/35 F of \0 November 1986, which reads a9 folloWSJ

"!!le Genera 1 Assembly,

"•••

"4. Requests all States concernad, punding 8 decision by the Security
Council, to adopt effective measures and/or legislation to broaden their scope
of the oil embargo in order to e~sure the complete cessation of the &upply and
shipping of oil and petroleum products to South Atrica and Namibia, whether
directly or indirecly, in particular:

" (8) '1'0 apply strict ly the 'end users' clause and other cand itiona
concerning restriction on destinati~n to ensure compliance with the embargol

"(b) '1'0 compel the companies tJriginally selUng or purchafling oil or
petroleum products, as appropriate for each nation, to desist t rom sel \.in9.
use 1ling or otherwise transfer ring oi land petro hum products to South I\t r i(:a
and Namibia, whether directly or indirectly,

"(c) To establish strict control over the supply ot oil and petroltlum
products to South Af rica and Namibia by intermediaries, oi 1 companies and
traders by placing responsibility for the fulfilment of the contract on tha
first buyer or seUer of oil and petroleum ptoducts who WOUld, t~'er(£ore, be
liable for the actions of these parties,

" (d) '1'0 prevent BCCeO& by Sou th Af r ica to 0 ther sources at energy,
including the supply of la'" .naterials, technical know-how, financial
assistance and transport,

" (6) '1'0 prohibi t a Lt assistance to aparthe id South At dell, ine lud ing the:!
provision of finance, technology, equipment or personne 1 for the prospecti ng,
development or production of hydrocarbon resources, the construction or
operation of 01 l-from-coal plants or the development and operation at pl£lnt~j

producipg fuel substitutes and additives such as ethanol and methanol,

"(f).1'o prevent South African corporations from maintaini ng or expi.llldillq
their holdings in oil companies or properties outside South Africal

11 (g) '1'0 term~nate the transport of oil to South Africa by ships llying
their flags, or by ships that are ultimately owned, managed or chartered by
their nationals or by companies within their )urisdictionJ
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"(h) To develop a system for registration of ships, registered or owned
by their nationals, that have unloaded oil in South Africa in contravention of
embargoes imposed,

"(i) To impose ponal action against companies and individuals that have
been involved in violating the oil. embargo,

"(j) To gather, exchange and dissominate information regarding
violations of the oil embargo."

2. What arrangements exist to co-ordinate with other oil-exporting and
oil-shipping States exchange of information and action to prevent the violations of
the oil. embargo?

3. Does your Government ma~ntain a list of oil companies or tanker companies that
have violated the contracts of sale or shipping by supplying or shipping oil and
petroleum products to South Africa? (A copy of the list may be attached.)

4. What has been done to infor~ the oil and shipping ind~8trie8, as well as
governmental agene ies, port authvr i ties and oil workers, about the embargo or
comparable policies against the supply and shipping of oil and petroleum products
to South Africa and Namibia?

5. Are there any additional suggestions for enforcing the oil embargo?
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ANNEX 11

Replies receivod trom Governments

ALGERIA

(Originall Frenoh)

1. The denunciation and condemnation ot the poBcy of apartheid and unflag9 i ng
support for the just strug9le of the South AtrictAn people are basic elements of
Algeria's foreign policy.

~. 'l'his position, which dates bac'~ to th~, time of the national l.1beration
struggle, is in keeping both with the provisions of the Algerian National Charter
and with the Constitution, which reject and condemn all forms of racial
di se r iminat ion.

3. Chapter V, Part V of the National CharteL' in particular stresses Algeria's
comnitment to "fu l.U 1 its duty to e Urninate the after-effects of colon1a 1 and
racial domination in Africa".

4. In a similar vein, article 92 ot the Conolltution stipulatos thatl

"The struggle against colonialism, mw-coLonialism, imperialism and racial
discr imination is basic to the ,,~vo lut ion.

"Al.geria's solidarity with all the peopleD of Africa, Asia and Latin America
in their fight for political and economic liberation, and their right to
self-determination and independence, is an essential part of national. policy."

5. In this connection, it is partiCUlarly significant thQt ono of the first
legislative measures enacted by 1\ lqeria atter achieVing indopondenc'l was
Aot No. 64-161 of 8 June 1964, giving effect to the decioions of the summit
Conference of Independent Afri('!(\1l ~tatQH and Madilgascar hold fr\,;i:> ~~ to ~5 May U63
at Addis Ababa, which adopted thl Chartor 01' African Unity ilnd six resolutions,
including one on decolonhation, puagraph 9 of which asks tor an offective boycott
of the foreign trade of Portuqal and South Atrica.

6. Wi th the aCh.te"ement of independence by the tormur portuguese colonies and tho
norma Uzat ion of re tat ions between the lattor and Portuga 1, the prOVisions of that
law no longer appl.y to that country, but thuy do remain tully relevant for South
Afr: ica and have subsQquent ty been streng ttwllod by many meaaurt:/s governing, in
particular, the relations betweon A1gud,il .;And its varioUl:l trading partnerb as well.
as their possible intermediaries.

1. 'llhe text of the Act of ij June 1~64, \o;llich cleal'ly sets forth Algeria's
position, is ae folloWSI

-10-



"~~64-1b"l ot 1.1 Juno 1964 EroQll?Lt.in~ all t.rl1dft relations
with portu~al and South Africa

"~Xl'LANA'l'OHY ~{'l'A1'l';Ml::N'l'

"'l'he Sununlt Conf uronCtl 01 Independent At r iean States and Madagaucar, he lci
from ~;,t to ~~ May 1963 at Addis Abtiba, Il:thiopia, adopted the Charter ot
African Unity Q~d Bix resolutions on decolonization, apartheid and racial
disc r iminat ion, At r ica "nd tho United Nat ions, genera 1 d i silrmal,.~nt, economi<..:
problems and t~w CC'l'A (ConuniHsion on 'rechnica 1 Co-operatiot; in Ahica) •

"Tho National Constituont Assombly ratitind thA ChortAr in Act No. 6j-~2l

ot ~6 Juno l~6j.

"Alqeria 19 implementing l'he rttsolutiona throuqh apecifie measures
adoptuo to l;,lchiovc thll ChlHter' U i1 ims.

"'rhe 1'880 lut lon conCfH n ing deco lonizat ion, in pa rag raph 9, asks for an
ottectiv~ uoycott at the 10re1gn trade ot Portugal and South Atrica.

'''fl.e Pl:loplo'~ ()emexal1tie RepUblic ot Algeria will do evorything within
its power to ~~lp the Alric~n peoples that aro still not intiapondent to
achiev~ national sovHceic]nty. It intemc..l!.l to implement the d0cision~.; tdkt}n at
Addi~ Ababa rUlly ~nd spuedily.

"Tho purp09H at th1S Act 10 strictly to prohibit any trade celation~ ~ith

Portugal and South Atrica.

"Hence, independent A1geria, in add i tion to (('1 uuinq to have any
diplomatic relations with the l;ovornments ot Portugal and SOl:th Africa, will
impas(f aqain!Jt Lho!lu count.(io!:l thl! <H;onumit: ~anct.i.()ns decidod on at
AUdis Auuua.

"'rhi B i9 thlJ purpoflO 01 the ph'HIl'nt. Ac t.

"1'hu Nut iOllU 1 Al:l!Hlmb I.y haB cOI1Bidered and adopted, and the Pre!illdunt of
tho Hepu;"Uc tll'rolly pcomlll<jlJt:l'fl, an Hct hn'lillcJ the t:ollowinq pcovir.i1ons:

"Artic;l1~.!. 'l'hc! illlP0l'tilUO/l of <lilY good!> ol'i<,1inatintj in oc cominq I com
Pnrtugi.ll illld !;outh All'iea is prohibited.

11 Art ie 1.e A!. 'I'h" l!X()()l'ttlt iOll 01 tiny qOOQt;} to Port UCJa 1 .wd Sou th At: r iea or
tho ru-exporLation to thoBIJ countrie!u o( goodu lor \t-'hich duty has OOtHl

~u!ipundt\cl is pl"C)hil>itod.

"Articlt.:..l. 'I'll\' i.lboVI! !ll'ohilHtionb ':lpply L) all commercial tranHUl:tiOI1S
with Portugal ilnd :iollth Alrica ~lVen it their originf.l pre-date the
plomuLql1l:ion oS: this Act.

"ArticLtJ 4. Any v101ations of Uw provi:,:;ions of tlJi~j Act l:":hall be
punishtHI in ..lCcorcl ..HICH with t.he~ (>xistiq laWR anci regulations.

"'l'hi ~i Ac t !Jha II be'> lmlorCI;\d ilH il law ot the ~Hat e. 11
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AHG1':N'l' lNA

The Argentine Government wishes to announcp that it carefully monitors
compliance with the oi 1 embar90 against south AIr ica, uainlJ machinory i;ASSOC i at.-",d
with the purchase and sale of foreign exchange and the levying ot import anct (1Xport
duty to prevent any violation of General Aosembly resolution 4\/35 F.

AUS~'AALIA

IOt'igi:'llIL: I::nglishJ

1. On 19 August uas, the Minister il)r J:o'oroign Aftaira announced that tho
Government would prohibit UApor ts tu ~CJuth At r lca of p<:ttro lnum und pe tro luum
products, a copy of the pres~ releaso ~nnouncing the decision is attached.

2. The Govornment' s decision has been ii1\(>l.elOOl\ted throu;)h administration ot the>
export control r~ime on p~troleum and pet[()leum products under the Customs
(Prohibited Exports) Re'.. ulations. ~xpClrters 01 petrolHum products 11tH r~qllirud to
specify country of final dastinution in :,o!'lpect of all petroleum exports or providH
a writter declaration that the export is nol destined tor South Atrica. l\ pHlvimlH
approval for Custans to clear individu•.l shipments not 9xceedinq SA 2,000 in v{llllU
does not apply if the destination is South Attica.

3. No formal arran;Jements are in place with other oil-exporting or oiL-shi~pi/llJ

States to exchange inforl\\at ion 8r\d tho liovarnmerlt dO(~9 not 1ndependent ly mu illta in .1
list of oil companies or tanker companies who have supplied oil and petroleum
products to South Africa.

4. The Government's decision to prohiuit petroloum exportu to South Atr1ca wun
widely reported. In addition, individuQl petroleum exporters were advised ot: lllo
dec,'ision by the Department ot '!'rade and tile 1"'straUan C;UfJtoms Ser:vice waD i.,wkc·d to

instigate amended procedures to give ettc.wt to the Governmunt'l:1 docision.

Press ra lease issued by thn (,over nm(lnt of AUfJt.ri.l Li c'1

Cabinet met again today to review thll nituQtion in SOllth Afril'll. It did ~H> in
the light of the decisions reached on 12 fl.\I~lJst concerning moaf:1ures to be taken by
the Aust ra lian Government and the !1tatef11@nt madp. by HOllth AI: r iC:A' H Pref\irlHnt: Bot.h'l
1>0 15 August.

Ministers expressed their grave concern and extreme disappointment that
lJresident Rotha'g statement was BO negativl1 ,lncl llnh... l[ltl.lI.. [t did not otf(H; till'
majority of the South African people a conunitment to clHlu and detin('!d progll'!:lS
towards a genuinely multiracial sor.:iety. It held out. littlH hope that the stub' 0'
emergency wi II be lifted in the near tllt.IJf(l:. It CJilve no Gonunltrnent tor the ~l' Lf'il~HJ

ul NeLl:lon Mandela and other political dt'!tdinl:!e~l who will b~) necl:ws,uy particilldnbi
in any negotiations with the South Afri':lln Govp.rnment on black rights. Indeed, it
tai led to pro.... ide a crediblo bi.l~is UpOIl which any r8pll!;~·Il\."tivc black l,~ader::.;
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could play an et fect ive part in ~;outh At dca' a po'1.1tica 1 procelle. The atatement
mhsed the opportunity to create the atmosphere which could ha lp leasen the present
violence in South Africa.

Mini £Iter a were assisted in the ir d iacuesions today by the AUllt ra lian
Ambassador to South Africa, Mr. lUrch. They decided that Mr. Birc~1 should return
to South Afr ica in order that the Government Ilhould cont inue to have his advice on
developments there, inclUding steps the South Atrican Government might t~ke to
implement its stated commitment to prose ahoad on Q reform programme.

They noted that the South Af rican President'!:l statemont was un 'like ly to bri ny
about si9nificant early reforms and th~t effectivo action in the form of mandatory
and comprehensive oconomic sanctions imposed by the United Nationa Security Counci L
are unlikely to be achieved in the near future. Consequent ly, Millisters decided t"
confirm the moasures that were previously agreed at their l2 August meeting.

Accordingly, the Govornment has decided that, wh1l.e continuing to work closely
with other Governments in the United Nations and Commonwealth contexts for positive
action to foster peacefUl change in South Atrica, Australia will introduce a range
of se lect ive econanic and other measures conai atent with r~cent SQcur ity Counc il
resolut.ionD.

Ministers have decided thatl

1. The Minister for Foreign Attair8 develop a strategy to uoek positive
action in t.he Unlted Nations context for etfective sanctions against
South Atrica for presentation by the ~rime Minister at the torthcoming
Corrrnonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in Nassau, including proposals
for consideration at the Meetin9 (and, if appropriate, the United Nations
General Assombly) for,

the appointment of a group of internationa \ author1 tlos to advance
propoflttls tor tho peaceful transition ot South Atrica to a multiracial.
sociqty basod on universal adult uuflLaqe, and,

•
:le

3.

4.

the appointment ot an internation~l Qxport group to study how the
suspension ot now invostroc>'1t in South Atr lea miqht be impLomented and
co-ordinated,

Australia, conocioua of the inadequacy ol unilateral :..anctiona, reaffirms
its preparedness to work at the United Natiuns tor thQ imposition of
effective, mandatory economlC sanc t ions aga inst South At rica,

Auslralia's current polici~s on 8portin~ contacts and civil aviation
pol.1cies bEl maintained,

Austra lia ma inta in its diplomatic rtlpreaentation in South Att ica at
cur rent love ls but c lose the 'i'rude COlTlTliasion in Johannesburg from the
end ot September 1985,

Normal trade relations with South Atrica be maintalne~ but avoiding
otficial govelnment assistance and that the t;overnment also:
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prohibit exports to South Africa of petroleum and petroleum products,
computer hardware equipment and any other products known to be of use
to the South African security forces, and

prohibit the import from South Africa of Krugerrands and all other
coins minted in South Africa and all arms, ammunition and military
vehicles;

6. All new investment in South Africa by the Australian Government and
pUblic authorities be suspended, except for that which is necessary to
maintain Australian diplomatic and consular representation in South
Africa;

7. All Australian banks and other financial institutions be asked to suspend
making new loans, either directly or indirectly, to borrowers in South
Africa; and

8. Direct investment in Australia by the South African Government or its
agencies be prohibited.

In addition, and as a corollary to an earlier Government decision to deny
Government const~uction contracts to majority-owned South African firms operating
in Australia, Ministers have decided:

to place an embargo on all new Government contractual dealings with
majority-owned South African firms for contracts above $20,000; to
terminate all export facilities available through EFIC*, EMDGS**, and
AOPC*** and certain industry assistance to such firms; to avoid Government
procurement of supplies from South African sources, save that necessary for
the maintenance of Australian diplomatic and consular representation in
southern Africa and to restrict Government sales of goods and services to
South Africa. South African Government agencies are included in this
embargo.

Furthermore, Ministers have decided that the way be prepared, through
amendments to be proposed to relevant legislation, for the facilities available
through EFIC, EMDGS and AOPC, and tourism assistance under TOPS**** to be withdrawn
in respect of Sout'> Africa at short notice in the light of the Government's
assessment of developments in South Africa and international responses to these
developments.

These measures should be viewed in the context of actions taken earlier
against South Africa in such areas as civil aviation, sporting contacts, business
conduct and positive programmes to help disadvantaged black South Africans. They
show the Government's complete and unambiguous rejection of apartheid and its
intention to demonstrate its rejection in as effective a way as possible.

*
**

***
****

EFIC (Export Finance Insurance Corporation).

EMDGS (Export Market Development Grant Scheme) •

AOPC (Australian Overseas Projects Corporation).

TOPS (Tourism Overseas Promotion Scheme) •
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Miniateru emphaaized that, in implementing those furthor oconomic ind other
measures, the Governmont wished to contrihute to international proAoure to
accelerate a process of reform and peaceful change in South Africa. MiniRtora flaw
the Government's actions as part of a graduated step-by-utep vroceva, with the pace
anr. nature of any further Australian Government action being conditioned by tho
South African Government's own response to tho political anpirationn of ita black
community.

Austr4lia wished to avoid a further deterioration in the situation in South
Africa and believed that the establishment of a multiracial 60ciety h~nod on
universal suffrage should be the 90al of Auntralian policy.

AUSTRIA

(Original: English)

Austria is neither an oil-exporting ~or ~il-shippin9 country. Therefore, no
legislative measures are being envisaged to maintain the already existing
compliance with General Assembly reSOlution 41/35 F of 10 November 1986.

BAHRAIN

(Original, English)

The Government of the State of 8ahrain does not supply crude oil.
Furthermore, the contracts of the Bahrain Nat10n~1 Oil Company includo Cl claus~

forbidding the transfer of petroleum products to South Africa and Namihia.

BARBADOS

(Originalr Enyliah)

1. By the Imports (Restriction) Act 1939 ard the Importation and fo:xportation of
Goods (Union of South Africa) (Prohibition) urdcr 1960, narbados impouod a total
ban on trading with South Africa. 'l'rading relationR wen.' severed with eHect from
1 September 1960.

2. All government agencies have been apprised of the embargo and appropriate port
and security authorities are charged with the res~)nGibility of monitoring all
trade flows trom or through Barbados, to ensure that neith~r oil nor any other
cargo destined for South Africa originates in or trQ~Jits through th3 island.

BELGIUM

(Original: French!

The Government of Belgium is applying the decision taken on 10 September 1985
by the Governments of the 12 States memb~rs of the European Economic Community to
impose a strict embargo on exports of crude oil to South Africa.
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UlIld V.AI\

(Original: ~pani9hJ

l. 'lhe Government ol: Bolivia h~3 nei thl:)[ supplled llor l:ihipped, di):ectly or
indlrectly, any oil ut petroleum d~rivatives to bouth Atrica or Namibia.

2. Bolivia possesses no ships or public or pClvate entdrprises that might have
rendered such services to the Sout.h /lfdcan regime.

BAAZIL

[0 rig ina l: I.!: ng li s h J

Decree signed on 9 August 19U5 by the Pn . i.d.pt of Brazi l

'fhe Prftsident of the Repub 1ie:, usinq the pOWN l:) confer red upon hi m by
article Ul, ite~ Ill, at che constitutiun, and

Considering that the apartheid regime is in t'lagI"ant l~ontravention of the
principles ;jf democracy and racial harmony existing in Brazi 1 lnd :hus merits tllo
jU&t rt!pulsion at the most var~ed sectors of Urazilian sociel.,

Considering that the pol.icy l.t apar:theic:! assaults the consciencE~ ilnd dignity
of huma:'\ity, is incompatible with the Chaeter of the United Nationb and the
Universal Declaration of Human Hights and constitutes a threat to lllternationul
peace and security,

HaVing in mind resolution 4lU (l977) of the Security Council of the United
:~ations, which imposed a mandatory embargo on the sale of arms to SOUtll Africa,

Considering also all other pertinent resolutions ot the General AsspmbLy as
well as of the Security Council ot the l/n.i.ted Nations, par.tie:ularly resolutions
4"13 (l9~O), 558 (1984), 566 (1.985) and ')b~ (1985) of the Security Council, which
urge Member States to impose volunt~ry .'~anctions against South Afric.:/l by r:l'u~on of
the policy ot apartheid ol t.he Gov<~rnJrI~nt ot that country,

Recalling that Bcu';r.i 1 bal'.l been scrupulously abiding by the prohibition of armH
sale to South Africa,

kecalling ~lso that Brazil has been following a pOlicy of curbinq all contacts
wHh Sout~ Africa in the tields at sports, culture and art, clS recolTUnended by the
United Nations,

'raking into aG(~olmt the dp.terloratiun 01' the situation in South Aidca and the
violent repression unleashed by its Government against the legitimate claims of the
black South Air ican popu tat ion, which has incur red the severe condemnat ion of
national clnd international public opinion,

Considering thereforf.: the advisabiLity of consolidal-.ing in a singll~ legal
instrument the polit .:.: ..'\1 declsions and administrative me;>sures taken by the
Brazilian Government with regard to the application o~ m~ndatory or voluntary
sanctions against South Africa,
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DECREES

Article 1. Any ac tivi U.es .lnvo l.ving cu l.tura l, ar t ist ic or spur t ive exchange
with South Africa are prohibited.

Article 4!. The export c)f petroleum and its by-products to South Africa and to
the illegally occupied territory of Namibia is prohibited.

Article 3. It is prohibited to suprly South Africa with arms and related
materiel of any kind, includi~1 sales or transfers of arms and ammunition, military
vehicles and equipment, paramil'tary police equipment, as well as spare parts for
any of the above products.

Article 4. Likewise prohibited is supplying South Afrlca with eqUipment,
material, licences and patents for the manufacture and maintenance of the products
cited in paragraph 3 of this De~ree.

Article 5. Thu shipment and transshirment, under any grounds or concitions
whatsoever, of such equipment or materials as cit~d 'n articles 3 and 4 of this
Decree, if bound for South Africa or the territory of illegally occupied Namibia,
are hereby prohibited throughout the national territory, including air space and
territorial sea.

Sole paragraph. Any violation of the terms of this article shall result in
the apprehension and confiscation of the goods in qu~stion.

Art icle 6. The ~anistr ies and other competent Public Administrat ion
departments s'1all take the necesb.uy m~asures to guarantee the implementat ion of
the terms of this Decr-ee.

Article 7. Any and all provisions to the contrary are hereby revoked.

BYEUORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALiST REPUBLIC

[Original: Russian)

1. The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, a firm and consistent supporter of
the conplete and final eradiction of the vestiges of colonialism and racism,
strongly condemns the policy of apartheid pursued by the regime of South Africa,
which polic1 is a crime against humanity incompatible with the Charter of the
United Nations, the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries ard Peoples and the p~i~ciples of international law, and constitutes a
threat to international peace and security.

2. The Byelorussian SSR, which unswervingly advocates the eradication of the
shameful system of aparth~id, complies with all United Nations decisions designed
to accomPlish this goal. It entirely supports the demand by the African and other
States that the Security Council should introduce ~omprehensive mandatory sanctions
in accordance wi th Chapter VII I)f the Charter of the United Nat ions, including an
embargo on the supply of oil anj petroleum products to South Africa. At the
forty-first session of the Genfral Assembly, the Byelorussian SSR co-sponsored
resolution 41/35 F on the oil embargo against South Africa.
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:L Pursuant to the rel(>vant. dt!cisionG of the United Ni1tiona, Lncludil)(J tho
aforesaid General AaElembly renolution, the liyeloruHsian ~S~ haa ntVflr. maintained
any relations with &>uth Afr iea ",nd does not now, be they political, e..:onomh',
military OJ:' in any otht!1: are.:l, likewise, it has no contractual or liclll\oing
arrNlgements with the Pretoria raC'!ist r6gime.

4. The canpetent organizations and ';lovernmental bodics of the Byel()[u~siC\n I3SH
strictly monitor compliance in day-ta-day activilh~R with th(~ resolutiel18 ,md
de..::isions of the Security Council and the General Assembly whose plIrpoae is to
isolate the apar,r.t:lill. regime 01: South Africa.

CANALlA

[Or ig imdl I~nglishj

1. In September 1985, the :lec:retary of ::;tate for Externai. Affa ira ot Canada
annou:1ced several measures "espectlD3 trade an<J commt#rcial relations with South
Africa to express the opp0l:lition of Canadians to tho policies of racial
discr imination pr actised by the Government of South Africa.

2. lnc luded alTJ::>rl<J these was toe dp~lic:l;n:.ion by tho Government of Canada of Il

voluntary ban on the Hale at crude oil and refined oil products to ~outh Africa.
To this end, Canadian C(lnLJan lea were a~lked I\ot to anter into any con tracts (H t.l'J
sale and export at these ~ouds to South Atrica. Canada's petroleum exports to
South Africa were not Bignificant but the Government's intention W.1G to indicate
that Canada was not willing to bocome an alternative source of petroleum (or tiouth
Africa in the face of widespread int.ernational efforts to apply an oil embaryo.

3. 'l'he Canadian Government remai.ns fully committed to halting the (~Xpo['t of
Canadian crude oil und l'efinoo oil pr()duct~; Lo l::iouth Atrica.

CHILll:

IOr 1<J lna 11 Span ish)

~ince Chile does not f;XpOr:t '.>i! or petroleum products, there is no need to
adopt legislation ~n ensure the implementation of the oil embargo against SOU~l

Africa imposed by the General Assembly at its forty-I: irst session. Likewise. for
the same reason, there are no arrangements i.n this regard with oil 'exporting
coon tries.

C!UNA

[Uriginall ChintHw)

'1'he G:lvernrnent of the People's !{ApuhJ.ic: of China haB al.l alcny reHolutely
opposed and strong ly condemned tht) policins ().t racial discrimini:A':ion and a~rth.£id

pursued by the tiouth African authoritit:!s, "md firmly supported tt e ~outh Af:rican
people in their just :.;tr uCjgle against the rac.iLt rule and tor fun~'\mental human
rights and racial er.Jua.Lity. ;:itrict.Ly abiding by and illlplementin<:i the United
Nations resolut ions and decif-i ions on Sou th Afr iCil, the Ch inese Gover nment IHH1
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always r~fused to enter into contacts of any kind with South Africa, be they
political, economlc, military, cultural or in sport activities. Proceeding from
the above-mentioned principled stand of the Chinese Gover~~nt, the Chinese oil and
shipping departments never supply ana/or ship oil and petroleum products to South
Africa and Namibia.

CUBA

[Original: Spanh,hl

1. Olba is paying great attention to the delicate and important task and the
efforts being made by the United Nations with a view to the effective application
of the measures taken in various United Nations bodies to end the many honors and
misfortunes which the majority black population of ~outh Africa and the whole of
southern Africa are suffering because of the Pretoria racist reg line.

2. To that end, the Government of Cuba firmly supports the embargo on the supply
of oil and petroleum products to South Africa lffiposed by the Genernl Assembly and
is at present participating in the Intergovernmental Group set up for that purpose.

3. Olba has broken all links and ties with the racist Government of South Africa
and maintains the firm and clear position of condemning both that regime, for its
continuing violation of international law and the !rost elementary principles of
humanity, and those other Governments which, despite repeated calls from the
international community for relations and ties with South /... rica to be suspended,
do maintain such relations, obstructing the noble endeavour to put an end to the
racist Government's excesses. For that reason, Olba regards the work of the Group
to be of enormous importance and believes the Group should redouble its efforts to
ensure the effectiveness of the embargo, which is a measure of great importance
within the totality of moves against the abolition of apartheid.

4. The GOvernment of Olba takes this opportunity to reiterate its position and
attitude towards the South African racist regime. In the matter of oil and
petroleum products, there is no need to take specific measures, given the total
absence of ties or reactions to the So~th African regime and the strict general
measures which Olba applies in that regard.

CZECHOSLDVAKIA

(Original; English]

The Government of Czechoslovakia resolutely condemns the racist policy of the
Government of South Africa. As long ago as 1963, it interrupted its diplomatic,
economic, cultural, sports and any other contacts with the regime of South Africa.
It has been continuously and consequently pursuing a policy of boycott of South
AfJ;'ica in accordarce with the respective General Assembly resolutions. It fully
endorses the requirements for adoption by all States of effective measures designed
to broaden the scope of the oil embargo as contained in Assembly resolution 41/35 F.
Czechoslovakia is neither an exporter nor supplier of oil and no oil company has
its seat in Czechoslovak territory. Therefore, the activity of Czechoslovakia in
the question of the oil embargo against South Africa focuses on pushing ahead this
measure in the framework of bilateral relations and in multilateral forums.
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(Or ig ina1& lllng Hshl

1. According to Act No. 289 of 4 June 1~86, trade in goods and servicos between
Denmark, on the one hand, and the Republic o£ South Africa ~nd Namibia, on the
other hand, ia forbic.:den. The act became effective on 15 December 19U6.

2. The ban on trade applies to transport of mineral oil and mineral oil products
on Danish vessels to and from South Africa and Namibia.

3. In Denmark's view, an 011 boycott must be respected by producers and
transporters alike to be effective. Accordingly, Denmark and the other Nordic
~ountries have agreed to undertake consultations with other shipping countries in
~Jr<1er to reac:t\ agree~nt on a joint boycott of oil transports to SOuth Aftica.

4. Tn case Danish companies v~olate Act No. 289, they will be prosecuted in
..Iccoroeaooe with the said act as well as normal Danish legal procedures, which
includes rules on pUblicity of legal proceedings.

~. Act No. 289 is - like a11 Danish acts - published in the Danish legal gazette.

~GYP'l'

(Orig inall English)

1. ~gypt was among the tirst countries to enact laws prohibiting any contacts
butween Egypt and South Africa in diplomat ic, economic, cultural and any ot.her
tields in view of the policy of aPartheid pursued by the Government >.Jf South Africa.

:le As a consequence of these laws, the Egyptian authorities have been taki~ all
the necessa ry measu res to ensure the implementation of astrict oil embargo against
Sou th Afr ic El.

3. A.ll the contr acts between the Egypt ian Gener al Petroleum Cocporat ion, the sole
exporter of Egyptian oil, and any foreign buyer contains the £ollowil'\g clause. "in
accordance with the seller's request the buyer declares and assumes the full
r:~ sponaibil ity that no g<.')(X1s under this con tract will be sold or transported to any
country to which the laws of Egypt prohibit sh ipment (md nly South Af dca) ".

4. 'I'he t;yyptian authorities are not aware of any breaches of this clause by allY
ot ita buyers and therefore no Egyptian petroleum is being exported to South Africa
or Namibia.

ETHIOPIA

(Original. English)

1. 'i'he position ot the Government of l~thiopiij on the question of apartheid and
the policies ot the racist regime is quite clear and uncompromisil~. On several
oCJcdsions before and recentlr in one of its periodic reports, as a 6tate party to
the rntcrn.:l tional Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Cr ime of
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Apartheid, Ethiopia has indicated that already existing .Legislative measures have
not nee e ss it <J. ted the need f or new one s.

2. Ethiopia has nO link whatsoever with the racist regime of Pretoria, nor does
it permit ships flying the South African flag, or those flying other flags but
bound for South Africa, to enter its territory. This also applies for airlines.
Individuals carrjing South African passports cannot enter Ethiopia. Goods
processed or manufactured in South Africa cannot be imported, nor does Ethiopia
export anything to South Africa, directly or indirectly. Ethiopian banks are also
prohibited from undertaking any transactions directly or indirectly with banks in
Sou th Africa.

3. This traditional anti-apartheid and anti-racism position of the people and
GovernlTent of Ethiopia is further strengthened by the new constitution of the
country, which in Article 28 (3) states~

liThe People' 5 Democr atic Republic of Ethiopia staunchly struggles against
imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonialism, racism and other forms of
oppression ana exploi tat ion. "

4. As the supreme law of the land, the effect the new constitutivtl. may have on
existi rg laws pertaini ng to apa rtheid and racism is obviously predictable. The
foreign policy of the Workers Party of Ethiopia, as stated in the Party's
Programme, which was adopted in September 1984, further reinforces this, not only
by prohibiting all forms of contact with the apartheid regime, but also underlining
the determination of Ethiopia to struggle against it both individually and in
league with all peace-loving forces.

FINLAND

{Orlg inal: English]

1. In January 1986, the ~'innish Parliament passed a law restricting the export
and import of goods and commodities to and from South Africa and Namibia. The law
prohibits the granting of loans and furnishing of securities to South Africa, as
well as the trade of patents and licences. The law also forbids new Finnish
investxmnts in South Africa in accordance with the recommendation of the Security
Council given in 1985.

2. A new law passed by the Parliament in June 1987 supplements the law of
January 1986 by imposing a ban on all commercial and similar contacts with SOuth
Africa and Namibia. ComJT\ercial transactions can only be executed under specific
au thorization of the Council of State.

3. These legislative provisions apply equally to the oil ana shipping
industries. Since the cessation of trade with South Africa has been for the last
year almost complete, and trade of major amounts of oil has never been conducted
between Finland and South Africa, an oil embargo has in fact been established.
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GERMAN DEMOC~TIC REPUBLIC

(Or i9 inall French)

1. The German Democratic NepubHc has on several occasions expressed its
oategorical repudiation of the crimes committed by the racist regime of ~outh

Africa, ita policy of apartheid, destabilization and aggression against sovereign
States of the region, and its policy of continued illegal occupation of Namibia.
This policy constitutes a threat to int~rnational peace and security. The German
Democratic Republic therefore supports the call to the Seourity Council to apply
comprehensive and mandatoty sanctions against South Afriaa under Chapter VII of the
Charter of the United Nations, with lA view to bringing about the elimination of the
racist regime and promoting the peaceful development of sovereign States of the
region. However, I1S a result C'f the obstructionlsm of certain Western members, the
Seourity Counoil has not yet been able to take appropriate measures again6; SOuth
Afrioa. This is encouraging the racists to esoalate their polioy of both internal
and external State terrorism.

2. Given this situation, partial sanctions can contribute to the international
isolation of the apartheid regime. It is tor that reason that t~le German
Demooratic Republic enaorses the voluntary oil ombargo against South Afrioa decided
upon by the General Assembly and the Assembly's decision at its forty-first session
to establish an Intergovernmental Group to monitor compliance with the embargo. As
a member of that Grou~, the German Democratic RepUblic will help to ensure the
maximum effectiveness of the oil embargo.

3. The German Democratic ~public reaffirms that it maintains no rela~ions

whatsoever with South Afrioa. The Minister for Foreign Trade has declared 4
general ban on all trade with ~uth Africa, whioh applies both to direot trade
relations with partners in South Africa and to commercial dealings with South
Africa through partners in third countries. '1l\e ban on trade with SOuth Africa
precludes the export and import ot any goods or services. It therefore also
applies to the export, import and shipping of oil and petroleum products.

4. Canpliance with the tr ade emba rgo against South Africa is monitored by the
Ministry of Foreign Trade. Under its statute of 9 AU9ust 1973, published 1n the
Official Gazette of the German Democratic Republic (part I, No. 41, p. 420), the
Ministty of Foreign Trade, which administers the State of monopoly of foreign trade
is mandated and duty-bound to 9ive appropriate instructions to all the bodies and
enterprises engaged in foreign trade, and to monitor their implementation.

GREECE

(Originall English)

1. Greece has unequivocally and i~ the strongest possible terms c~ndemned the
inhllnan system of apartheid, has actively part icipated in 1- he international
mobilization fo: its elimination and has always kept its relations with South
Africa at a minimum. A more extensive ac~ount of Greece's position vis-a-vis
apartheid can be found in the reply to the letter of the Acting Chairman of the
Special Committee against ~artheid (see A/41/S06/Add.1) •
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2. Greece, ill particu.lar, abidt.H1 by the oil embargo imposed on South Africa and
deea not. export oil to thifl country. fok)reover, l.\ decree prohibitina such exports
was issued on 13 February 1~86 by the Miniotry of Commerce in conformity with the
res trictive meaBU [eB agre$J upon at th~ 58th ~~a.: mini aterial meeting held at
Luxembourg on 10 September 1985.

HOL~ SIl:E

[Originall English)

The Holy !)ee does not entertain commercial ralaUons of any kind with the
Hepublic .:>f ~outh Africa or with Namibia.

I NDUNJ::S I A

[Orig inall English)

1. The Indonesian Government prohibits the export or shipment of Indonesian crude
oil and other petroleum productfJ to South Afr ica and Namibia. The prohibition ia
contained in the export permit for crude oil and oth~~ petroleum products i8SU~ 1 by
the Government. In addition, all 9aloB agreements with existing and potential
buyers inclUde i.1 simllar restriction.

2. 'l'echnically, safeguardfJ are alao provided by another procedure which requires
buyers to submit a declaration one week prior to loading, stating therein the port
ot destination or unloading. This serves as a fu,ther strict restriction on any
possible violation of the embargo. Further, sanctions have been and will be
imposed on companies or those parties selling Indonesian crude oil and other
petroleum products to South Afdca and Namibia.

3. In 1981, the Department o( Mines and Energy of the Republic ot Indonesia
ciroulated instruGtions to thu Indonesian l:'tate Owned Oil Company and all
production-shadn\,) cant[ actors and their aH iHates forbidding them to deal
diroctly or indirtH.:tly with and/or through Galaxi Oil Limited, Dermuda and Stardust
and Company Int~rnc1tional Limited, Mon~,co. 'rhestl companies were found to have
engaged in dealin~ Indonesian crude oil to ::)outh Africa.

4. In the same year, the Government of Indoneaia circulLlted the name of a company
and an oil broker suspected ot shipping oil to SOuth Africa. 'Ille name was sent to
all oil comvanies oporating in Indonesia. 'l'his action was taken after the company
had refused to Atate where the tanker, Olerry Velsta, discharged its cargo of oil,
and thus had all of it 8 buainesH terminated by the lndones ian Government.

5. HteJ,:& have dlso been taken to co-ordinate ouch eUt.Hts with other
oil-exporti ng coun tries in 0 rde r to prevent any possible v iolation of the oil
embar:go. 'l'he co-ordination is bein':J conducted by the Department of Mines and
Ene~y •

6. According to our rl:!corda, so fat" no production-sharing contractors who produce
and export their Indonesian crude oil entitlement nor the existing buyers have
violated the government restr ietion on supplying or shipping oil and other
petroloum productl3 to South Africa. Indonesia applies the l"ree on l:kJard or F.O.B.
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eyottJ1\ and th.ueby has limHed access. tbwever, througrout the Aa1es procedure,
Inaonosia has always emphasizod the importance of the restriction on transferring
oil and petroleum products to South Aft-ioll and Namibia.

7. Instructions have been widely disseminated to all the parties ooncerned, such
as proauction-sharing contractors, &0 well aa to all the loading ports and relevant
government agencies, which directly or indirectly are invo1v~ in the export of
Indonesian crude oil or other petroleum produots.

8. To a large extent, Oeneral Aaaomb1y resolutijn 41/15 ~ and the related
resolutions ~rovid8 a atron~ framework for international aotion to strengthen the
oil emba rgo against South Afr ica. Ultimately, the effective applioation of the
resolutions depends la E9 ely on oonce rted action by all the parties ooncerned,
inoluding shipping oanpanies, whioh may d.ive:::t oil shipments at some point along
the line to South Africa and Namibia.

IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)

(Or ig inall English)

U'le of the standa ro condit ions fC'( the sale of oil by the Islamio Republio of
Iran to putchasing companies is the undertaking not to deliver it to prohibited
destinations, including South Africa. In order to monitor the effective
implementation of this clause of the contraot, the discharge certificates of sold
ca 1'90 are obtained and closely investigat:.ed. Of oourse, in the light ot' the
ourrent policies of the National Irani~n Oil company with a view to effecting an
increase in sales to the ultimate consumers of crude oil, who possess refineries,
the illonitoring of the destination of ,he cargt;) has becom9 easifJr and more effective
than in the past. Naturally, those canpan1es which, in oontravention of the said
pr ohibit ion and the text of the contr act, deliver I ranian oil to South Af r ica will
be immediately placed on thv black list of the National Iranian Oil Company. In
conclusion, the requirements ot General AS3embly resolution 41/35 F of
10 November 1986 have been complied with in their ent1rety.

IH~LANll

(Orig inall English)

1. Ireland is not an oil-producing or exporting country. Ibwaver, a limited
tr ade, for techn jcal reasons, is carri.'3d on in the case of certain fuel and
lubrica t1 ng oils. This trade is closely mon itored by IrelC'nd I s Department of
~ne~y and there are no su~h exports to South Africa. The Government is determined
to use ita licensing powers to maintain thin situation. '.1'hese po~.'ers darive from
the Io'uels (Cont.lol ot Supplies) Act 1971 and 198:l and the Petroh:um Oils
(Fegulation or Control of Acquisition, Supply, lliatribution or Marketing)
(Continuance) Order 1!HJ6.

2. Ireland, together with its partners in the 12 member States of the European
Community has, since September 1985, been committed to a ban on oil exports to
South Africa.
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by 29 per cent over the past
Italy does not provide South

that could contribute to
field of energy production.

3. There are no official scientific or technological relations between Ireland
and tiouth Africa and such private relations are discouraged. Ireland does not
encourage emigration to South Africa and it is its policy to discourage Irish
citizens from visiting there. The Government is not aware of any significant
direct Irish investment of any sort in South Africa. All new investment is
prohibited in accordance with the European Economic Community decision of
September 1986.

ISRAEL

[Orig inal: English]

Isr .el is not an oil-producing country, and does not supply or ship oil to the
Re public of South Afr ica.

ITALY

[Orig inal: English]

1. As a member State of the European Community, Italy fully adheres to the
restr ictive measures on oil trade with South Afr ica decided by the Community.

2. Oil exports from Italy are subject to an authorization by an ad hoc canmittee,
the "Canitato Petroli". This committee denies authorization whenever the
destination of exports is South Africa and expressly excludes South Africa when the
destination is indicated as "third countr ies".

3. Italian expo rts to Sou th Africa have declined
five years ana do not include sensitive products.
Afric?... with financial or technological assistance
strengthening the South African capability in the

4. All cases in which Italian ships have been char9ed with being involved in oil
trade with south Africa have been duly investigated and all the charges have been
cleared.

5. Oil imports to Italy are free ano the re-export from third countries is not
SUbject to control because, under Italian legislation, oil is not considered a
strategic product.

JAMAICA

[Orig inal: English}

1. Question 1 of the questionnaire: The Government of Jamaica wishes to
reiterate its policy, in effect since 1959, of forbidding any contract whatsoever
with South Africa. The Government is in the process of enacting legislation to
give effect to the provisions of the International Convention on the Suppression
and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid, so that violators may be effectively
dealt with.
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2. Question 2' 'rhis is not re.levant since Jamaica ia not an oil-exp..>rting or
oi l-ah ipp ing ~ ta te •

3. Question 3, The Government does not maintain a list of oil com~~nies or
tanke r compan iea whictl have violatea the oil embargo, but does seek to bl'\SUre that
those companies with which it deals are not in violation of the embargo.

4. Question 4, The Jamaican GOvernment has kept the public and private sector
agencies, as well aa the general publ ic, inf ormed of the Government's policy
toward s South Africa. '!here is close monitoring to ensure canpliance with this
policy.

5. Question 5, Jamaica has no further suggestions at this time for enforcil'¥3 the
oil emba rgo.

KlMAIT

[Or ig lnall English)

1. Kuwait has a national policy against aeartheid, of which a total embargo
against South Africa is a component part. This policy is regulated by legislative
decrees, ministerial decisions and administrative directives.

2. Kuwait supported international efforts, with no exception, calling ror the
adoption and implementation of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South
Afr ic a.

3. Kuwaiti legislation enacted in 1963 prohibits Kuwaiti vessels rrom calli"9 on
~outh Afrlcan ports and closes all Kuwaiti ports to vessels of South African
reg istr ation. Kuwait i legislation enacted in 1965 prohibits the supply of oil and
petroleum products to ~uth Africa.

4. oil sales are regulated by contracts between the Kuwait Petroleum Corporation
and the buyer. A model contract includes destination restrictions and end-user
clauses. One of the clauses in a model contract is attached to this letter.

5. Kuwait refrains from dealing with companies known for slackness in their
commitment to honour the final destination stipulation agreed to in a contract.

6. Kuwait transports most of its oil and petroleum products on ve~sels of the
Kuwait Petroleum Corporation. Hhould a vessel be leased from another company, its
records are checked and a clause is included in the lease contract prohibi::ing
calls to embargoed ports. All shippirq contracts include restrictive clauses.

7. Kuwalt terminates contracts when restrictive clauses are violated ~y the
contracting parties.

8. Kuwait attends the periodic meet iogs of the oil comp;;inies of the Co-operation
0)uncil for the Arab States of the Gulf Countries. At these meetings, information
is exchanged gnd violators ot cont.rac.ts with Council memb,1rs are identiti(:~.

9. Kuwait has informed its customers that violation of the embar~o against South
Afr ica and Namibia shall lead to a boycott of the concerned customer by Kuwait.
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A'Pl'ACHMENT

Clause - The crude sold and purchased not for resale
or other trading purposes

(a) The Buyers hereby undertake not to dispose of any quantity of the crude
sold and purchased hereundt:c.r, through resale, or exchange or barter a1:rangements,
or otherwise, except to their own affiliates and that neither they themselves nor
any of their affiliates to which any quantity of the said crude is disposed of
would utilize such crude except for use by a refinery or other industry in which
they themselves or an aff iliate/s of theirs have a majority interest and not for
trading purposes in any form whatsoever. The Buyers also undertake to provide the
Sellers with all evidence reasonably required to satisfy the Sellers of the Buyers'
adherence to this condition in respect of every bill of lading issued hereunder,
including telex advice of customs clearance from the customs authority at the port
of discha 1ge, to be follOWed by despatch to the Sellers by airmail of a photocopy
of the clearance document obtained from the customs authority, as well as an
acknowledgement by refinetY to which the quantity covered by the bill o( lading is
destined that it has received the said ~uantity for use exclusively within its own
indus trial structure.

(b) The Buyers shall formally advise the Sellers, for their prior approval,
of the port/s of discharge of each vessel at least 30 days before the arrival of
the vessel at Mina Al Ahmadi for loading.

(c) For the purpose of this Clause, a company shall be deemed an affiliate of
the Buyers if a majority of its J.ssued votirg share capital is beneficially owned
by the Buyers, directly Or indirectly.

A company shall be deemed indirectly C'wned by the Buyers when a series of
companies can be spec if ied, commencing with the Duyers and ending with the
particular company, so related that each company of the series, except the Buyers,
is owned as to the majority of its issued voting share capital by one or more
companies earlier in the series.

(d) Violation by the Buyers of the provisions of this Clause shall be deemed
a serious breach of the COntract entitling the Sellers to its cancellation.

MALAYSIA

[Or ig jnal: English]

Malaysian laws and regulations bar any sale or shipment of Malaysian oil and
petroleum products to South Afr ica. PETRONAS, the Malaysian National Petroleum
Company, in accotdance with Malaysian laws and regUlations, imposes destination
restriction clauses in its contracts with third parties in partiCUlar reference to
South Africa. In fact, Malaysia has no trade relations wi th South Africa.
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Nl:.'l'HERLANUS

By tlw deciAion of thf> Ministers (or Foreign Affairs of thl-' 12 l1Iomb!:'r Stl.ltpr;
of the European Community of to Septp.mber 1985, the Twelve agreed to take a series
ot restrictive measures against the Republic of South Africa. One of those
measures reters to the cessation of crude oil exports to that country. The
Netherlands, of course, strictly complies with the provisions of that Decision.

NFlW ZEALAND

loriginal, English]

1. Question 1 o~ the questionnairel New Ze~land is an oil-importing country.
From time to time, there is an excess of refined product from the Marsc1en Point
refinery, which is usually sent to Australia. Last year, some ~rude was exported
while the refinery was closed. Small quantities of product manufactured from
natural gas h ve also been exported. (Statistics for 1986 attached.)

(a) Though sale5 are for the most part to estahlished markets, destinatiuns
clauseu prohibiting sales to Sou~h Africa and Namibia are written into export
contracts.

(b) and (c) The Governmp.nt has instructed the oil companieH not to trade with
South Africa and has receiv~d assurances from them that they will comply.

Id) :lnd (e) New Zealand does not co-operate with or assist South Africa 'on
any of these areas.

(f) No South Afr j can corporat iUI)!; havE'! holdings in allY Nl'W Zr·c.llan'l oil
compan ieg.

(y) and (h) No shi~) under the New Zealand flag or owned by a Nmol Zealdnd
company is involved in transporting oil to South Africa. A registration system if;
therefore not called for.

2. Quest ion 2: None.

3. QUl~!';ti.on 3: 'I'he informatiun available to the New Zealand Govprnmcllt UII oil
dealing:, with South Africa is limited to that availabh~ trolTl public p,ourcer; (t-'.l.l.,
Shipping Hesdarch Bureau reports).

4. ~uestion 4: The Ministry ot Energy ha~ in[orme~ the cumpanies cuncerned ul
the Government's policies (see 1 (b) and (c) ahove). 'l'he policy has a]p,n been U'_'
Aubj ect ol puhl ie announcemelltr;.
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ATTACHMENT

New Zealand exports of oil ,and petroleum products, 1986

(in N~w Zealand dollars)

333 Cru(.\:.,. t'll and synthet ic pet rol

Austral) 67 128 :i98
Singapo1." 51 981 602

))4 Processed oil 335 Other processed oil products

1uIl If ican Samoa 31 465 18 296
Al.lstralia 49 696 115 758
Chile 81
Cook Islands 69 196 47 279
Fij i 985 253 110 331
Hong Kong 144 983
India 1 041
Japan 19 209
New Caleuon.i.a 2 430
Niue 16 898 18 000
Nauru 1 798
Pitcairn Island 710
Papua New Guinea 39 50., 99 236
Singapore 45 753
Solomon Islands 9 784 40 753
United States 2 234
Vanuatu 109 373 31 177
Western Samoa 13 507 88 166

NICARAGUA

loriginal: Spanish]

1. The Government of Nicaragua faithfully aupports the measurer. reeon~ended by
the General Assembly and the resolutions of the Security Council aimed at
eradicating the ignC'minious ,!R.artheid reg ime in South Afr iea. In this context,
NicRragua supports Assembly resolution 41/35 F concernin9 measures and/or
legislation to broaden the scope of the oil embargo in order to ensure the complete
ccosation of the supply and shi~pin~ of oil and petroleum products to South Africa
and Nam~bia, whether directly or ino:rpctly.

2. With regard to the questjonndre presentCisd by the Chairman ot t'le Group, it ~~

not really applic~ble in the case of Nicaragua, since Nicaragua dO~G not maintairl
any form of either. diplomatic or commercial relations with the Pretoria regime.
Nicaragua is not an oil-exporting countryl it does not export petroleum products
and it has no sea rout3 close to South Africa that might enable it to take direct
measures to promote the embargo.
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1. The ~overnment of Nicaragua strictly applies the "end usara" cluuao for each
and evary product exported by Nicaragua, thuD ensuring that nono of ita producto
reach South Africa, directly or indirectly.

4. In accordance with its commitment to the stru9gle to eradlcate .!elHtheid, the
Government 0f Nicaragua has issued instl'ucpions with a view to praventing South
African corp~rations from investing or maintaining holdings in Nicaraguan companies.

5. Nlcar~gua maintains as up-to-date a list aa poasible of oil companion and
tanker companiea that have violated sales or shipping contracts by supplying or
shipping oil ~)r petroleum products to South Africa. This list has been distributed
to the appropriate authorities.

6. Nicaragua encourages and promotes effective support for measures to put an end
to the il~egal regime of South Africa and, in that connection, urges other
countries to take action with respect to the oil embargo, including the measures
listed in G~neral Assembly reSolution 41/35 F of 10 November 1986.

7. The Government of Nicaragua has fait~fully tra~smitted the cuntents of ~dnQral

Assembly resolution 41/35 F, and especially those oi paragraph 4, to the Nicar~gu~n

authorides, particularly to thot:e with responsibility for pOl'ta, in order that
thAy might romain vigilant and RO ensure compliance with the oil ombargo against
South Africa.

NIGEP.:'A

[Originall English)

1. There is a provision in the Crud~ Oil Sales and Purchase Contract (General
ConditionSI paragraph 21 - Prohibited Destinations) that forbids that Nigerian
crudA oil he exported to South Africa.

2. Di.rectivea were issued to all producing companies to ensure that voHsels that
11<1<1 nlltionalo of South Africa on their crew or I rew members who had visitad South
Afric~ should not be allowed to load oil from Nigeria.

'3. Every customer is obliged (under the aforementioned Pur:ch.....e Contract) to send
th~ Discharge Certifi~Qte of all crude oil lift~d from Nigerian Naticnal Petroleum
Company (NNPC) J!~quity Crude Oil. By so doing, NNPC can ascertain that the crude
oil was /lot diHcharged in any South African port or any other porta in prohibited
counlriN' ioH' may be so declarud by the Federal Government of Nigeria.

4. 'rhe Government of the Federal Republic of Nigeria has continuously kept its
public ilnd pl'ivate sector agencies, as well as the public at large, informed of its
polic ieEl towards South Af r lca and monitors closely complian<.~e with tht' extant
regulatiuns on the matter of the oil embargo ~nd other apartheid-relatpd sanctions.

5. At present no further suggestion for enfoz:cing the oil embat'go i8 bt;."y made.
lI(lwf.lver, Nigeria will utilize the opportunity of its membership on t.he
Intergovernmental Group of the oil embargo to make ~uggestions on thlG mattt r if
the need arises.
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NORWAY

(Original, £ngl1sh]

1. Consider i ng Norway'~; posit ion as an oll-produc in9 count ry, the Norweq lan
Government ha6 felt a special commitment to prevent ....,U originating in Norway from
bein~ suld to South ACtica. Alre~dy in 1979, an undorstar~ing was establishedd
betw"en the Government ~nd the companias exporting 011 produc9d on the Norwegian
cuntinental shelf that crude oil shoul~ not be dQlivered tn South Africa.

:l. In order to strengthen Norwegian ~()licy regarding oil oxports to South Africa,
a Parliamentary Act banning the sale, transfer etc. to South Africa and Namibia of
petroloum originating in Norway was adoptod on 16 June 1~86. A seller who fails to
ascertain that the buyer does not intend to resell th~ oil to South Africa or
Namibicl contr{Avenes this Act and is liablli to penalties as statod in the Act, that
is, imprisonment up to three years, or fines, or both.

Questiun 1, paragraph~. (d) and {~)

3. Since 1 J~nuary 1986, all ~xports of goods to South Africa have been Bubjeot
to automatic licensing.

4. On 19 March l.987, an Act relating to an economic boycott of South Africa and
Namibia in order to comhat apartheid was ~dopted by Parliament. The Act entered
into force on ~O March this year, and the provisioll6 contained therein took effect
from 20 July. '{'he Act includes, inter ~ll..!, provisions prohibiting trade,
extenAio~ of credits, performcnce of services in and tran~fer of patents ~nd

production rightL~ to South Africa and Namihia (see attachment) •

Question 1, paragraph (f)

5. 'l'here ara nQ South African holdingfJ in oil companieo registered in Norway.

Quostion 1, paragraph (g)

6. According to the Boycott Act of 20 March 19ij7, it ia prohibited to carry crude
oil to or from South Africa ur Namibia by a NUl"wegil.ln Hhip. Such carriage is also
prohibited tor anyone domiciled or resident in Norway or any legal person
reg 1stered in Norway who, by charter, propr 1etary shares or in any other way,
manages or han ~t his di5posal a ship under a foreign flag.

7. One ye~r after the Act has entered into force, the King nhall appraise the
effects ot the prohihition and may lay down other restrictions on such carriage as
mentioned in the first paragraph.

~~estion 1, paragrapho (h) and (j)

8. I n accordance with the Boycott Act of :lO March 1987, the Minhtry of Commuce
and Shipping will issue regulations concerning registration of tankers to which the
Act i~ applicable. In thin respect, regulations issued under the Boycott Act
replaced a rel]iI.:.c.cation system for Norwegian--ownud tank err. established by the
Norwegian Shipowners' Association in 1986.
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9. It can also be montjoned that, since 198&, Norway has contributod to the
funding of t~e Shipping Research Bureau.

~eBtion 1, paragraph (i)

10. Anyono wh~ wilfully contruven~s or ia w~lfully acc8BsorJ to the contraventio~

of the Act of lE June 1986 banning the sale, transfer etc. to South Africa and
Namibia of petrol~ Jm ori9inatin~ in Norway or any provisions issued purauant
thereto, or the Act of 20 March 1987 relating to an Eco~omic Boycott of South
Afri~a and Namibia or any provisions isAued pursuant thereto, is liable to a fine
or a maximum term of three years' imprisonment or both.

11. Anycne who through neg1i9E~ce contravdnes or is through ne9ligence accessory
to the contrav3ntion of these Acts or !ny provisions issued pursuant thereto is
l~abl~ to a fino or & maxi~um term of six months' imprisonment or oath.

2"uestion 2

1~. No formal arrangement exists. Norwegian authoriti~r. have, however, initiated
bilateral discussions with several other oil-exporting c~untries in o(der to m~ke

the embargo more ef.fecti\e.

~uest i0'1.1.

13. There is no concrete evidence indicating that petroleum originating in Norway
has been sold to South Africa or Namibia.

14. As to transport, the Government 1s committed to ending all carriage of crude
oil to South Africa and Namibia by Norwegian oompanies.

Qll(!otion 4

15. The Norwegian lawa and regulations concerning this matter have been announced
in all major nutional newEpapRrs, and there have been exte~sive parliamentary and
()ublic debates on the issues involved. The Norwegian poljcy on oil deliveri~G tu
Houth Africa i~ thuE well known.

A'l"l'ACHMENT

Act of tne Gover.lli!!.~!lL2.LNorw(jY relating~?_':l!L.§con()mir.Boyco,"!
of South Afrir.:a_t!\)d Namibia to combat, aparthill

It if,; pt'ohibited to import goods originating in South Africa or Nan ibia into
Norway.

It: is prohibited to export goochl l:rom NorwPlY to South Afric£! or Namibia, or to
Anter into any agreement concerning the export of goods from Norway if, when
~~nter:ing into the 8gr.epmel,t, i.t is con 1:.ernp1a tec'! or foreal'eable that the destination
uf the goods is South 'frica or Namibia.
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Fc)r tlw pllrpc.H1tl of thl.3 section, "goods" shall mean all kinds of goods and
objt!ctG, inclllding live anitnahl.

'1'Ile L"irfJt l.lnd t.oc:onc.l paragraphs do not ipply to metiicines or equipment for
medical purpoaea, news items, printed matter 0: electronic audio Ot visual
fucordinql'l.

!aragraph 2

It it. prohibited to cany crude oil to or from South Africa or Namibia by I
Norweg ian ship. Such CIll'r \/,\ge is also prohibited for anyone domiciled or resident
in Norway or ony llllgi.il person registered in Norway who, by charter, proprietlry
nh.ue or in any other way, manages o! has at his dispo..al a ship under a foreign
flag.

Th~ prohibition set out in tho first paragraph appli6s to any carriag~ that
was cont~mplated or foceoeeable wh~n concluding the CArriage Agreement. One year
after tha Act has en~.erttd into force, the Kin9 shall appraise the effects of th..
prohibitions, and may lay down other restricti~n3 on such carriage as mention~ in
the fit&t p&ragtaph.

Paragraph 1.

It is prohibited to carry pasaengere or goods to or from South Africa or
Namibia by a NNwegllln aircraft" or to carry passengers or goods to or from Norway
by tl South Af r kan or Namibian c\~ rcraft.

1!.ragraph 4

It is prohibited for anyon" domiciled or resident in Norway or Norwegian
cOlllpaniet" f'()llndati()nn and 6~sociation81

(a) to perform scrvices in South Africa or Namibia, or to perform services at the
rp.que~t of. persona domiciled in South Africa or Namibia when the request is
made b'y a puhlic authority or is connected with any commercial activity,

(b) to c;Hant. loans, ct'(~dit or guaU.l,ltees to, or enter into insurance contracts
wit.h, persons d~niciled in South Africa or Namibia,

(c) to ml!1ke invc.stments in, lease capital equipment to persons domiciled in, or
invest 1n shares or other securities issued in South Africa or Naml~ia,

(d) \".1} trClnsfer pnte/1\: or product: ion rights to persons domiciled in South Africa
ur N.'lrnibiu, or

(~) to occ].lnize and offer to the general public tours to South Africa or ~amibia,

or to act as an agent for such tours as are organized by others.

Pert10ns nh"ll mean both natural and legal persons.
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Litrs a of the first paragraph does not apply to the carriage of passengers or
goods by ship.

Litra a and b of the first paragraph do not apply to payment or transactions
conn~cted with payments for a~tivities that arl not prohibited by this Act.

paragraph 5

Secti~ns 1-4 apply only to transactions that are part of any commercial
activity.

Paragraph 6

The King may grant dispensations for a period not exceeding two years from any
of the prohibitions of sections 1-4 if the prohibition would be detrimental to
essential public interests, or if thero is no reasonable proportion between the
inter~At to be protected by the prohibition and the damage entailed by the
prohibition. The King m4Y aloo grant permission for agreements conclUded prior to
the e~try into force of the Act to be fulfilled notwithstanding the provisions of
this Act. Conditions may be stipulated for granting dispensations and permission
according to this section.

Paragraph 7

Anyone who wilfully contravenes or is wilfully accessory to the contravention
of this Act or any provisions issued pursuant thereto is liable to a fine or a
maximum term of three years' imprisonment o~ both.

Anyone who through negligence contravenes or is through negligence accessory
to the contravention of this Act or any provisions issued pursuant thereto is
liable to a fine or a maximum term of six months' imprisonment or both.

Shipmasters, officers or crew are not liable to a penalty in terms of
section 2 unless they have made or participated in maki .g decisions concerning such
carriage as mentioned in the said section. The provisivna of section 3 shall he
similarly applied to captains or crew of aircraft.

If the offence is committed by someone who has acted on behalf of a company, a
foundation or an association, a fine may also be imposed on the company, foundation
or associatiun.

Section 12 a of the Penal Code is not applicable.

Paragrafh 8

Objects which have been imported or exported, or the import or export of which
has been attempted, in contravention of this Act or any provisions issued pursuant
thereto, as well as any means of payment and so~urities employed in the
contravention of said provisions, may be confis~ated by court judgement
irre~pectivp. of ownership and regardless of. whether crimin~l proceedings have been
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or could be instituted against any person. If such confiscation cannot be
effected, an amount corresponding to tho full or partial value of the said objects
may be confiscated by court judgement from the offender or the party on whose
behalf he has acted, regardless of whether criminal proceedings might have been or
could be instituted against any person.

Confiscation in terms of this provision is not to be considered a penalty.

Paragraph 9

Tha Act applies subject to such restrictions as are recognized under
international law or which derive from international agreements.

Paragraph 10

The King may issue rngulations to supplement o~ implement this Act, including
provisions concerning the duty to disclose information about commercial contact
with South Africa or Namibia.

Paragraph 11

The Act enters into force immediately.

Sections 1-4 are not applicable to transactions which take place within four
months of the entry into force of the Act.

PAKISTAN

(Original, English]

Pakistan is fully committed to the embargo on the supply and &~ipping of oil
and petroleum products to South Africa, and the Government of Pakistan has ensured
strict compliance, in letter and spirit, with General Assembly resolution 41/35 F,
adopted on 10 November 1986, on the subject. It may be pertinent to draw
attention, at this point, to the fact that Pakistan is neither an oil-exporting
country nor does it participate in the international shipptng of oil and petroleum
products.

POLAND

[Original, English]

Concerning General Assembly resolution 41/35 F, adopted or. 10 November 1986,
on an oil embargo against South Africa and having in mind Security Council
resolution 591 (1986) on the question of South Africa, the Polish Government
strictly implements the above-mentioned resolutions. Poland maintains no trade
relations with South Africa and it neitheL exports oil or oil products to that
country nor permits the Polish flagged ships to transport such products to South
Africa.
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QATAR

10riginal: English)

1. The State of Qatar is strictly following and implementing paragraph 4 of
General Assembly resolution 41/35 F of November 1986 to the hest of its knowledge
and intentions. The measures taken to boycott South Africa and Namibia are
strictly monitored by the Boycott Offine of the Ministry of Economy and Trade.
Legislative measures have long been introduced by the State to prohibit any
shipment of oil, other hydrocarbon products or other goods to these countrien and
.ny violation of these prohibitions entails appropriate legal measures.

2. All oil and gas products in Qatar are marketed by the State-owned Qatar
aeneral Petroleum Corporation (QGPC) and foreign oil companies are not involved in
the mark,Hng of these products at all at present. QGPC insists on the "end users"
oondition by insisting on a discharge oertificate which is a condition in all sales
contracts. In the case of both contract and spot sales, discharge in South Africa
i8 prohibited. The clauses relevant to this prohibition and the methods by which
it is implemented are evident from the following clauses of Qatar's Standard Sales
COntraot.

Not later than twenty-eight (28) days prior to each month BUYER shall
provide SELLER with a lifting programme for that month containing the
following information:

" •••

Md: Destination of each cargo, both inter~m and final destination
shall be specified il and when applicable.

Me: Detailed and specific instructions and informations needed by
StLLER and/or SELLER's representatives to issue all documents
requi!ed in connection with the shipments of crude oil.

M9.2: 1£ the name of the nominated tanker is not known or finally determined
at the tJme the nominations shall be given to SELLER, such name of
tanker shall be given to SELLER as soon as po~sible thereafter, and
shall in no instance be later than seven (7) days before the tanker's
arrival in loading port.

M...
M10.6: The Qatar Crude Oil a..d Products derived therefrom shall not be rt::?sold

or supplied directly or indirectly to Israel, South Africa, or any
other country, territory or companies as may be defin~d from time to
time by the Government of Qatar.

MThe Crude Oil purchaaed under this Contract shall be discharged a~d

used in and shall not be resold to third party
outside
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"10.7a SELLER's 1'erminal Superintendent in loading port shall provide the
Masters of tanKers nominated by BUYER with blank forms of SELLER's
Discharge Certificate, same to be filled in by the Master and be
verified and signed by the Customs or Port Authorities in the port of
discharge, and returned within two (2) months from the date of Bill of
Lading.

"10.8a Furthermore, BUYER shall advise telegraphically SELLER's Terminal
Superintendent and Marketing and Transport Department upon completion
of dischar~e particulars for each cargo, or part cargo if more than
one (1) discharge port is used."

3. In the case of special proc~sa1ng arrangements with overseas refineries,
companies originating in or having known affiliations with these cuuntries are
carefully avoided.

4. At present, co-ordination exists at the OPEC and OAPEC levels. It is hoped
that in future co-ordination at the Gulf Co-operation Council (GCC) level will be
possible.

5. The Ministry of Econom~ and Trade maintdins all details in this regard and
takes appropriate actions when inst~nces come to its attention.

6. The Boycott Office in Doha is l:I1ways providing QGPC with a list of companies
or tankers which are under blackli8t.

7. ~hat Office has advised all customars and terminal operations to embargo the
following shipsa

1. Berge King

2. Staland

3. Neptune World

8. The following suggestions are prel'lentedr

(a) When vessels change their names or flags, the histories of those vessels
are to be given publicity. The United Nations should take the lead in this regard,

(b) Periodic lists of blacklisted Vr'

widely,
~/companies should be circulated

(c) The local United Nations offices should ar.t as focal points for
information and advice.

SAUDI ARABIA

(Original: English)

1. The Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is firmly committed to an
economic embargo against South Africa in all areas, including oil.
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2. The fol.1.owil,g procedures with respect to guarding against shipments of Saudi
Arabian oil to destinations prohibited by the Saudi Arabian Government are
currently in effect and are applicable for purposes of the embargo on South Africa:

(a) Cargo nominations received from nn off taker containing instructions for
unloading in a prohibited destination are rejected and the off taker concerned so
notified,

(b) Upon arrival of each tanker at the loading port, Qnd before pratique is
granted, the tanker is boarded by Saudi Arabian Government port authorities and is
required to provide certain information, including names of ports of call of the
tanker during the past: 30 days and destination of the cargo to be loaded. Pratique
would be denied to a vessel scheduled to take cargo to a prohibited destination,

(c) Among cargo shipping documents delivered to the tanker's agent for
delivery to the tanker's master is the Customs Export Goods Manifest together with
a letter instructing that a copy of the Manifest must be returned duly bearing the
official testimony by the Customs or port official of the port of destination
originally nominated in witness of receipt of that port,

(d) The consignees at the final ports of discharge are under obligation to
mail back the certified original of the Oil Export Declaration,

(e) The concerned authority in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia verifies the
returned certified Declaration, and makes the necessary follow-up on those that are
delinquent.

3. No arrangements currently exist tor co-ordination between Saudi Arabia and
other oil-exporting and/or oil-shipping States in the area of possible violations
of the oi 1 embargo and the ir prevent ion.

4. The Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia dQ~s not maintain a list of oil
companies or tanker compantes that have violated the cOlltracts of sale or shipping
by supplying or shi.pping oil and petroleum products to South Africa.

5. An official announcement in this regard has been issued in the Official
Gazette dated ~O September 1968.

6. The Government of Saudi Arabia has no suggestions to pu~ forward.

A'[lrrACHMI:;NT

Press Release issued by the Government of ~audi Arabia

An official spokesman of the Ministry of Petroleum and Mineral Resources noted
that rumours are circulated from time to time to the effect that South Africa has
obtained Saudi Arabian oil.

'l'he Ministry ot Petroleum and Mineral Resourc;es categol ical.ly affirms that
South Africa, like Israel, is boycotted by Saudi Arabia and cannot obtain a single
drop of SaUdi Aral.Jian oil. 'l'o ensure that this does not }}appen, any '·anker calling
at the Kingdom, before bE'ing loaded, must specify the port of unlo; ·19, which is
:.:ecorded on a 11 shipping documents. In add ition to this, a documellL is issued by
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the Customs Authorities in the Kirt;Jdom which is cfHtified at the PO[t ot unll)«dinr.1
specified on the bill of lading.

"We fol~ow up this process until our ail. arrives in the country to whi(:h
we export it, where our jurisdiction ends. Should we learn that any country
or company re-exports our oit to any other country, we wilt take tho necessary
measures against the country or company to prevent the repet1t.ion th€!toof."

SINGAPORE

(Orig ina 1: English)

1. The Singapore Government is unequivocably against aeartheid and the racist
policios of the Pretoria regime. It has on many occasions expressed in the
strongest terms its opposition to the repression of the south African people un
racial grounds. On 16 June 1987, the Foreign Minister of Singapore, togotller with
the other Foreign Ministe from the ASEAN countries, issued a joint fJtatemont on
the situation in southern Atrica at a meeting in Bangkok, Thailand. In the joint
statement "the Foreign Ministers reiterated their condemnation of the repressive
poUcies and practices of the racist Pretoria regime" and their conviction that
"the inhuman apartheid system is the source of the conflict in the region" (SO~l

A/42/477-S/19048, annex Ill, dated 17 August 1987).

2. The position of the Singapore Government on the apartheid question is alse>
reflected in its VoLes on the relevant Genera~ Assembly resolutions. In contc.Hmity
with those resolutions and as a demonstration of solidarity with the African
people, the Singapore Government on 6 May 1.965 passed leg is 'lat ion banning impot' to
from South Africa known as "The Prohibition of Imports (South Africa) Order 196~)"
under the control of imports and exports ordinance. The Singapore Governmen~

firmly discourages contacts of any kind, including political, economic, milit~ry,

cultural and sports, with South Africa. The oil. cOJl'f?anies in Singapore havf:l bcun
made aware of the United Nations rebolutions on the 011. embargo on South I\fricl'l.

3. The Singapore Government is prepared to co-operate in any col.l.ectivo
international eUort that will be effective in preventing oi l. trade with South
Africa and Namibia.

SPAIN

[Original.: SpaniDh)

1. The Government of Spain haa in recent years aligned its policy towards South
Africa with that pursued by the countries of the European Community.

2. Prior to Spain's formal entry into the European Community, on l. January 19Hb,
the Minister for Foreign Affairs paLtlcipated in the Council. of Ministers of: tht,l
Community which, within the framework ot European po1.itical co-operation, adopted
on to September ~985, a Ber ies of restr ictive po Hey measures wi th re spec t to South
Africa. At that meeting, the 10 member countries of the Community at that time,
together with Spain and Portugal, decided to adopt a series of measures, amonq
which was the suspension of oil e3Cports to South Africa. Spain has complied
scrupulously with that decision.
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SWEDEN

[01'1ginall Englinh)

1. S~ede~, not being an oil-producing country, does not e~port any oil or
petrolaum products to South Airica afld Namibia.

2. During recent years Swedish shipping companies have not been involved in the
shipping of oil or petroleum ptoducts to South Africa ann Namibia.

3. In Hlis I~ontext, it is worth menticning that Sweden was one of the first
industrial cuuntrios to tfke ecor.ol\lic measures against South Afdca by enacting
legislation prohibiting new inv3stments in 1979. Recently, legislltion prohibiting
trade with South Africa took effect on 1 July 1987.

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC

(Originall Arabi~)

1.. 'l'he Syrian Arab Rflpublic has not in the past and \l:i11 not engage wi t.h the
raci~t regime of South Africa in any ~ind of relation, in compliance with its
establil'hed policy and its obligations under the Charter of th~ United Nations and
re 'Levant', General Assembty and Sec",rity Council resolutions.

~. All contracts concluded by the competenc Syrian authorities with variou~
toreign parties for the sate or purchase o.lo vU and petrol.eum products prohibit any
torffi ot direct and indirect t1ansaction wi~h South Africa. That prohibition is
normally ver if ied by means of the cargo delivery cert ificates, which must be
provided by the contrac~in9 parties to the compet~nt Syrian authorities following
their certification by the customs authorities in the country of destinatior.. The
embargo also applies to all t~nkers that transport oil and petroleum products and
fly the South Africnn flag or belong to m.ritime transport companius in that
countr:y.

THAILAND

(Or!g ina 1: Eng tish]

The policy of the Gover.nment of Thailand with regard to south Africa has ~en

and remains consistent ~n _pposing and condemning Pretoria's policy and practices
of apartheid. The Government of Thailand has steadtastly supported and strictly
adhered to all .. ,-~evant resolutions and decisions adc.;ted by the United Nations on
South Atrica and has su~ported the demand for mandatory sanctions against south
Africa in or del to erad 1cate aparthe id. Wi th regard to measures on the oil embargo
8gair."i:. South A11: it',; " and Namibia, pQttt.cular'ly pe.taqraph 4 of Genlira'l Assemb. y
resCJ lution 4l/35 ~', the Govornment of Thai'land gives fu 11. suppo,t to and is
strid.ly implementing the provision.a of said reSOLution by neither importing from,
nor exporting oil and petroleum products as well. as other energy suurces to South
Aft!: i and Namibi.a. :!:t also refrains from carrying out allY activity which would in
any way assist or enhance SOIJth .A~ dell' s e~"1onomic potent h 1, thereby const ituting a
threat to its neigh~lurs. These measures are in accord with ,t~ Thai Cabinet's
decision of 27 June 1978, prohibiting bi lateral trade betweAn Thai land and South
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Africa, and with the Thai Ministry of Commerce regulations of 1982 (No. 12) and
(No. 17) pl~h~biting imports from south Africa and exports from Thailand to South
Africa, violation of which is punishable according to penalties specified in the
Importing and Exporting Act.

TURKEY

[Original: English)

The Government of Turkey, which voted in favour of the resolution On oil
embargo against South Africa, has not been and is not involved in the supply and
shipping of oil and petroleum products to South Africa and Namibia, whether
directly or indirectly.

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

[Original: Russian]

1. The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepUblic condemns and rejects without
reservation the policy of apartheid pursued by the racist regime of South Africa,
which constitutes a crime against humanity and contravenes the Charter of the
United Nations, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and the universally
recognized principles of international law.

2. The Ukrainian SSR, which firmly favours the c~~~lete and immediate elimination
of the shameful apartheid system in southern Africa, supports and strictly observes
all United Nations decisions and recommendations designed to bring about the
isolation and boycott of the Pretoria regime. Firmly adhering to this position of
principle, the Ukrainian SSR maintains no relations with South Africa in the
political, economic, military or oth~r fields.

3. In its activity within the United Nations and other international
organizations, and specifically in the United Nations Special Committee against
Apartheid, the Ukrainian SSR accords great significance to the need to adopt
genuinely effective measures against the racist regime of South Africa, and
particularly to the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against it
under Chapter VII of the Charter, inclUding the imposition of, and strict
compliance with, an embargo on the supply and shipping of oil and p~troleum

prOducts to South Africa.

4. The Ukrainian SSR voted in favour of the adoption by the General Assembly, at
its forty-first session, of resolution 41/35 F relating to the oil embargo against
South Africa. Pursuant to the provisions of that resolution and other relevant
united Nations decisions, the Ukrainian SSR provides no direct or indirect supplies
of oil or petroleum products to South Africa and believes that it would be useful,
with a view to enhancing the effectiveness of the embargo against south Africa, to
arrange for an exchange of information between States Members of the united Nations
wlth respect to all cases involving such supplies.
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UNION or SOVI~T SOCIALIGT REPUBLICS

lori91nal1 Russian)

1. The Un~.on of Soviet Socialist Hepublics supportod the Security Counci 1
reaolut ions and other Uni ted Nat ions dec iaions which reaf firm t.hat the po Ucy of
apartheid conduci:ed by the Pretorh r09 ime is a crime against humanity, la
incorrpalabl.o with the Charter of the United Nations, the Decl.arat ion on the
Granti 1 of Indeptmc.lenco to Colonia l Countries and Poop1.es, and the princip1.es of
interne. ~ona1. law, and represonts a threat to inttirnational peace and secur.ity.

2. ~hc Soviet Union unswervingly advocate3 the elimination of the shameful system
of aparthe~, supports ~ll United Nati0ns deGiaions aimed at achieving this goal,
and considers that an eHecdVE! Wr:1Y to do ::iO would bo the imposition by the
Secur i ty Counc i. 1 ol corn~.ll:ehensivc iHK! ma ndatory ::Hml~ t i()n~ agd inst South Afr ica
under Chapter vu of tho Ch.Ht{,~r, int:l.uding the imp()~>i,tion of an embargo on the
supply ot oil iJnd P(~ttol('~Ufll products to South Africa.

3. 'l'he Soviet: Unioll vottJd in l.:lvrHll' nl' Generul l\ssembly t'fHlolution 4l/35 on t.he
oil el'nbargo i..IlJ rl lrwt South At [ lea.

4. In iJll>h~menting t.h(:) d{ICi~iunl.-; of the United Nutionfl, i.1cluding t.he resolution
referred to, th~ Soviet Union does not maintain any rplations wit~ South Africa in
the po lit i.ca I., economic, military or othe, fields and, accordin<Jly, has no ~re'ty

r~lations or liCl'lnsi n9 clU'anlJCments with tho Pratod/A reqlme.

S. '1'he competent. orqard.ziitions and dep<ut,:lenta of the Sc)viet union strictly
monit Ol' the obserVt.llx.:e in pa:l:lCti.<.:e of the relovant ~ecudty Counci 1 and Qenoral.
Assen~ly reaolutLons and decisions aimed at isolating the racist regime of South
AfriCA. In accorda~e with resolution l761 (XVII) of the seventeenth session of
the General Assembly, the USSR Ministry of Foreign Trade issued orders requiring
foreign-trade organizations not to carry out any trade operations or services
either directly with nouth Affinan firms and organizations or throuqh the firms and
organizations of third countrie9.

6. The for.eign-trade organization Soyuznefteexport, the sole exporter of So~iet

oil. and petroleum products, h&s instruct.ions to refrain from all contacts with
South Af dc:..

7. All the contracts at: Soyuzneftf!export contain Cl specific provision proMbitinl;.
the supply of Soviet oi 1 and petroleum products to South Africa.

8. Moat Sovjet oil and petroleum products are supplied under lOtl conditions of
cost, insurance and freight (c.i.f.) or cost and freight (c. and t.). In making
free-on-board (Lo.b.) deliveries, Soyuznefteexport usually mol.it.o's the POt'ts of
debarkation. Soviet ports do not receive tankers which have st.~ped in South
African ports. The fore:lg:l-trade organization does not deal. with contractors who
conduct business wi th F.)uth Af rica.

9. The subdivisions of th9 U~SR Mlnistry of the Merchant Marine that are
responsihle for chartering fondgn tonnagf! to tra .. ::Jport Soviet foreign-trade
cargoes and leas:lng vessels at Soviet st'3amship nOll1panies to transport the cargoes
of foreign shippers ar:e instructl:!d to ; Ilclude, wh€:!n concluding contracts, a
pr~vision guaranteeing the nUll-pilI t I.... ipal.: .1 on ot Soviet shjps in the delivery of oil
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and petrol.eum I,.>roduc.:t,!'1 to South Atrica. III hiring 1:oL'01g11 sh.ps, there is i,~

te<.JuirulOOnt to guarantee th4.lt i:hl:.i ships in quest ion have not participated in the
past in such ohipmonts.

10. Soviet tankers Mf.! prohibi ted horn stopping in South At rican ports •

.11. According to information pl:ovided by Soyuznet teexpoI't, no arrangements exist
with other oi\~exportin9 and oil-shipping States to co-ordinate exchange of
inform.ation and aCl:.ion to prevent violations of the oi 1 embargo.

U. The Soviet Union considf1n, that the shar 1ng (.)f informot ion by the States
Member!] of the United Nations concerning al t deUverios ot oi t and petroleum
products to South Atrica wouLd be very usetul in order to enhance the effect,iveneus
of the embargo against South Africa.

UNIT~D RBPUllLIC O~ TANZANIA

(Or 19ina1.1 Eng'lhh)

1. l~rt of crude oil ann refined products: The State, being the sole importer
of petroleumprod'uct!l1, requ-ire 3 suppliet's to declare that the source of products
uhall not b~ from South Africa Ilnd thut suppliers do not supply such products to
South Africa.

2. sa~~ of_.£etroleum..e!oduct.!: Specif.ically, the United Republic of Tanzania
exports residual fl.1el oi 1 (RFO) which it does not use. When floating tenders for
dispoainq ot the product, bi1dero are required to declare that they do not deal
with South Africa and thc:~t the pt'oduct shal.l not be resold to South Africa.

3. .C:x,ll.oL'ation !.2.r-2l!: In case of. (.'11 discovery, under the Prod'lction Sharing
A9reements between the Government of the United l~epublie of Tanzania, the Tanzania
Pe tro 'Leum D61ve lopment CorporaL ion and Inter nat iona 1 ~xp\orat ion ~ompanies

(Contractors), the Contractors unclertukl':;! and gunrantee that 1'\0 part of the
petrol.eum to which the Contractors may be enliClud hel'eundor, and no product
refined in Tanzania, will be dl:!livered by thl:! Contractors, or any of their
at: fi Hates, to South At dell, Ol", l nt il such time .!l!:l the Government may not ify tho
Contractor to the contt'ur.y, to NI:.lI1l.l.hia.

4. In ca~e ot a sale of 11 ContraclOi's petroleum tu a third party, the
Contractor, or its attil1ates, in required tu securQ tho Agreement of such party
that thfil petroleum will not be ~old or neLivered to oouth Africa or, until such
time as the GOVQrnment may notify the CUlltr~ct(,,)r l:o the contrary, to Namibia.

5. I t is l:\ ls,) re ltlvant to ment iOIl that the 'l'AZAMA Oil Pipe linea in which Tanzania
hol.ds 33 1/3 ot the shares, and which runs trum the Port of Dar-es-Salaam to
Zambia, has made it unnecessary tor oi 1 IH.H:Hled by Zambi~l to pass through South
Af rica.
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VENEZUEL~

(Or19ina\, Spanish)

Question 1 of the questionnair~

1. Venezuela has always maintained a position that supports and endorses all oil
and other embargoes against south Africa. Acoordingly, it avplies the "end user's"
clause in all its oil sales, thus ensuring that no ~upplies reach that country
either directly or indirectly.

2. In order to facilitate such monitoring, Venezuela hdS developed a system for
registration of ships, registered or owned by its nationals, that have in any way
unloaded ~il in South Africa.

3. Lastly, it should be pointed out that, from May 1982 up to the present time,
the Venezuelan Ministry of Foreign Affairs has reiterated its position suspending
all forms of exchange with the Republic of South Africa ih the commercial,
cultural, political and all other fields, e~pressing its intention to impose penal
action against those companies al~ individuals that violate the embar90.

Question 2

4. In actual fact and in the strict senee of the word, there are no speoific
arrangements in this regard. Nevertheless, Venezuela has actively participated in
both international and regional organizations and conferenoes that have anopted
measures not only to prevent violations of the oil embargo, but also to oppose the
merciless regime based on racial discrimination.

5. To this end, Venezuela pledged its support for all the relevant decisions
taken by the United Nations. Furthermore, during a conferenoe held at Caracas from
13 to 15 May 1981, the Group of 77, together with the other partioipants, condemned
apartheid and voted to carry out, with respect to agenda item Sl, an action in
support of the stru9g1e of the developing countries against that horrible practice.

Question 3

6. Yes. The list is restricted material.

yuestion 4

7. Venezuela has initiated an information campaign through the Bureau of
International Affairs of the Ministry of Energy and Mines, which maintains oonstant
contact with the Ministry of foreign Affairs, the Institute of Foreign Trade,
embassies and Petr61eos Ue Venezuela and its affiliated companies in order to
publicize all the detailS concerning policies and actions to be taken in accordance
with what has been agreed upon at the various conferences of the above-mentioned
organizations whenever Venezuela attends such conferences and casts its concurring
vote.

~ue~tion 5

U. VenQzu~la s~Jgesrs strengthening all the sanctions to be imposed in caS~8 of
violation of the oil embargo by extending them to all the members of the
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international convnun1ty through such hemispheric and regional ,lrganizations as the
Latin American Integration Association, the Latin American Enelgy Association, the
Organization of American Sta~es, the United Nations, and the ~uropean Economic
Community in order to stress the possibility of taking joint action against the
racist South African regime, which ca~ses confli~t and international unrest,
thereby halting all forms of exchange (economic, energy, oil, political, cultural
and oommercial) with South Africa.

YUGOSLAVJ.A

(Or19inall EnCjJliBh)
•

Yugoslavia has pointed out that it carrios out a complete and comprehensive
boycott of the racist regime of South Africa. Proceeding from the relevant
re901uti~ns of the Security Council, th~ General Assembly and the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countrieo, as well as from the provisions of its own legislation,
Yugoslavia maintains no political, economi~, financial, military, sport, cultural
or any other relations with South Africa, which fully relates to trade in oil and
petroleum products as well.
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ANNEX III

Cases of alleged violations

1. A number of cases have been reported to the Intergovernmental Group since
16 March 1987. Upon receiving information on an alleged violation, the Chairman in
each case addressed a letter to the permanent mission and/or permanent observer
mission concerned. The Group received responses on a number of cases. The
presentation of those cases does not entail concurrence by the Group on the
accuracy of the information received. A brief description of the cases and the
responses is given below.

2. The ships Thanassis M. and Manhattan Viscount allegedly shipped oil from
Brunei Darussalam to South Africa in January-February 1983 and September 1983,
respectively. The matter was brought to the attention of the Permanent Mission of
Brunei Darussa1am to the United Nations on 3 April and 24 June 1987. On
28 October 1987, the Permanent Mission responded as follows:

"The Government's investigations have established that Brunei Shell
Petroleum Company Sendirian Berhad has at all times strictly complied with the
Government's policy of an embargo on deliveries to South Africa and has
imposed suitable destination restrictions in its contracts for the sale of
oil. These destination restrictions have been, and continue to be, accepted
by all its customers.

"Our investigations have not enabled us to establish whether any crude
oil from Brunei Darussa1am has in fact reached South Africa. Any Brunei
Darussalam oil which did reach South Africa could only have done so in
defiance of the policy of His Majesty's Government and in breach of
contractual obligations which have been imposed by Brunei Shell Petroleum's
customers on their subsequent purchasers."

3. ~' which is registered under the Liberian flag and whose registered owner
is Actor Maritime Corporation of Liberia, whose managing company is Federal
Motorship Corporation of the United States of America and whose apparent beneficial
owner is Mosvold Shipping Company of Norway, is alleged to have arrived on
5 April 1986 at Fateh terminal in the United Arab Emirates and to have left on
9 April. It arrived at Mina Al Fahal in oman on 10 April and left on
11 April 1986, then called at one or more South African ports in the same month.
Then it was alleged that the ship arrived at Fateh terminal on 10 May 1986 and left
on 15 May and called at one or more South African ports in June 1986. Later in the
same year, it was alleged that the ship arrived at Fujairah anchorage and Fateh
terminal in the united Arab Emirates on 10 and 27 November 1986 and departed on 22
and 30 November 1986, respectively, calling in December 1986 at one or more South
African ports.

4. It was alleged that in 1987 the same ship arrived at the port Singapore Roads
on 1 February 1987 and departed on 5 February 1987 and called at South Africa in
February/March 1987. It was also alleged that the ship departed from Juaymah port
in Saudi Arabia on 13 April 1987 and called at South Africa in the same month. The
information was communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 25 June,
31 July and 16 September 1987.
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5. The ~ermanent Representative of Saudi Arabia to the United Nations informed
tne Chairman of the Intergovernmental Group in a letter dated 6 July 1987 as
followsl

"As both the purchaser.s and the shippers of Saudi oil are prohibited from
transfer ring the ir quota ot: crude oi l, or any of its derivates to racist South
Africa, I am sure the necessary measures will be taken in this case.

"We shell always give serious and careful consideration to any report
originating from a credible and responsible agency concerning a possible
breach of the Kingdom's law by a buyer of Saudi oil."

6. "~Permanent Representative of the United ~rab Emirates to the United Nations
in a ~ote dated 6 OCtober 1987 stated thatl

It the info'=mat ion embodied in tne two noteR [('If J1. July arid 16 September 1987)
was conveyed to the Government of the U.A.E. for investigation. Upon receipt
of the results of such investigation, it will be promptly transmitted to the
Chairman.

liThe Permanent Representative, however, wishes to reiterate that his
Government's policy has always been and continues to be of a strint adherence
to the oil embargo imposed a~ainst South Africa. It even goes beyond that to
encornpaGs full severence of any and all ~elations with south Africa. No
interaction or transaction, whatsoever, takes place between the U.A.E. and
South Africa. As regards oil, the U.A.E. Ministry of Petroleum insists, on a
regu lar basis, upon the ,,11 conpanies operat ing in the U.A.E. to fu lly comply
with the regulations pertaining to the bQycott of South Afri~a. The Ministry
also inspects very thoroughly the docume~ts ~f every vessel that anchors at
any port in the U.A.E."

7. 'l'he Permanent Representat ive of Norway to the Uni ted Nat ions in a reply dated
7 OCtober 1987 stated thatl

"As you .1[e well aware it is a pl'iority issue for the Norwflgian
Government to stop the Rale and transport of oil to So~th Africa. This has
concretoLY been followed up by tho adoption of the Act on Economic Boycott
against South .~tric8 and Namibia, which took eftect :to JIJty this year. AB of
~hiH dute it is prohibited to carry c:rudG oil to or from South Afric:a and
Namibia on Norwegian ships.

"Calls by Norwegian tankers at ~outh African port/) betore 20 July this
year have, howevet', not bllen i 'llogu 1 ac:.~o ...ding to Norwegian law. l!:fforta made
by NorweC:Jian authorities to discourage transport of oil to South Africa on
Norwegian ships wea:e mJt sufficient, and Wl!t are consequent ly aWlhO that some
ttanSpuL't did take place beton the new Act took effect. The Norwegian
authorities have ta~on due notQ of the contentions presented by the Shipping
Rosearch BUr€8U attached to your letter of 25 June, the note of 31 July and
the notD of 1& September.

"As a consoquence of the new ~ct previoualv referred to, regJlations have
now boen issued. Accordillg to thQse, the Auth'lrities will investigate "ny
aHaged contravc..nt ions, and offe'lders wi U bt: plosecutcd. It found guilty in
court, they will be punished in accordance with tlw i,.(ovisiona of the Acto"
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3. 'rhe case of the ship Berge Prince, which is registered under the Liberian
flag, its registered owner is General Ore International Corporation of Norway.
The same company was reported registered in Lieohtenstein. Its apparent beneficial
owner is General Ore International Corporation or Bergesen A/8 of Norway and its
lRanag i rg company is Be rgese n A/S.

9. It was alleged that the ship aepa,ted from Juayrnah terminal in Saudi Arabia on
14 December 1984 and arrived at Fateh taL""ina1 in the United Arab &niratea on
15 December -1nd departed after '~wo days and called at one or more South African
ports in Janua ry 1985.

10. It was also a~leged that the ship arrived at Suez ~ort in Egypt on
23 Janua ry 198 ~ aOO left after two days, then ar dved at Ras Misalla port in 8:Jypt
on 26 January 1985 and left on the same day. 'rhen it oalled at one or more South
African porta in Feburary 1985.

11. It was then alleged that the ship left Sirri Island in the Islamic Republic of
Iran at an undisclosed da· and arrived at and departed feom I'ateh terminal in the
United Arab l~mirates on 1 and 14 Ma rch 1986, r.espectively, then called at one or
more South African ports in April 1~86. It was aleo alleged that the ship left
Hormuz terminal in the Islamio Republic of Iran on 1 April i987 and oalled in the
sane Ironth at one or more South African ports. 'lb", information was communicated to
the Permanent Missions conc€trned and the Principality of Liecht.enstein on 2S June
and 31 July 1987. 'l'he Permanent Representatives tlf Norway and the Unlted Arab
Emirates referred in their respective replies men';ioned above to this case.

12. 1~e Permanent Representative of Egypt to th~ United Nations informed the
Interyovernmental Group on 10 August 1987 that,

"the prev ious information had been al ready brought to the knowledge of the
~ypt ie'l' au thori ties by the Sh ippin;) Research Du reau. • •• Subsequently, the
Shi Wing ~liea rch aureau was informed. at that time that the E9yptian
authorities are conducting a thorough investigation i~to the matter and th&t
if these allegations proved to be true, the ship~ing oompanies conoerned would
be barred ~rom any future dealings with the Egypti~n Qovernment and would be
subject to penal ties as stipulated in the contraots between them and the
Egyptian Government whioh clearly prohibit the e~portation of any ~9yptian oil
or petroleum products to South Af.d.ca. The Permanent Nepresentative of &;Jypt
would like to seize this opportunity to reiterate the Egyptian well-kn~wn

posi lon cOll..1erning the prohibition of any dealings or contaotL; in any field
with the racist regime in Sout'" Africa ••• "

l3. 'i'he case of the ship '~oraholm. which is regu~~ered under Norwegian £1491 its
L'egildtert'd owner 'fher DFAhl0 Hvalf - AIS, A/S ')dd and Ornen of Norway. Its apparent
1>t3l1ef ictal owner and ittl manaying compt\ny Thor Dahl A/S of Norway. It was alleged
that the ship called at JiJaymah terminal in Saudi ArabJ.a on 9 lo'ebruary 1985 and
then on U 1t~ebr:uary dt i"ujairah anchorage in the Unitod Arab &niratea. In
Mrltch 1985 it called at one er more SOl:th African ports. The information was
cnmmunicat{.'(l to the Permanent ttlisslons concerned on 31 July 1997. Th. Permanent
Hepr9sentcltivQs at Norway and the United Arab Bmirate~, in their respective replies
IOOntlonud l'Ibc"lVt), referred to to.his Cilse.

14. 'J.'I,,~ caoo of chI' chip ~~Y.tt.!, which h registered under Norwegic.n flag •
.LLB r8l.Ji.Bt.or.t.:d ownel:, appar'lnt ll('!:leficial owner and m6"l:4ginlJ corn[)any io
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Ug land 6 l(eder i A/S 0 f Norway. It was alleged that the ship called at Rile Tanura
terminal in Saudi Arabia from 19 to 20 March 1985, then called at one or more South
Atrican ports in April 1985. 'rhe information was conununicated to the Permanent
Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent ~epresentativ' ot Norway, in hie
reply IMntioned above, referred to this case.

15. The case ot the ship Berge Pioneer, which is registered under Norwegian flag.
its re9istered owner, apparent beneficial owner and managing company is
Bergesen A/S ot Norway. It was alleged that the ship arrived at Fuja~rah anchorage
in the United Arab Emirates on 18 April 1985. After one day it went to
Mina Al Fahal in oman and departed from there on 24 April 1985. In May 1985 it
oalled at one or more South African ports. The information was communioated to the
Permanent Missions con~erned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent Representa \ves of
Norway and the United Arab Emirates, in their respective replies mentioned above,
referred to this case.

16. The c ass of the ship Berge Bragd, which is reg istered under Norweg ian flag.
its registered owner, its apparent beneficial owner Qnd managing company is
8ig. Bergasan D.Y. , Co. of Norway. It w'\s alleged that the ship arrived at
Khor Fakkan anchorage in the United Arab Emirates on 12 July 1985, then after eight
days it went to FUjairah anchorage in the same country. On 5 August 1985, it left
and in the same month called at one or more South Afrioan po~'s. The information
was communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The
Permanent Repr~sentatives of Norway and the United Arab Emirates, in their
respective replies mentioned above, referred to this case.

17. The case of the ship Neptune Pavo, which ia registered under the flag of
Singapore', its registered owner is Neptune IOTA Lines PT.b: Ltd., Singapore. Its
apparent beneficial owner and managing company is Neptune Orient Lines Ltd. of
Singapore. The company apparently owning the oil cargo is M~rc Rich and Co. A.G.
cf Switzerland. It was alleged that the ship left Seria port in Brunei Darussalam
on 8 May 1985 and 2 March 1986 and in aach of the same months called at one or more
South African port s. It w~ also Q11e<aed that Brunei Shell Petroleum sold the oil
to a local Urunei trader who resold it to Marubeni of Japan which resold it to
Marc Ri-ch. 'fhe latte': delivered it to South Africa. The information was
communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent
lepresentative of Japan to the United Nations, in a letter dated 2S August 1987,
stated the following.

"l. 'l'he Marubtmi Canpany rehrred to in the summary data sheets is the
Maruben i International Petroleum Co., Ltd. (MIPCO), a f irn~ based in Hong Kong
and incorporated under Hong Kong law. MIPOO's contracts for the ~urchase of
crude) oil from ~runei are F.O.~.. except for pricing adJustments, it in turn
Bells the oil to ita cuotomero, in princip\.o, under the same conditions as it
purchaaed the oil from Brunoi, inclUding F.O.K.

":l. As MIPW's contracts tor the sille ot: the 011 are 1l'.O.B., it is not
involved in the shippirva arrangement s. It does rQqu ire, howover, that the
buyer notiLy it of the destination of thEl shipment bef·.)re loading, according
tl) the canpany, its reco~s show that SCuth Africa has never beer. 'diven as
deati nutlon. 11

18. '!'he case ot th~ ship llberator, which is registered under: the flag of Greece.
its rQyl~ter~1 owner ia New World Shipping COrporation of Lineria, its apparGnt
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beneficial owner is Stenakas Shipping Corporation and its managing ~ompany is
Diamantis Pateras Ltd., both of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland. As in the previous aase, Marc Rich and Co. A.G. of Switzerland, Brunei
~hell Petroleum ana Marubeni (Japan) were reported involved. It was alleged that
the ship departed from Jeria port in Brunei Darussalam on 21 April 1985 and called
at one or more south African ports in May H8S. The information was communicated
to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent Representative
ot Japan included in his reply rnentiuned above a reference to th. ~ case. On
31 Aug LIS t 1987, the Permanent Mission of Greece informed the Intergovernmental
Group that "Leanaros Shipping Canpany", the representative oompany of the tanker in
Greece, would provide the Greek authorities with datCi irl due time.

19. The case of the ship Jahre Transporter, which is registered undor Liberian
flagl its registered owner is Beatty Shipping Ltd. of Liberia. Its apparent
beneticial owner is unknown, the correspondence is addressed c/o Wa~lem

ohipmanagement Ltd., Hong Kong. The ship's managing company is Wallem
~hii:>management Ltd. (technical), Hong Kong. As j,,\ the previous cases, Marc Rich
and Co. A.G. of Switzer land, Brunei Shell Petrolt.loII1I, and Marubeni of Japan were
reported involved. It was alleged that the ship left Serb port in Brunei
Datussal~n on 31 MBy 1~85 and presumably called at nne or more south African ports
in June 1985. The information was communicated :." the Perman\,nt Missions concerned
on .11 July 1987. 'l'he Permanent Representative of Japan included in his reply
mentioned above a reference to this case.

20. 'rhe case of the ship NeEt .me Pegasus, wh ieh is registered under the flag of
tiingapoce\ it!!. Legistered owner is Neptune ETA Line$ PTE Ltd. of Singapore. Its
apparent oenet:icial owner and its managing company is Neptune Orient Lines, Ltd. of
::iinYclpore. As in the previous caHes Marc ~ich and Co. A.G. of Switzerland, Brunei
:-ihd l Petroleum and Marubeni of Japan were reported involved in the case. It was
a1 taged that the ship left Seria port in 15runei l>arussalam on 27 July and
/.', Uecember 1985 and called at on(t or more South African ports in August 1985 and
Jynu~ry 1986. The information WQS communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned
un 31 July 1987. 'l'he Permanent Representative of Japan included in his reply
menti.oned above la reference to this case.

1,1. 'l\h~ case of the ship ~erge ::.~ng, which is registered under Norwegian flag,
it ~j tey istercd ~ner, &i,;parant ber.. fieial owner and managina company is
Si~l' Ue~esen l>.Y. tit Co. of Norway. 'Ibe company apparently owning the oil is
~Id rill\pex oa; the Federal RepubU,c of Germany. It was alleged that the shij,J arrived
:It l!:uropoort/Rottetdam, Netherlands, on 4!5 June 1985 and went on 27 June 1985 to
pu,:t Wilhelmahaven in the- Federal Republic of Germany. It arrived thel:e on 29 June
,1Ilc! lC:!tt on t July 19ij5 l:Joing back to Europoort, it ar dved there on 5 July and
.Il~lt un '} July .l9t:15. In July/August 1985 it cal1ud at one or more South African
p'Ht £>. It. wao <lLao alleged th~t the ship arrived at Europoort with crude oil from
thl1 InJ.i1mic Hepublic of Iran. Part of it was discharged in this port and the
rt!ltl.:1indor in Wilhelmshaven. 'l'he ship then returned to Europoort to collect a new
C'.WJO ut {~rudo oil with reportod destination Wilhelmshaven, however, it went to
8011 th Africa instead. It was reported that the second cargo was Iranian oil. The
information was conunun ieatad to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987.
On 'i.'J Allgust .1.987, the Permanent Repruaentative of the ~'ederal Republic of Germany
.Lnt{')l.'ml:ld the Intergovernmental Group that.

"'l'he l"ederal Hepublic of Germany did not vote for United Nations
rU~Jolutions eo~ernin9 an oil embst90 against South Afrioa. The Federal
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Government did, however, Join in a decision bi the Council of FOrelg"
Ministers of the European Community of 10 September 1985 on the cessation of
oil exports to South Africa. The 'German Shipowners' Association' has been
advised ot the Federal Government's policy and of the decislons taken by the
foreign ministers of the European COmmunity on 10 September 1985. No crude
oil shipments to South Africa are being carried out, either directly or in
transit from ports in the Federal Republic of Germany or by vessels flying its
flag.

"The 'Marimpex' canpany was the owner of tour oiltankers that were
registered abroad and have meanwhile been either sold or scrapped. The
Federal Government is not aware at any crude oil shipments by the 'Marimpex'
company to South Africa."

22. The Permanent Representative ef Norway, in his reply mentioned above, also
made a refererce to this case.

23. The case of the ship Monemvasia, which is registered under the flag of
Greece: its registered owner is Metropolitan Nav. COrporation of Liberla and its
apparent beneficial owner and managing company is Metropolitan Shipping Ltd. ot
Greece. The canpany apparently owning the oil cargo is Marc Rich and Co. A.G. of
Switzerland. Brunei Shell and Marubeni of Japan were reported involved in the
case. It was alleged that the ship left Seria port in Brunei Darussalam on
4 December 1985, then stopped at Singapore Roads on 8 December 1985. It then left
Singapore ~ds on 9 December 1985 and called at one or more South Afrlcan ports
that month. This information was communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned
on 31 July 1987.

24. The Permanent Mission of Greece informed the Intergovernmental Grou? in its
above-rrentioned reply that the oil tanker M:lnemvasia called during December 1985 on
the port of Mombasa, Kenya, to unload. It did not call on any South African port.
The Permanent Representative of Japan included in his response mentioned above a
reference to this case.

25. The case of the ship Lauberhorn, which is registered under Liberian flag: its
registered owner is Trade Ventures, Inc. of Liberia, its apparent beneficial owner
is Trade and Transport, Inc. of Greece and its managing company is Brokernge and
ManagelMnt Corporation of the United States of America. The company apparently
owning the oil cargo is Marc Rich and Co. A.G. of Switzerland. Brunei Shell and
Marubeni of Japan were reported involved in the case. It was alleged that the ship
left Seria port in Brunei Darussalam at an undisclosed date and arrived at
Singapore Roads on 4 October 1985, then left the next day ana called at one or more
South African ports in October 1985. The information was communicated to the
Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent Representative of
Japan, in his reply mentioned above, included a reference to this case.

26. The case of the ship M:lspoint, which is reglstered under Norwegian nag: its
registered owner is K/S A/S Mospoint of Norway and its ap~arent beneficial owner as
well as managi03 company is Mosvold Rederi A/f> of Norway. It was alleged that the
ship left the port Ras Shukheir in Egypt on 14 January 1986 and called at one or
more Swth African ports in the same nonth. '!be information was canmunicated to
the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent Representatives of
E9W't and Norway. in their replies mentioned above, refer red to this case.
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27. The oase of the ship Janniche, which is registered under Norwegian tla~1 ita
reg1Btered owner is K/S A/S Norman Tankers 1, its apparent beneficial owner is
Kloster's Rederi A/S and its managing oompany is Norman International A/S, all of
Norway. It was alleged that the shi~ arrived a~ rateh termi~al in the United Arab
birates on 27 hbruary 1~86 and left on 1 March 1986. Then It arrived at Fujairah
anohorage also in the United Arab Emirates on 7 March 1986, and after one day it
left and called at one or more South Afrioan ports during the sal1V:t month. 1'he
info~ation was ~ommunicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987.
'lbe Permanent Representatives of Norway and the United Arab Emirates, in their
respective replies mentioned above, referred to this case.

28. The oase of the ship Hawaiian Monarch, which is registered under Liberian
flag, ita registered owner is East Pacific Carriers, Inc., of Liberia and its
apparent benefioial owner as weil as managing company is Groton Pacific Carriers,
Ino., of the United States ot: America. The company apparently ownilY;) the oil car90
is Mlrc Rich and Co. A.G. of Switzerland. It was also reported that Hrunei Shell
and Marubeni of Japan ware inVOlved as mentioned above. It was alleged that the
ship left Hrunei Darussalam on 25 May 1986 and called at ene or more South African
ports in June 1986. The information was communioated to the Permanent Missions
concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent Representative of Japan included a
referenoe in his reply mentioned above to this case.

29. The case of the ship Neptune Subaru, which is registered under the Ila~ of
Singapore, it s apparent beneficial owner and managing ca'upany is Neptune Or ient
Line", Ltd. of Singa~ore. The company apparently owning the oil oargo is Marc Rich
and Co. A.G. of Switzerland. Brunei Shell and Marubeni of Japan were reported
involved in the oase. It was alleged that the ship arrived in Hrunei l)aru8salam on
5 July 1986 and left on 10 July and arrived at Singaporti Roads on 12 July and left
after one day. It called at one or more South African ports in July-August 1986.
The information was communicated to the Missions on 31 July 1987. The Permanent
Representative CIf Japan, in his reply mentioned above, included a reference to this
case.

30. The case of the ship Elrnina, which is registered under the flag of Greecea
its registered owner is Marine Industrial Tra~sports Ltd. of Liberia. Its apparent
beneficial owner is an unknown company. Its address is c/o Thenamaris Ships
Management, Inc. of Greece, which is the managing company of the ship. The company
apparently owning the oil cargo is Marc Rich and CO. A.U. of Switzerland. Brunei
Shell and Marubeni of Japan were reported involved in the case. It was alleged
that the ship departed from Seria port in Brunei Darussalam on 26 August 1986 and
oalled at one or more South African ports in September 1986. The informati9n was
communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent
Mission of Greece, in its above-mentioned reply, informed the Group that lithe ship
JUm ina did not call on South Afr ic an ports. •• The shippi ng company I 'l'henamari s'
has already addressed a letter to this effect, on 3 December 1986, to the Shipping
Research Bu reau". 'l'he Permanent Hepresentatiye of Japan refer red in his let ter
mentioned above to thi9 case.

31. The case of the ship Neptune otome, which is reg istered .,mder the flag uf
Singapore, its app&rent beneficial owner and its managing company is Neptune
Orient Lines Ltd. of Sine;,apore. The company apparently owning the oil carlJo is
Marc: Rich and Co. A.G. or Switzerland. Brunei Shell and ~rubeni of Japan were
also reported inyol Yed in the caHe. It was alleged that the ship a rd ved at Seria
port in Brunei Darussalam on 25 September 1986, then after one day departed to
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Singapore Noada and arrived on 29 tieptember 1986. ~I the same day it left and
arrived the next month at one or more South African por.ts. This information was
communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 31 July 1987. The Permanent
Nepres&ntative of Japan, in his reply mentioned above, included a reference to this
case.

32. 'l'he case of the ship l'~id~, which is registered under the fJ.ag of the United
Kingdom. the ship's apparent beneficial ~w~er is canadian Pacific (Bermuda) Ltd.
of Uermuda and ita managing company is Canadian Pacific Bulkshlp Services Ltd. of
the United Kingdom. No registered owner was given. It was alleged that the ship
arr ived at the l'~ujairtlh anchorage in the Uni ted Arab Emirates on 14 Febru&ry and
8 March J.987 and than left on 8 March and called at one or more South African ports
that month. This information was communicated to the Permanent Missions concerned
on 25 June 1987. The Permanent Representative of the United Arab Emirates, in hlS
reply mentioned above, referr~ to this case.

33. The case of the ship Uet'g~ Princess, Which ia registered under Liberlan flag,
ita registered owner and apparent beneficial owner is General Ore International
Corporation of Liechtenstein. The managing company of the ship is ~ergesen A/'d ot
Norway. It was alloged that the ship left Hormuz terminal in the Islamic Republic
of Iran on 10 Ma rch .l987 and ca1J.ed at one or more 'douth African ports in the same
month. The information mentioned above was communicated to the Permanent MiSSlOns
concerned and to the Principallty of Liechtenstein on 2S June 19~7. The Permanent
Representatives of the United Arab Emirates anu ot Norway, in their replicHJ
mentioned above, referred to this case.

34. The case of the ship ~erge Enterprise, which is re~istered under Norwegian
(lagl it is owned and managed by 8ergesen A/a of Norway. The cargo of the ship
was apparently originally owned by Marubeni of Japan and was apparently eventually
delivered to Uritish Petroleum of South Africa. It was aJ.leged that the ship htt
the ports of Res Tanura in Saudi Arabia and Das Island in the United Arab Emirates
on 8 and 11 Apr 1.1. 1987, respectively, and then called at one or more South Af r ican
ports in the same month. It was also alleged that the ship left Jebel Dhanna/Zirku
Island in the United Arab ~mirates and Mina Al Fahal in oman on 22 and 2S May 19ij7,
respectively, and called at South Africa in June 1987. This intormation was
commun4cated to the Permanent Mlsaions concerned on 2S June and 16 September 1~ij7.

35. The Permanent Representative ot Japan ln a letter dated 25 August 1~87 atated,
inter alia, that,

"The conditions, including 1o~08 delivery, stipulated in MIPO'\'s contracts
tor the purchase of crude oil trom its suppller, Abu Uhabi National uil
Co. (ADNOC) and in its contracts tor resale to MIPOJ's customers are, in
principle, identical. Uue to the ~UB provision MIPl:O is not involved in the
shipping arrangement of its sales of crude oil.

"M1POO'a sale on 25 March 1987 of 500,000 barrels ol crude oil of Abu
Dhabi origin was likewise effect"J 1"08. It was shipped trom DA.'i
Island (U.A.E.) on 11 Aprll 1987 aa part of the cargo on the vessul
He rge ~nt~ rpr ise, whose desti nation was Si nC:Japore. "

36. 'llle Permanent Representatlves ot Norway and the UnltHd Arab ~nirates, in lh~'a

replies mentioned above, referred to this case.
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37. The Permanent Representative of Oman to tho United Nations in a letter dated
6 OCtober .1.987, stated that..

"It.he informat.ion has) been referred to the concerned authorities in Oman
and [that he) was advised that the matter will be investigated thoroughly.
Meanwhile, this Mission would li ke to emphasize that the Government of Oman
abides by the policy of sanctior&s again. ,.. the trade with the apartheid reg ime
of Sout.h Afr ic a.

"The Permanent Kepresentative of Oman to the United Nations has '.'urther
the honour to inform that. the Government of oman appreciates the concern of
t.he Chairman in t.his matter and WOUld like to point out that Mina at Fahal is
an internatlonal parking area for most of t.he t.ankers passing through, to and
from, the Gulf awaiting for either instructions for loading in other ports of
t.he Gulf or designat.ed market.s for t.heir cargo, and as such, the Government of
Oman has no jurisdiction over the control ot destinations of those tankers."

38. The Permanent. Representative of Saudi Arabia in a latter dated 8 OCtober 1987
st.ated that,

"The Berge E~~~rprise carried a shipment. of 836,798 barrels of Arabian
Medium Crude from Ris Tanura on 8 April 1987, which represented partial
fulfillment. due t.o the Government of Bahrain from its part in the Abu Safa
field. This shipment. was oontracted to t.he Singapore Oil Company (to be
delivered to Singapore). After loading from Mas Tanura the Berge Enterprise
moved on t.o the IslAnd of 'Haloul' in Qat.ar on t.he 10t.h of April 1987. The
t.anker t.hen added 854,201 barrels ot Qatar Crude for Mobil Oil to be delivered
in the Far East. The ship confirmed delivering its ~hipment of the Arabian
Medium Crude from Ras Tanura mentioned above to Singapore".

39. The case of t.he ship Berge Chief, which is registered under Norwegian flag,
no details were submitted about ownership of the ship, ex~ept that it was owned by
a Norwegian company 81 j was possibly under charter to Transworld Oil of the
Netherlands. It was alleged that t.he ship departed from Mina Al Fahal in Oman on
18 March 1987 and called at South Africa in April 1987. The information was
oommunicated to the Permanent Missions concerned on 16 September 1987. ~he

Permanent. Nepresent.atives of Norway and Oman, in their respective replies mentioned
above, referred to this case.

40. The case ot the sh ip Patr iot ic, which is reg lsterad under the f la9 of Greece,
its registered owner is Moonset Shipping Co. S.A. of Panama and its apparent
beneficial owner and managing company is Nereus Shipping fLA. of Greece.

41. It was alleged that the ship left the port of Jebel Dhanna in the United Arab
Emirates on 12 April 1967 and called at one or more South African ports in the same
mnth.

42. The information was communicated to the Permanent Miusions concerned on
25 June 1987.

43. 'rhe Acting Permdnent Hr.:~resentative of Greece, in his letter dated
14 August 1987, stated the following I
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"'l'he oil tanker Patriotic war, e..:twrtfHt!(j to a :iinqapore cot1l1,any frorn
January to May 1987. On 11 May 1987 tho ;:;aid Ve!ifj(!1 Railed off SinqapHI:
aftel' having unloaded hor ccHgo th~re, 'l'hi!: Uwt it> proved by the !.hip
documents which were certitied by the: competent llort <~uth()rlt.if:f: 01 !;inqiJ(J()l'I'"

"According to the information att.ached to your }f.;!tter and providur! by tht,
Shipping Research Bureau, the vessel left the Urited Arah ~mirates on
12 April 1987. It is obvious that it was technicaUy impossib1€, for the
Patriotic, given tht~ short time availablt· to her (12 April-l1 May 19!.i7), to
cover the distance hetwoen United Arab ~miri.lter: and SingaporfJ and in tht!
meant ime to have dev iated its cour Be in (.Hder t,o vis It f;outl. Af dei!. "

44. The Permanent Representati· f.! of the United Arab Emiral~~; ret.errt!d to thi!; Cil~:;e

in his letter.
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