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INTRODUCTION 

1. The seventh report of the Committee to the Security Council (S/11594/Rev.l) l./ 
was adopted on 31 December 1974. Since then, the Committee has held 37 meetings. 

2. At the 228th meeting, on 13 February 1975, the Committee unanimously 
elected Ambassador Salim A. Salim (United Republic of Tanzania) Chairman and 
Mr. Vargas-Saborio (Costa Rica) and Mr. Al-Khudhairy (Iraq) first and second 
Vice-Chairmen. 

3. The present report, adopted on 29 December 1975, covers the period between 
16 December 1974 and 15 December 1975. It follows, on the whole, the outline 
of previous reports in its body and annexes. However, basic information already 
reported upon has not been reproduced, and various sections have been combined. 

l/ Official Records of the Security Council, Thirtieth Year, Special 
Supplement No. 2, ~01s. I and II. 
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Chapter I 

WORK OF THE COMMITTEE 

4. General information concerning the Committee and its working procedures 
may be found in paragraphs 6 to 13 of the seventh report (S/11594/Rev.l). 

5. As a result of the Committee's discussion of its programme of work, the 
following items were deemed acceptable for consideration by the Committee either 
as procedural measures or as subjects of a general nature. g/ 

6. The procedural measures which the Committee decided to include in its 
programme of work were (a) allocation of meetings alternatively to specific 
cases or to subjects of a general nature; (b) periodic press conferences by the 
Chairman of the Committee; (c) the holding of occasional public meetings of the 
Committee; (d) the question of sending notes of inquiry to, and receiving 
written replies from, Governments represented on the Committee; (e) the 
authorization of the Secretariat to prepare notes with no-objection slips 
concerning sports events. 

7. The subjects of a general nature which the Committee decided to include in 
its programme of work were (a) the expansion of sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia* 
Southern'Rlbo~e~~a 

e insurance of goods and of passengers going to or from 
; (c) immigration, tourism and sporting activities involving 

Southern Rhodesia; (d) the question of the Committee's relationship with the 
Organieation of African Unity (OAU); (e) the establishment of closer contacts 
with non-governmental organizations; (f) the list of countries to which 20 or 
more notes concerning violations of sanctions had been sent; (g) interline 
agreements with Air Rhodesia; (h) a manual of documentation and procedures for 
goods originating in southern Africa; (i) the question of, and possible methods 
for, reviewing older cases effectively. 

8. Subsequently, the Committee also decided to include the two following 
procedural proposals in its programme of work: (a) establishment and circulation 
of lists of Southern Rhodesians involved in sporting activities outside of 
Southern Rhodesia, and (b) preparation of a third reminder to be sent to 
Governments which had not replied to the original inquiry despite two reminders. 
It also decided, in connexion with cases in which the United States Government had 
reported shipments of goods from Southern Rhodesia while other countries involved 
in shipping those goods had produced documents showing that the shipments in 
question were not of Southern Rhodesian origin, to include in its programme Of 
work (general subjects) the question of conflicting reports of Member States on 
the origin of goods declared to have been imported from Southern Rhodesia. 

2/ The proposals, views, conclusions and recommendations of individual 
delegations on the organization of work may be found in annex I to the present 
report. 



A. New working procedures 

9. During the period covered, the Committee took the following decision 
concerning its working procedures: to meet on a weekly basis; to allocate three 
meetings in a row to the Study of specific cases and then two meetings to the 
study of general issues, including sports; to arrange, on an ad hoc basis, 
Press conferences by the Chairman; to hold occasional public meetings; to 
establish and circulate lists of Southern Rhodesians involved in sporting 
activities outside of Southern Rhodesia; to send a third reminder to Governments 
which have not replied to the original inquiry despite two reminders; to send 
notes of inquiry to and receive written replies from Governments represented 
on the Committee; and to extend the semi-automatic procedure to information 
gathered from published sources regarding sports events, 

(a) Allocation of meetings 

10. At its 230th meeting, the Committee discussed the question of meetings 
to be devoted to either specific cases of sanctions violations or general 
issues. Taking into account the need to follow a logical sequence and at the 
same time the need for flexibility, it decided that the first three of a cycle 
Of five meetings should be devoted to the consideration of specific cases and 
the two following meetings to the study of general issues, including sports. 

(b) Ad hoc press conferences by the Chairman 

11, At the 231st meeting, some members having observed that press conferences 
could be a useful means of informing the public, as well as non-members of the 
Security Council, of the activities of the Committee it was decided that press 
conferences could be arranged on an ad hoc basis at the request of the Chairman, 
the officers or other members of the Committee, whenever necessary and as a 
result of consultations. 

(c) Occasional public meetings 

12. ALSO at the 23lst meeting, the Committee decided that public meetings 
should be arranged on the same basis as press conferences, that is, on an 
ad hoc basis, at the request of the officers or other members Of the Committee, 
in the light of the need for such meetings and as a reSUlt Of Consultations. 

outside of Southern Rhodesia 

13. At the 240th meeting, the Committee took up the question concerning the 
participation of Southern Rhodesians in international sporting activitFs. 21 
Concerned that such participation enhanced the status of the illegal reg1me, 
the Committee considered that its main objective in that matter was to Prevent 
persons resident in Southern Rhodesia from participating in international 
sport-s activities abroad as representatives of Southern Rhodesia, regardless 
of what travelling documents they used. The view was expressed that information 

31 See also chap. IV below. 
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concerning Southern Rhodesians who had participated or had represented Southern 
Rhodesia in sporting activities abroad would be useful to Member States in 
order to enable them to take preventive action in the future. As such, the 
Committee decided: (ij to make standard the previous procedure followed by 
the Committee of requesting Governments of States Members of the United Nations 
to provide it with the full names of Southern Rhodesians who had participated 
or had represented Southern Rhodesia in sporting activities and events in those 
countries and full details concerning their travel documents; (ii) to compile, 
on a periodic basis, a list containing the names of Southern Rhodesians, 
details of travelling documents, events in which those Southern Rhodesians had 
participated and the country where all States Members of the United Nations, 
drawing their attention to those individuals, for any preventive action which 
could be taken if those same persons attempted to enter a particular country 
for the purpose of participating in international sporting functions. 

(e) -ding of a thire reminder 

14. At its 242nd meeting, the Committee, noting with regret that a number of 
Governments had not replied to inquiries from the Committee despite the fact 
that two reminders had been sent to them in accordance with the established 
procedure, decided that a third reminder should be addressed to those Governments, 
drawing their attention to their obligations under paragraphs 20 (b) and 22 of 
Security Council resolution 253 (1968) and requesting their urgent co-operation 
and support before reporting the matter to the Security Council. 

(F) Sending notes of inquiry to, and receiving written replies from, 
Governments represented in the Committee 

15. At the 244th meeting, the Committee examined the proposal to send notes 
of inquiry to, and receive written replies from, the Governments represented on 
the Committee. It was said in support of that proposal that a standard procedure 
whereby notes would, when necessary, be addressed to and received from all States, 
members and non-members of the Committee alike, would ensure that all States 
received the same treatment, whether or not they were permanent members of the 
Security Council and/or members of the Committee. Moreover, that procedure would 
provide the necessary follow-up in terms of a correspondence to which reference 
could be made after the expiration of the term of a member of the Committee and 
also provide a complete documentary record of the cases involved. Some 
delegations, on the other hand, pointed out that to send notes to members Of 
the Committee would be superfluous, since those Governments would have already 
received the information in question. It was noted also that the existing 
procedure had elicited satisfactory results in the past and that States which 
were members of the Committee had generally been more diligent than non-members 
in providing early replies. In fact, those States members of the Committee were 
subject to greater pressure when answering questions within the Committee than 
non-members were in replying to written inquiries. As for the question of 
ensuring the complete documentary record of cases, the statements made in the 
CorfmritteePs meetings on specific cases were generally also provided in written 
form; in any event, such statements were reflected in the summary records of 
relevant meetings. The Committee decided that the proposal to send notes of 
inquiry to and receive written replies from Governments represented on the 
Committee was an acceptable procedure. 

-4- 



(g) Extension Of the semi-automatic procedure to information gathered 
from published sources concerning sports events 

16. At the ssme meeting (244th)) the attention of the Committee was drawn to 
the fact that the numberofinternational sporting events in which Southern 
Rhodesians participated outside of Southern Rhodesia, as well as the number of 
events held within Southern Rhodesia with the participation of foreigners, had 
increased. Because participation in such events served to bolster the image 
and Presitge cf the illegal rggime and enhance its moral standing, and because 
relevant information communicated to the Committee usually referred to events 
due to take place in the near future, the Committee decided to authoriee the 
Secretariat to draft notes which, subject to the Committee's approval, would 
be Sent to the Governments concerned in accordance with the established 
semi-automatic procedure. 

B. Consideration of general subjects 

17. During the period covered, the Committee examined the following items from 
the list of general subjects included in its programme of work: relationship with 
OAU; establishment of closer contacts with non-governmental organizations; 
expansion of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia; insurance of goods and of 
passengers going to or from Southern Rhodesia; interline agreements with 
Air Rhodesia; and immigration, tourism and sporting activities involving 
Southern Rhodesi a. 

(a) Relationship with the Organization of African Unity 

18, The Committee considered that in order to render its endeavours more 
efficient, a working procedure should be developed with OAU with a view t0 

establishing closer co-operation. Accordingly, as a follow-up to the good 
relationship already developed and reported in chapter VII of the seventh, 
report, the Committee resumed its discussion on the matter and decided, at its 

235th meeting on 30 April 1975, that (i) a representative of OAU should be 
invited to attend meetings of the Committee at which would be discussed violations 
Of sanctions directly or indirectly involving any member country or countries Of 
OAU; (ii) the Committee’s documents should be made available to the representative 
of OAU under the same confidentiality to which members of the Committee were 
also subject and with the same restrictions as to their dissemination; and 
(iii) the Chairman or Vice-Chairmen of the Committee should make more regular 
contacts with OAU than had been the case in the past. In implementation of 
those decisions, the representative of OAU was invited to attend the 
236th meeting on 8 May 1975, at which he was officially welcomed. Since then, 
he has been invited to attend meetings at which cases involving OAU members were 
discussed. 

(b) Closer contact with non-governmental organizations 

19, At its 233rd meeting on 10 April 1975, the Committee, in its efforts to 
establish closer contacts with non-governmental organizations (NGOs) which 
provided valuable information, and to enhance its level of co-operation with 
them, decided that (i) in addition to sending notes Of acknowledgement, a note 
of appreciation shotid alsO be sent when appropriate, in rePlY to communications 
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received from ncibU, (5;) the LVUU~ wiLli which the Committee wished to establish 
closet norttects should receive essential documentation, such as the Committee's 
annual and special reports and press releases; (iii) a list of all NGOs from 
which the Committee had received commnnicatj.ons since 19'73 should be prepared 
with all pertinent informatjon; (iv) NGO representatives should be invited to 
address the Committee if they were in a position to provide helpful information 
and after the members of the Committee had been consulted on the subject; and 
(v) a new appeal for information should be made to NGOs, similar to the one 
issued in September 1973 but also indicating that NGO representatives who were 
in New York and had useful information to impart to the Committee might contact 
the Committeess secretariat to request a hearing from the Committee. In 
implementation of those decisions, a list was established of the NGOs which had 
sent communications to the Committee. The Committee also issued a press release 
on 21 May 1975 in which it appealed to IUGOs for new‘information on possible 
violations of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, in particular, information 
regarding sanctions-breaking operations, especially on such matters relating to 
Southern Rhodesia as trade or promotion of trade9 including any transport Of 
goods, participation in financial or investment transactions, encouragement of 
emigration or tourism, foreign travel by Southern Rhodesians and their activities 
abroad, as well as the maintenance of any relations or any representation, 
official or unofficial, with Southern Rhodesia. It requested that reliable 
and detailed information about such activities or any others likely to support 
or encourage the illegal regime of Southern Rhodesia in possible violation Of 
sanctions be reported by NGOs to national authorities and/or direct to the 
Committee. Authorship of information sent to the Committee by NGOs would, if 
desired, be treated as confidential. On the same date, the appeal was forwarded 
to the NGOs on the Committee's list. 

(c) Expansion of sanctions and other general subSects examined by the 
Committee 

20. The Committee examined also the expansion of sanctions, on which, because Of 
its particular importance, it decided to issue a special report to the Security 
Council (S/11913) 4/ dated 15 December 1975. In connexion with that question, 
the Committee exam&ed the following items: insurance of goods and of 
passengers going to and from Southern Rhodesia; trade names and franchises; 
interline agreements.with Air Rhodesia; request to Member States to deny landing 
rights in their respective territories to flights the route schedule of which 
included stop-overs in Southern Rhodesia for the purpose of loading or unloading 
passengers end/or goods to and from Southern Rhodesia; and immigration, tourism 
and sporting activities involving Southern Rhodesia. Additional details on 
sporting activities may be found in chapter IV of the present report, information 
on interline agreements in chapter V, and information on immigration and tourism 
in chapter VI. 

4/ See Official Records of the Security Council, Thirtieth Year, Supplement 
for Oaober, November and December 1975. 
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Chapter II 

CONSIDERATION OF CASES CARRIED OVER FROM PREVIOUS REPORTS AND NEW 
CASES CONCERNING POSSIBLE VIOLATIONS OF SANCTIONS 

21, During the period between 1.6 December 1974 and 15 December 1975, the Committee 
continued examination of 81 of the cases of suspected violations of the provisions 
of resolution 253 (1968) established by the Security Council against the illegal 
r6gime in Southern Rhodesia listed in annexes II to V of its seventh report. It 
also considered 49 new cases brought to its attention, Furthermore, the Committee 
decided that eight cases should be considered closed. 

22. The present section covers those cases in which there have been noteworthy 
developments during the period under review. The fact that some cases are merely 
mentioned in passing or even omitted entirely from this succinct analysis means 
only that the current inquiries being conducted by the Committee have not produced 
any new and decisive information. 

23. As was the case last year, a relatively large number of cases concerning 
tourism in Southern Rhodesia and sporting activities inside and outside that 
Territory were opened, in addition to cases concerning industrial, commercial and 
financial transactions. 

24, As in the past, whenever the Committee received sufficiently reliable 
information concerning possible violations of sanctions, it requested the 
Secretary-General to communicate it to the Governments concerned, so that they 
might investigate them, take appropriate action if so required and provide the 
Committee with any further information available to them in accordance with 
paragraphs 20 and 22 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968). 

25. Whenever the information transmitted in response to the Committee's request 
appeared insufficient, the Committee requested additional information, including 
copies of the commercial documentation submitted to the investigating authorities. 
In that regard, the Committee feels that it should receive copies of such 
documentation as a matter of routine in any investigated case, both for its own 
information and, when necessary, for transmission to other Governments potentially 
concerned, except, of course, when confidentiality is requested. 

26. In that connexion, the Committee again drew the attention of the Governments 
concerned to the fact that, in the prevailing circumstances, bills of lading 
and Chamber of Commerce certificates emanating from South Africa should not be 
regarded as sufficient proof of origin. The Committee noted with regret that 
cart&i Governments continued to allow the importation of cargoes cn the basis Of 
such suspect documentation. It recommended that the investigating authorities 
should seek the documentation suggested in the memorandum on the application of 
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sanctions of 2 September 1969, which was transmitted to the Governments of all 
Member States and States members of the United Nations specialized agencies on 
18 September 1969 (see S/9844/Rev.l, 'j/ annex VI). 

27. With regard to cases of imports of chrome, nickel and other materials into 
the United States of America, members of the Committee deplored again that a 
permanent member of the Security Council persisted in allowing its nationals to 
conduct transactions that contravened the mandatory resolutions adopted by the 
Security Council. 

28. The Committee also stated its regret and its concern that, despite the 
hope expressed in paragraph 89 of the seventh report of the Committee, the 
Government of Switzerland did not seem to have found it possible to reinforce 
legislative measures concerning the implementation of sanctions. 

29. Detailed information concerning cases examined by the Committee since the 
publication of its seventh report is contained in annexes II to V of the present 
report. Some information is briefly reviewed below in the following order: 
general cases, opened on the basis of information received from Governments Or 
gathered from published sources (those referred to as Case No. . ..). cases OWned 
on the basis of information provided to the Committee by the individuals and 
non-governmental organizations (those referred to as Case No. INGO-...) and cases 
opened in connexion with information provided by the United States Government 
concerning imports of goods of Southern Rhodesian origin into the United States 
(those referred to as Case No. USI-...). 

A. General cases 

(a) Metallic ores, metals and their alloys 

30. With regard to the commodities in this category, the Committee dealt with 
15 cases already mentioned in its seventh report. It also examined one new case, 
Case No. 212 (ferrochrome), The shipment in question was alleged to be Of 
Southern Rhodesian origin and destined for Brazil aboard the vessel Gerd Wesch 
registered in the Federal Republic of Germany. The Government concerned (Federal 
Republic of Germany) informed the Committee that the vessel had been on a time 
charter since February 1974 to a South African company and that the shipping 
company itself had no control whatsoever over the cargo, The master of the vessel 
was unable to investigate the origin of the merchandise. Such inquiries could be 
made by the charterer only. 

31. The Committee examined Case No. 184 (nickel) and, in view of the information 
and documentation provided by the Government concerned, decided to close the case. 
No further information was received concerning the other cases in this category 
mentioned in the previous reports. 

'/ Ibid., Twenty-fifth Year, Special Supplement No. 3. 
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(b) Mineral fuels 

32. The committee pursued the examination of Case No. 187 (coking coal) and 
decided to close the case, No new cases concerning the above commodity have been 
opened by the Committee. 

(c) Tobacco 

33. During the period under review, two new cases concerning tobacco were brought 
%O the attention of the Committee (Case Nos. 202 and 207). The Committee exsmined 
six cases already mentioned in its seventh report. The Committee decided to 
close Case Nos. 164 and 169. 

34. Regarding Case No. 196, the Government of the Netherlands informed the 
Committee in October 1975 concerning judicial action taken by the district 
court of Rotterdam against the director of a Rotterdam firm of forwarding agents 
which imported tobacco from Southern Rhodesia (see para. 62 (e) below). 

(d) Cereals 

35. Since the seventh report, no new cases of cereal transactions have been 
opened. The Committee continued examination of Case No. 124, Armenia. 

(e) Cotton and cotton seeds 

36. During the period under review, no new cases concerning suspected transactions 
in cotton and cotton seeds have been brought to the Committee's attention. 

(f) Meat 

37. Ro new cases of meat transactions have been opened since the submission of 
the seventh report. The Committee continued examination of Case No. J-17, Drvmakos. 

(d Sugar 

38. The Committee continued consideration of two cases already mentioned in the 
seventh report: Case No, 112, Evangelos M. and Case No. 147, Anangel Ambition. No 
new cases of suspected violation in this commodity have been opened. 

(h) Fertilizers and ammonia 

39. The Committee was informed of attempts by companies in Southern Rhodesia to 
import large quantities of agricultural crop chemicals and, accordinglY, a new 
case (Case No. 204) was opened. The information was to the effect that chemical 
companies concerned urgently required a substantial number of chemical comPoundsy 
many of which were of vital importance in the production of tobacco or cotton- 
The chemical quantities required were 5,326 tons and 1,35O,ooo litres* The 
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Committee decided to transmit that information to the Governments Of all Member 
States and States members of the United Nations specialized agencies for any 
action that they might consider necessary. Case No. 113, already reported in the 
seventh report, is still under active consideration. 

(i) Machinery 

40. Following the submission of its seventh report, the Committee considered two 
new cases of suspected violations of sanctions involving the export of rolling 
mill rolls (Case No. 209) and the supply of electrical equipment (Case NO. 221) 
to Southern Rhodesia. 

41. In Case No. 209, the information was received in June 1975 to the effect that 
Austrian company, Eisenwerk Sulzau-Werfen, of Vienna, had arranged to supply - -- 
rolling mill rolls to Southern Rhodesia. Payment for the rolling mill rolls 

amounting to approximately 600,000 Austrian schillings / was to be made by a 
Southern Rhodesian bank, possibly through intermediary banking channels, to the 
Austrian company's account. The Committee brought the matter to the attention Of 
the Austrian Government, which stated, in its reply, that the consignment in 
question probably concerned two shipments of rolling mill rolls dispatched to a 
South African company, care of Rennies Consolidated (Pty) Ltd., Port Elizabeth. 

42. The other case recently opened dealt with a consignment of electricti 
equipment destined for Southern Rhodesia (Case No. 221). The information was to 
the effect that a Belgian company, Electra-the&l Philips - ACEC, SA, of Hersta, 
was supplying, on a regular basis, items of electrical equipment, including 
transformers and capacitors, to a Southern Rhodesian company, Morewear Industries 
(Rhod) (PVT), Ltd., Salisbury. The Committee decided to communicate the matter 
to the Belgian Government for possible investigation. '. 

43. The Committee continued consideration of the replies received in connexion 
with four cases already mentioned in the seventh report (Case NOS. 161, 170, 177, 
and 189) and decided to close Case No, 161 (electrical generating equipment) and 
Case No. 177 (machine tools). 

(j) Transport equipment 

44, In addition to pursuing the examination of six cases already reported in 
the seventh report, the Committee opened one new case of suspected violation Of 
sanctions brought to its attention during the period under review (Case No. 206, 
jet fighters and other military equipment). The information, which had been 
received from published sources, indicated that agents from the illegal r&ime in 
Salisbury had discussed with Venezuelan businessmen an offer to buy 28 American- 
built Sabre jets for 86.3 million to strengthen the Rhodesian Air Force, The 
illegal rsgime was also said to be looking for more planes, helicopters and arms, 
possibly in Latin America. The Committee drew the matter to the attention of the 
Government of Venezuela, and, in addition, decided to have a note sent to all 

6/ Equivalent to $R 19,400 at the rates of exchange of 1s (Austrian) = 
$us OT057415 and $R 1 = $US 1.776 obtaining in June 1975. 
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Member States, drawing their at$ention to the information and requesting them to 
take all possible measures to prevent the occurrence of activities that would be 
contrary to the application of sanctions against that rsgime. The Government of 
Venezuela, in its reply 
groundless. 

, stated that the reported information was absolutely 

45. The Committee also pursued the examination of Case No, 197 concerning the 
reported supply of motor vehicles for possible use of the military or police 
forces in Southern Rhodesia, by a Swiss Company, Anacardia, S.A. In its reply to 
the Committee's inquiry, the Swiss Government said that the results of the 
investigation carried out by the competent federal authorities had not confirmed 
the allegations reported above. The Committee felt it necessary to request 
further information on the basis of which the investigating authorities had reached 
their conclusions. 

(k) Textiles and related products 

46. No new cases concerning suspected transactions in textiles and related 
products have been opened by the Committee since its seventh report. The 
Committee pursued examination of Case No. 150, Straat Nagasaki, and Case No. 152, 
Ise Maru, and decided to close them. 

(1) Sporting activities and other international competitions 

47. The Committee pursued the study of seven cases of sporting activities and 
other international competitions already mentioned in its last report and opened 
19 new cases (Case Nos. 198, iyg, 205, 211, 215, 216, 217, 219, 220, 222, 223, 
224, 225, 226, 228, 229, 230, 231 and 234). More information on these cases may 
be found in chapter IV C of this report. In view of the increasing number of 
sporting events involving Southern Rhodesians brought to its attention and the 
fact that such activities, which are contrary to the spirit and intent of 
Security Council provisions establishing the sanctions, were a clear attempt by 
the illegal rggime to obtain international recognition, the Committee decided to 
give the matter greater consideration. 

(m) Banking insurance and other related facilities 

48. During the period under review, the Committe pursued the consideration of 
three cases concerning the above activities already dealt with in the seventh 
report (Case Nos. 163, 171 and 176). Among those, the Committee kept Case No. 171 
concerning the Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation (RISCO), under active 
consideration. In addition, the Committee opened two new cases (Case NO. 203, 
concerning payments by a Southern Rhodesian bank to a European bank, 
Creditanstalt Bankverein, Vienna, and Case No. 208, concerning a financial loan 
to a Southern Rhodesian company, Rhodesian Alloys, Ltd.), 

49. With regard to Case No. 163, opened on information that a Swiss company, 
Industrie Maschinen, of Zurich, had made a loan to Rhodesia Railways, the Swiss 
Government indicated that the investigation conducted by the federal authorities 
could not find any support to that allegation. It was further stated that the 
President of the Board of Directors of the company involved had given his formal 
assurance that no such transaction was contemplated Or carried out. 

,  

I  
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50. The Committee continued its consideration of Case No. 176 concerning two 
insurance companies registered in New Zealand, i.e., the New Zealand InSUranCe 

Company Limited, and the South British Insurance Company Limited, and their 
relationship with two companies, the New Zealand Insurance Company (South Africa) 
and The South British Insurance Company Limited, reported to be operating in 
Southern Rhodesia. The Government of New Zealand indicated that the New Zealand 
Insurance Company (South Africa) was a subsidiary of the New Zealand-based 
Insurance Company Limited and that the other firm reported to be Operating in 
Southern Rhodesia was under the control of the New Zealand-based company of the 
same name. It was also stated in that reply that the investigation conducted 
by the governmental authorities had not revealed any indication that the 
companies had violated the sanctions established by the Security Council, and 
the firms concerned had given specific assurances that no moneys had been 
transferred to Southern Rhodesia. 

(n) Tourism and other related matters 

51. Three new cases concerning tourism and other related matters have been 
Submitted to the Committee (Case No. 200, publication of a tourist guide to 
Southern Rhodesia; Case No. 213, flights to and from Southern Rhodesia; and 
Case No, 227, organized tours abroad with the use of Southern Rhodesian passports). 
The Comtnit,tee also pursued the examination of one case already indicated in the 
seventh report (Case No. 190, tourism agencies in Southern Rhodesia). No further 
information on Case No. 194 was provided by the representative of the 
United States (see para. 112 below). Additional information on cases related 
to tourism may be found in chapter VI below.. 

(0) Other cases 

52. Regarding other cases of possible violations of sanctions not listed under 
specific headings, the Committee opened four new cases (Case NOS. 201, 210, 214, 
and 218). The first three cases dealt with trading activities with Southern 
Rhodesia and the fourth with the participation of a Southern Rhodesian 
representative at a meeting of the International Chamber of Commerce. The 
Committee also pursued the examination of Case Nos. 154, 155 and 159 referred to 
in the previous report. It should be noted that Case No. 154, Tango Romeo3 is 
still under active consideration. 

B, Cases opened from information supplied by individuals and non-governmental 
oraanizations (Case No. INGO-...) 

53. The Committee opened six new cases on the basis of information supplied by 
individuals and non-governmental organizations: Case No. INGO-7, tourism and 
travel to and from Southern Rhodesia; Case No. INGO-8, concerning tourism, 
immigration and transfer of funds to Southern Rhodesia; Case No. INGO-9, Cargo 
Air Transport; Case No. INGO-10, packaged tours to Southern Rhodesia and landing 
rights to airlines flying to Salisbury; Case No. INGO-11, tour to Southern 
Rhodesia organised by a travel agency located in the United Kingdom; and Ca.Se 
No. INGO-12, trading activities and other relations with Souhern Rhodesia. It 
also continued the examination of five cases already reported upon in the 
seventh report (Case Nos. INGO-2, INGO-3, INGO-4, INGO-5, and INGO-6). 

.- 
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C. Imports of chrome, nickel and other materials from Southern Rhodesia into 
the United States of America (Case No. USI-...) 

54. The Committee pursued the examination of 19 cases of importation of Southern 
Rhodesian chrome9 nickel and other related materials into the United States of 
America already reported upon in the previous report. It also opened six new 
cases during the period under review. Those transactions had occurred with the 
knowledge of the United States Government in conformity with legislation (the 
so-called Byrd amendment) that had become effective on 1 January 1972. The 
information in question is regularly provided to the Committee by the United 
States representative. 

55. During the period covered, the Committee received the following communications 
from the United States Mission to the United Nations regarding shipments of 
ferrochrome, chrome ore, asbestos fibre, nickel cathodes and silicon: 

(a) A letter dated 17 March 1975, transmitting a report on 17 shipments 
imported into the United States from Southern Rhodesia between 1 October 1974 
to 31 December 1974. Those shipments, which had a total weight of 62,223 short 
tons, had been transported aboard vessels registered in Greece (2), Liberia (2), 
Panama (l), and the United States (12). 

(b) A letter dated 1.6 July 1975, transmitting a report on 26 shipments 
imported between 1 January 1975 and 30 June 1975. Those shipments, which had a 
total weight of 73,039 short tons, had been transported aboard vessels registered 
in the Netherlands (l), Pakistan (l), Panama (1) and the United States (23). 

(c) A letter dated 14 November 1975, transmitting a report on 17 shipments 
imported between 1 July and 30 September 1975. These shipments, with a total 
weight of 37,062 short tons, had been transported aboard vessels registered in 
Panama (5) and the United States (12). 

56. The Committee examined the reports and decided that in view of the need of 
keeping the international community regularly informed, it should continue making 
public the information thus received. Accordingly, press communique's were issued 
on 8 April 1975, 19 August 1975 and 29 December 1975, respectively, containing the 
names of the carriers, their country of registry and other particulars included 
in the United States reports. 

57. The Committee, in accordance with the established procedure, decided that the 
attention of the countries of registry of the vessels involved should be drawn 
to those illegal transactions, It therefore asked the Secretary-General to 
request the Governments concerned to investigate the circumstances in which cargoes 
Of Southern Rhodesian origin, the carriage of which is prohibited by paragraph 3 (c) 
Of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), were shipped aboard vessels under 
their registry. 

58. Details of the above-mentioned cases of imports into the United States, 
including the replies received from Governments, can be found in annex II to the 
present report. Given the fact, however, that in some cases, COnfliCting reports 
as to the origin of the goods transported have been received from other countries, 
the nationals of which had been involved in the same transactions, it may be 
useful to mention here the substance of some statements in that COnm-?XiOn. 
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(a) In Case Nos. uSI-14, ~~31-16, ~~1-18-22 and USI-27, concerning the 
Dunhas Shipping and Trading Co., Ltd., Montreal, Canada, the Canadian Government 
forwarded copies of the documentation received and stated that: 

"As a result of the investigation, the Canadian Government has come 
to the conclusion that there are no grounds upon which a prosecution of 
Dundas Shipping could be launched in a Canadian court of law. One of the 
major obstacles facing the Canadian authorities in attempting to pursue this 
case was the fact that they were unable to obtain conclusive evidence to 
prove that the shipments carried were9 in fact, of Rhodesian origin .aI 
Dundas Shipping has certificates of origin (albeit suspect) ascertaining that 
the cargoes are of South African origin." 

(b) Concerning Case 1130s. USlXg, USI-30, USI- and USI-33, the Government 
of the Netherlands informed the Committee that neither the documentation nor 
the bills of lading contain any indication concerning a possible Southern Rhodesian 
origin of-these cargoes. 

(c) In Case No. ~~1-26, Weser Express, the Government of the Federal Republic 
of Germany stated that the vessel did not call at the port of Norfolk, Virginia 
(USA), on 5 January 1974 but on 31 December 1973 and 25 January 1974, and that 
during none of those voyages did the vessel have nickel cathodes aboard. 

59. Regarding Case No. USI-27, the representative of the United States of America 
confirmed to the Committee, at its 234th meeting, that the Stockenfels, which was 
found to be a vessel registered in the Federal Republic of Germany had delivered 
either 1,005 or 1,108 toner-of ferrochrome silicon to Burnside, Louisiana, on 
5 February 1974, that the shipment originated in Lourenl;o Marques and that the 
ferrochrome silicon in question was Southern Rhodesian. 

60. Regarding the Case Nos. USI-19, ~~1-26 and USI-33, the United States 
representative stated, at the 253rd meeting, that his Government in an effort to 
clear up the matter with the Governments involved, would send communications to 
the Federal Republic of Germany and the Netherlands, the countries concerned, 
stating that the quarterly reports to the Security Council showed that a particular 
vessel had called at a particular port on a given date and that that information 
had been given to the Department of State by the Department of the Treasury and was 
based on United States Customs documents. The communciations would also state 
that if the Governments concerned wished to pursue the matter, they should 
contact the Department of the Treasury of the United States Government (Office of 
Foreign Assets Control, Washington, D,C,) (see para. 8 above). 
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Chapter III 

ACTIONS TAKEN BY GOVERNMENTS IN CONNEXICN WITH THE 1Mlr'LEMENTATICN 
OF SANCTIONS AND IN RESPONSE TO REQUESTS ADDRESSED TO THEM BY THE 

COMMITTEE 

A. Action t&en by Governments with respect to specific violations of sanctions 

61. During the period covered by the present report, the Committee was informed of 
a number of legal proceedings that had been initiated by Governments, either on 
the basis of information brought to their attention by the Committee or on their 
own initiative. 

62. In the following cases, legal proceedings led to conviction: 

(a) By a note dated 10 January 1975, the Government of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, referring to Case No. 170 concerning a shipment of spare parts for sewing 
or knitting machines, informed the Committee that a fine of DM 5,000 had been 
imposed on the company Gebr. Sheller, of Eislingen. By a further note dated 
27 June, the Federal Government reported that two other companies found to be 
involved in the same transactions were being fined several thousand deutsch marks 
each. 

(b) By a communication dated 10 July 1975, the Government of the Federal 
Republic of Germany informed the Committee that9 in January 1975, a citizen of the 
Federal Republic who had placed a want ad in the Scddeutsche Zeitung for 300 
"safari participants" for Southern Rhodesia had been arrested and taken into custody 
on suspicion of recruiting soldiers for the Southern Rhodesian army in violation of 
article 109 (h) of the national penal code. Investigation had confirmed that fact 
and On 19 May 1975, he had been convicted by a criminal court in Munich and 
sentenced to 12 monthss imprisonment. 

(C> By a note dated 4 March 1975 the Government of the Netherlands, with 
reference to Case No. INGO- concerning tobacco transactions with Southern Rhodesia, 
informed the Cotittee that, on 13 June 1974, the district court in Amsterdam had 
imposed a fine on the two managers of the Etablissement Zephyr Holland, BV, in the 
amount of f. 10,000 each, it having been proved<that they had acted in defiance of' 
the provisions of the law, in accordance with which the import and export Of goods 
from and to Southern Rhodesia is prohibited. 

cd) At the 243rd meeting on 3 July, the representative of the United Kingdom 
informed the Cozn&ttee that a manufacturing company, Cornpair Industrial, Ltd.9 of 
Buckinghamshire 4 United Kingdom, had been fined a total of 27,450 for seven offences 
of transporting compressors to docks for ewort to Southern Rhodesia* 

(e> By a note dated 31 October 1975, the Government of the Netherlands,, 
informed the Committee that, with reference to Case No. 196 concerning the shrpment 
of tobacco of Southern Rhodesia origin, the district court of Rotterdam had imposed 
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a fine upon the director of a Rotterdam firm of forwarding agents. However, the 
District Attorney had appealed the sentence, since he could not agree with the 
court's decision not to impose an additional penalty. 

B. Transactions conducted with the consent of reporting Governments 

63. The Government of Denmark, replying to a request for information about a report 
that it had exported to Southern Rhodesia merchandise valued at Dkr. 419,000 during 

the period January-September 1974, informed the Committee by a note dated 
26 June 19'75, that supplies valued at Dkr. 406,430 and intended strictly for 
medical purposes had been exported to Southern Rhodesia and that it was 
investigating the balance of the sum involved. 

64. By a note dated 15 July 1975, the Government of Austria informed the Committee 
that it had authorized, on the basis of humanitarian considerations, the import into 
Austria of handicrafts produced by the Jairos Jiri Association for the 
Rehabilitation of the Blind and Disabled Africans in Southern Rhodesia. 

C. Replies received from Governments with respect to Security Council resolution 
333 (1973) 

65. At its 1716th meeting on 22 May 1973, the Security Council adopted resolution 
333 (1973), by which, among other things, it approved the recommendations contained 
in paragraphs 10 to 22 of the Committee's second special report (S/10920). I/ 
Actions taken in connexion with those recommendations and subsequent developments 
were described in the Committee's sixth and seventh reports to the Council (See 
S/11178/Rev.l, &/ chap. II and S/11594/Rev.l, chap. III). 

66. In reply to the note which was sent to the States concerned in connexion with 
paragraph 21 of the second special report, which referred to discrepancies between 
the quantities of certain commodities said to have been imported from South Africa, 
Mozambique and Angola and the quantities reported to have been exported by those 
countries, additional communications were received from Greece, Malaysia, Mexico 
and Turkey. In accordance with the decision taken by the Council, the substantive 
parts of these replies are reproduced in annex VI of this report. 

67. In connexion with paragraph 22 of the second special report, which called UPon 
States to inform the Committee on the steps which they had taken with regard to a 
number of recommendations contained in that report, additional replies were received 
from the Bahamas, Botswana, the German Democratic Republic, Guatemala, Jamaica, 
Laos, Mauritius and Turkey. 

I/ See Official Records of the Security Council, Twenty-eighth Year, Supplement 
for April. Mav and June 19'73. 

g/ Ibid., Twenty-ninth Year, Special Supplement No. 2. 
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D. Publication of lists of Governments that have not responded to the Committee's 
inquiries within the prescribed period 

68. In accordance with the recommendations contained in paragraph 18 of its second 
special report (S/10920), the Committee has continued to publish iists of 
Governments that have not responded to its inquiries within the prescribed period. 

69. Since publication of the seventh report, three new lists have been issued: 
on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November. 

70. At the time of preparation of the present report, replies were overdue and 
still awaited from Botswana, Brazil, Cyprus, Gabon, Greece, Jordan, Liberia, 
Liechtenstein, Malawi, Panama, Portugal, South Africa, Venezuela, Zaire and Zambia. 

71. The Committee noted with regret that among the Governments from which replies 
were outstanding, Liberia and Panama, to which, as reported in paragraph 106 of the 
seventh report (S/11594/Rev.l), comprehensive notes had been sent, had again been 
placed on the list. The Committee also felt it necessary to send, on 2 April 1975, 
a comprehensive note to Greece, which had been involved in numerous cases and failed 
to provide sufficient replies to the Committee's inquiries. The Committee has 
since received from those three countries some of the information requested but 
considered it still insufficient. 

72. The Committee decided to entrust its secretariat with the task of preparing a 
summary on the cases involving Switzerland. The summary will be considered by the 
Committee in the near future. 

E. Other action taken by a Government in connexion with the implementation of 
sanctions 

73. At the 243-d meeting, the representative of the United Kingdom drew the 
attention of the Committee to a letter dated 27 June 1975 (s/11.738), p/ by which 
the Permanent Representative of the United Kingdom informed the Secretaq-General 
that, in view of the achievement of independence by Mozambique on 25 June 1975, his 
Government had discontinued the regular patrol (popularly known as the "Beira 
patrol") which vessels of the Royal Navy had hitherto maintained off the coast of 
Mozambique. The letter further stated that for more than nine years the patrol had 
been successfti'in preventing the pumping of oil through the pipeline from Beira 
t0 Southern Rhodesia and that with the accession to power of an independent 
Government in Mozambique, such patrolling was no longer neCeSSam. 

'g/ Ibid., !kbkieth Year, Supplement for April, Ma? and June 1975. I 



Chapter IV 

CONSULAR, SPORTING AND OTHER REPRESENTATION OF AND IN SOUTHERN RHODESIA 
AND REPRESENTATION OF THE ILLEGAL REGIME IN OTHER COUNTRIES 

A. Consular offices in Southern Rhodesia 

74, In paragraph 114 of the Committee's seventh report, it was stated that for&3 
consular offices were being maintained by South Africa and Portugal in Southern 
Rhodesia. 

75. During the period covered by the present report, the Committee has not been 
informed of any development on the matter concerning South African representation. 
Concerning Portugal, the Committee received information from published sources 
that in August 1975 the Portuguese consulates in Umtali and Bulawayo had been 
closed. 

B. Southern Rhodesian offices abroad and foreign representation in Southern 
Rhodesia 

76, Also, in paragraph 115 of the seventh report, the Committee indicated that 
Southern Rhodesia was maintaining diplomatic or consular missions or information 
offices in Mozambique, Portugal, South Africa and the United States of America, It 
was also stated that Air Rhodesia kept offices in Beira, Lourenso Marques and 
Vilanculos (Mozambique); Blantyre (Malawi); Cape Town, Durban and Johannesburg 
(South Africa). 

77. On 10 April 1975, the Committee was informed that the Portuguese Government 
had decided to close down the Southern Rhodesian information office in Portugs+l., 

C. Sporting activities and other international competitions 

78. In paragraphs 118 to 148 of its seventh report, the Committee emphasized that 
it was viewing with particular concern the increasing efforts by the illegal r&imc 
to obtain recognition at the international level through sporting activities and 
other types of competitions. During the period covered in the present report, the 
COrImittee pUrSU.ed its efforts to foil such attempts. 

79. Since the seventh report, the Committee has opened 19 new cases on this 
subject. It has also pursued the examination of seven cases reported upon last 
year. 

80. In a number of cases the Committee addressed notes to Member States of the 
United Nations and members of the specialised agencies asking for their 
co-operation. It also addressed communications to international or regional sports 
OrganiZatiOns expressing the hope that Southern Rhodesian sporting associations 
would not receive international recognition. 
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81. In that connexion, the Committee welcomed the decision taken by the 
International OlYm$c Committee on 22 May 1975 to withdraw its recognition of 
Southern Rhodesia and exclude it from the 1976 Olympic Games. In a press 
communiquk issued on 12 June 1975, the Committee pointed out that the initiative 
taken by the International Olympic Committee should be followed as an example by 
all international and regional sports orgsnizations of which Southern Rhodesia was 
still a member. In that press communique', the Committee also renewed its appeal 
to all Member States to take the necessary steps, through their national sports 
associations and clubs, as well as international sporting federations and 
associations, to have Southern Rhodesian membership in the various international 
or regional sporting bodies rejected or terminated. 

82. Considering also that participation in matches and sporting activities abroad 
by persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia had, in a number of cases, been 
facilitated by the fact that those persons travelled on foreign passports, the 
Committee decided to include that question in its discussion regarding the expansion 
of sanctions, on which a special report has been submitted to the Security Council 
(s/11913). In a further effort to provide Member States with additional and useful 
information for the conduct of their inquiries, the Committee decided to make 
standard the procedure of requesting Governments involved in cases related to 
sporting activities to provide the full names of Southern Rhodesians who 
participated in those events, as well as details on their travelling documents. 
Then, lists could be established of such participants and communicated to all 
countries concerned to facilitate their investigations in accordance with their 
obligations. 

83. As already indicated, detailed information concerning cases is contained in 
annex II to the present report. The salient facts concerning some cases are as 
follows: 

(a) Southern Rhodesia and the International Federation of Association 
Football (FIFA) (Case NO. 181) 

84, Concerning Case No. 181, previously reported upon in the seventh report, the 
Committee decided, having been informed that Southern Rhodesian sportsmen were 
trying to obtain their association's readmission to FIFA, that a note should be 
sent to all Member States requesting them to draw the attention of their national 
associations to the matter. A letter was also sent by the Chairman of the Committee 
tc the Federation requesting its support for the efforts of the Committee in the 
matter. 

(b) Argentine hockey umpire visit to Southern Rhodesia (Case No. 217) 

85. Case No. 217 was opened on the basis of information gathered from published 
: sources, according to which a prominent hockey umpire of Argentinian nationality 
/ Was visiting Southern Rhodesia. Replying to a request from the Committee, the 
I Gcvernment of Argentina, pointing out that all sporting activities with Southern 

Rhodesia had been prohibited by its national legislation, said that it had no 



knowledge of the travel in question, The Government added that the sports official 
concerned was not a member of the Argentine Hockey Association but of the 
International Hockey Association, which had its headquarters in Belgium. The 
Committee, pursuing its research, received little information about the sportsman, 
It was informed, however, that Southern Rhodesia was a full member Of the 
International Hockey Federation. It took up the matter with the Federation 
expressing the view that the Southern Rhodesian association should be expelled from 
it, and decided to bring the matter to the attention of all Member States, 
requesting them to impress on hockey associations under their jurisdiction the 
seriousness with which the Committee viewed the situation and requesting their 
support. 

(cl Southern Rhodesia and the International Lawn Tennis Federation (ILTF) 
(Case No. 219) 

86. The Committee received information gathered from published sources, according 
to which Southern Rhodesia had been readmitted to the Davis Cup Tennis 
competitions and had been drawn to play against Ireland, It decided to send a 
note to all Member States whose national tennis associations are members of ILTF 
deploring the readmission of Southern Rhodesia into that organization, It also 
sent an appropriate letter to ILTF. Meanwhile, the Government of Ireland informed 
the Committee that it was already dealing with the matter. Subsequently, the 
Committee learned that the Southern Rhodesian team had withdrawn from the proposed 
match. 

(d) Southern Rhodesia and the International Amateur Swimming Federation 
XFINA) (Case No. 220) 

87. Case No. 220 involves an attempt by a Southern Rhodesian association to obtain 
international recognition through membership in the International Amateur Swimming 
Federation. As in similar cases, the Committee took up the matter with the 
Federation and decided to send a note to the Member States whose national 
associations are members of the Federation. 
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Chapter V 

AIRLINES OPE.RATING TO AND FROM SOUTHERN HHODRSIA 

88. In its previous annual reports, the Committee indicated that, according to 
information it had received, direct flights existed between Southern Rhodesia on 
one side and Malawi, Mozambique, and South Africa, on the other. During the 
period covered by the present report, the Committee received further information 
to the effect that th&.o three countries and Portugal eventually maintained such 
direct air links with Southern Rhodesia, 

89. The Committee decided that some time should be allowed to the newly 5 
established Government of Mozambique to clarify its position regarding the 
application of sanctions but that notes should be sent to the three other 
Governments concerned, drawing their attention to the fact that such air links 
would be a clear violation of the sanctions provisions, in particular 
paragraph 6 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968). 

(a) Sale of three Boeing aircraft to Air Rhodesia (Case No, 144) 

90. Case No. 144 was reviewed in the Committee's seventh report (S/l1594/Rev.l, 
paras. 73, 151 and 152). Subsequently, the Committee was informed that an 
indefinite denial of all United States export privileges had been taken by the 
United States Department of Commerce against the firm Overseas Holidays and 
Aircraft Hire (Pty.), Ltd., Braamfontein, South Africa. It was further stated 
that the decision to do so had been taken on the basis of an investigation 
which had revealed that the above-mentioned company had taken delivery of the 
three aircraft sold to Air Rhodesia several days prior to their arrival in 
Salisbury. 

(b) Flights by private companies (Case NO. 154: Tango Romeo) 

91, Following the Committee's review of Case No. 154 in its seventh report 
(S/11594/Rev.l, paras. 153 and 154), the representative of the United States 
informed the Committee, at the 236th meeting on 8 May 1975, that an indefinite 
denial of all United States export privileges had been issued against Compagnie 
Gabonaise d'Aff$tement A&ien (Affretair) of Libreville, Gabon, by the 
United States Department of Commerce. That action had followed the issuance 
in October 1974 of a 60-day temporary denial order against the firm, which had 
been issued because Affretair had falsely represented to officials of the 
United States Government that a Douglas DC-8 55F iJet Trader aircraft would not 
be utilized in traffic with Southern Rhodesia or in any manner contrary to the 
United Nations sanctions. The Committee requested the comments of the Government 
of Gabon on the matter and that it be kept informed of any developments 
concerning the activities of the company involved. It also requested the 
comments of the Government of the Netherlands regarding information to the effect 
that the plane in question (Tango Romeo), for which a request for aircraft 
parts had been turned down by the United States authorities, had been repaired 
at the Schiphol Airport (Netherlands). rn its reply dated 11 August 1975, the 
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Netherlands yv@rnment , stated that in the course of the inquiry by the Netherlands 
authorities It Was lndlcated that fuel had been purveyed to the plane by Mobil oil 
and that no u~~fawf%l act could be established in that connexion, According to 
information subseQuent% available to the Committee, the aircraft was reported to 
have been in Honolulu, llawaii (USA). 
United States * 

Subsequently, the representative of the 
reslaDndiJ% to the Committee’s inquiry, stated that an investigation 

carried out by the apPropriate authorities had established that the aircraft in 
question had never been in Hawaii. As of the preparation of the present report no 
reply had been received from the Government of Gabon, 

(c> Carao Air Transport (Case No. INGO-9) 

92. During the period covered by the present report, the Committee opened 
Case NO. INm-9 on the basis of information received from a non-governmental 
organisation regarding the establishment in Belgium of an air transport company, 
Cargo Air Transport, allegedly created for the purpose of undertaking commercial 
transport to Southern Rhodesia. The Government of Belgium reported to the 
Committee that, fcllOwing intervention by the Belgian authorities, the company had 
abandoned its plan to request registration. Subsequently, the Committee was 
informed that the company’s aircraft, a DC-6, had left Brussels for Amsterdam, 
where control Over the plane purportedly was assumed by the Compagnie Affretair 
registered in Gabon and already mentioned in connexion with Case No. 154 referred 
to under (II) above. Accordingly, the Committee then brought the matter to the 
attention of' the Governments of Gabon and the Netherlands. In its reply dated 
10 December 1975, the Government of the Netherlands stated that the competent 
authorities had no knowledge of a company called Cargo Air Transport. They knew, 
however, that Compagnie Af fretair had at its disposal a DC-8 aircraft, which W&S 

flying mainly between the Netherlands and Gabon with goods principally destined 
for South Africa, 

(a> Purchase of De-8 aircraft by Affretair (Gabon) (Case No. 232) 

93. During the period covered in the present report, the Committee also opened 
Case No. 232 on the basis of & note dated 28 November 1975 whereby the United 
Kingdom transmitted to the Committee information to the effect that Southern 
Rhodesia had recently acquired a DC-8 aircraft TR-LVK, which was to be operated 
by Affretair 1 The Comittee decided to alert Member States to the probability that 
the aircraft in question w0uJ.d engage in sanctions-breaking and to request them to 
ensure that, in the event of the aircraft entering their territories 3 it did not 
deliver cargoes from or pick up cargoes destined for, Southern Rhodesia. 
Subsequently, the United States representative informed the Committee that 
preliminary investigation had revealed that an aircraft apparently identical to 
the ~-8 aircraft mentioned in the British note had been sold in the spring Of lg75 
to a Belgian charter firm named Cargo Air Transport. No indication or evidence 
having appeared that the aircraft would be subsequently transferred to Affreta1r 
or would be used in any way in Southern Rhodesian trade, an export licence ,had 
been issued to cover that transaction. Apparently, after delivery to Belglumy the 

Plane had been leased or sold to Affretair. The aircraft had also reportedly been 
registered by the Government ai Gabon. 
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(e) Ais Rhodesia and IATA agreements (Case NO. INGO-4) 

94. Case NO. INGO-4, which was opened on the basis of information received from 
a non-governmental organization to the effect that interline traffic and cargo 
agreements between various international carriers and Air Rhodesia existed, was 
reviewed in paragraphs 155 to 158 of the seventh report. Since then, additional 
written replies have been received from 15 Governments and two replies have been 
made in the Committee, all stating that the Governments concerned had ensured 
that no airline company under their jurisdiction maintained any link with Air 
Rhodesia. 

(f) Package tours to Southern Rhodesia and landing rights to airlines 
flying to Salisbury (Case No. INGO-10) 

95. Case No. INGO- which was opened during the period under review and is also 
dealt with in chapter VI (see para. 117 below) in connexion with tourism should 
also be.referred to in the present chapter in connexion with the question of the 
granting of landing rights in London and Paris to South African Airways flights 
with stopovers at Salisbury, The Committee, taking note of the divergent VieWS 

on the matter expressed by its members as to whether the granting of landing 
rights in those conditions constituted a sanctions violation, decided to consider 
the question in connexion with the expansion of sanctions, on which it was 
preparing a special report. 
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Chapter VI 

IMMIGRATION AND TOURISM 

A. General information 

96. As stated in chapter VI of the seventh report, immigration and tourism have 
always been considered by the illegal rggime to be of particular significance 
both as a major source of foreign exchange earnings and as a barometer of confidence 
abroad. Therefore, in examining the statistics published by the illegal re'gime 
in that eonnexion, the only statistic available on the matter, the Committee 
considered that those figures should be taken with some reservation. 

Population 

97. The total population of Southern Rhodesia reached approximately 6.2 million 10/ 
at the end of 1974. A breakdown of that figure and a comparison with the 
figures published for previous years, are as follows: 

Table 1 

POPULATION OF SOUTHERN RHODESIA 
(rounded figures, in thousands) 

Year 
(31 December) Africans Europeans Asians Coloured Total 

1965 aJ 4,260 210 8,o 12.6 
243 

4,490 
1970 5,130 16.5 5,400 
1971 5,310 255 ;:t 17.3 5,590 
1972 5,490 267 9.6 18.1 5,780 
1973 5,700 271 9.7 
1974 

19.0 6,000 
5,900 274 9.9 19.9 6,200 

c/ As of 30 June 1965. 

98. It appears from the figures above that between 1973 and 1974, the African 
population increased by 200,000 persons, and the European population by 3,000. 

Lo/ All the figures given in the present chap. were gathered from the 
Monthly Digest of Statistics, August 1975, published by The Central Statistical 
Office, Salisbury, Rhodesia. 
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99. The increases from year to year of the African and European uonulations in 
recent years are as f0llOWs: . . 

Table 2 

RESPECTIVE INCREASES OF THE AFRICAN AND EUROPEAN POPULATIONS 
(in thousands) 

Year 
(31 December) Africans Europeans 

w@-1970 +270 +9 
1970-1971 +180 +12 
1971-1972 +180 +12 
1972-1973 +210 +4 
1973-1974 i-200 +3 

(b) Immigration 

100. Concerning immigration, it seems that the so-called "Rhodesia Settlers 74" 
campaign referred to in the seventh report of the Committee did not bring the 
results which had been hoped for by the illegal re'gime. It should be recalled 
that when the campaign was launched at the end of 1973 the prospective goal for 
1974 was to attract 1 million white immigrants. Instead, according to the 
figures published by the regime , the immigration in 1974 totalled 9,649 persons. 

101. The trend in European immigration in recent years as it appears from official 
statistics is as follows: 

Table 3 

EUROPEAN IMMIGRATION lgi'C-1974 

Immigrants Emigrants _Net Migration 

1970 12,227 T ,890 6,340 

1971 14,743 5,340 
1972 13,966 5,150 

98%z: 
1973 9,433 7,750 11680 
1974 9,649 9,050 600 

(c) T ourism 

102. Regarding tourism, the downward trend indicated in the seventh report Seems 
to have continued during 1974, with a total of 272,704 tourists from abroad in 1974 
against 288,105 in 1973. A breadown of these figures gives the following data 
and also provides the trend in recent years: 

-25- 



Table 4 

VISITORS FROM ABROAD 

1965 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 

In transit 

103,816 
59,336 

;;':;48 
;;i;;; 

, 

On business 

25,194 

xi 
20 :978 
21,105 
22,878 

For education 

5,643 
8,124 
7,175 
7,943 

;9;;k ') 

On holiday Total 

208,725 343,378 
270,659 364 ,ow 
317,381 393,910 
339,210 405,485 
243,812 288,105 
229,570 5%? ,704 

103. Despite the downward trend, it should be noted from the table above that the 
number of travellers reported as visiting Southern Rhodesia for business purposes 
has increased during 1974. 

B. Actions taken by the Committee 

(a) Issuance of a press communiqu4 

104. The Committee considering that the question of tourism to Southern RhOdda 
was of particular importance decided to bring that matter to the attention of 
the public by a press communiqud and to draw again to the attention of all Member 
States the support which the illegal re'gime was still receiving in that field, 

105. Accordingly, on 27 May 1975, a press commUniqu6 was issued indicating that 
the Committee had received repeated information to the effect that a number Of 
travel agencies, airline companies, car-rental firms and credit-card companies 
in many countries were involved in organizing and providing ancillary services for 
promoting tourism or facilitating travel to and from Southern Rhodesia. The 
Committee, pointing out that the organizing of any tourist activity to Southern 
Rhodesia for individuals or for groups on a package tour basis must certainly 
entail a transfer, directly or indirectly, of funds to Southern Rhodesia, stated 
that such tourist and travel activities were contrary both to the spirit and 
letter of Security Council provisions establishing mandatory sanctions against 
the illegal re'gime. The text of the relevant paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of Security 
Council resolution 253 (1968) was attached to the communique' for ease of referenceI 

106. That press communiqu6 contained also an appeal to all Member States to 
institute appropriate measures that might prohibit or discourage the occurrence 
Of such activities within their territories; and to ensure that all travel 
agencies, . airline companies, p articularly those still regrettably maintaining 
air links with Southern Rhodesia, car-rental firms and credit-card companies, 
operating within their Jurisdiction, desist forthwith from organizing, promoting 
or providing services for travel to or from Southern Rhodesia that may be cOntrW$ 
to the purpose for which the Security Council established mandatory sanctions 
against that illegal rkgime. 
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:iOi’. Accordingly, the Committee requested the Secretary-General to transmit that 
Isppeal to all Member States requesting their comments, if any, and inquiring as to 
l&at measures they had taken or intended to take in that connexion. As yet 20 Oovernments have given replies to that note dispatched on 3 June 1975:. 11/ 

- 

(b) Cases concerning tourism 

1108. During the period covered by the present report , the Committee :axamined a 
laumber of cases related to various activities related to the field of’ tourism, 
isuch as the organization of package tours to southern Africa including Southern 
:Rhodesia, the holding of an international conference in Salisbury, and ‘franchising 
activities by foreign companies in connexion with hotels, car-renting, etc. 

109, Detailed information on these cases may be ,found in annexes I and IV to the 
‘present report. Salient facts of some of the relevant cases are indicated in this 
section. 

(i> Tour organized in Southern Rhodesia (Case No. INGO-3) 

110. This case which was opened on the basis of information provided to the 
Committee by a non-governmental organisation was already referred to in paragraph I.73 
of the seventh report. Since then, the Government concerned (Finland) informed 
the Committee that in that tour to Africa which included a visit to Victoria Falls, 
the flight from Blantyre (Malawi) to Salisbury and the return flight to Capetown 
(South Africa) had taken place aboard Air Rhodesia planes. As for the flight 
reservations and relevant payments, they had been made by the Finnish organizers of 
the tour to airline companies and travel agencies representing third countries, and 
not to Southern Rhodesian companies. Consequently, the Chancellor of Justice, the 
supreme prosecuting authority in Finland, had stated that although the trip and the 
procedure followed might be liable to criticism, n o legal grounds existed in Finland 
to bring the matter before the Court, The reply included assurances that no Similar 
tours had been organized from Finland subsequently. 

(ii.) Tourist agencies and Southern Rhodesia (Case No. 190) 

111. In this case already referred to in paragraphs 174 to 1’78 of the seventh 
report, the Committee received additional replies from the Governments concerned on 
the circumstances in which travel agents of their citizenship had attended a 
Conference in Southern Rhodesia. The Government of Israel expressed regrets 
for it and indicated that any reoccurrence would be prevented. The Government 
of the Federal Republic of Germany stated that that conference was a regular 

11/ Afghanistan, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, 
Oermany (Federal Republic of), Ghana, India, Japan, Kenya, Malaysia, Malta, New 
Zealand, Niger, Pakistan, Rwanda, Singapore, Thailand, Union of Soviet SOdaliSt 

Republics and ‘Zaire. 
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meeting arranged by the Association of South African Travel Agents and did not 
involve financial arrangements that might have violated the sanctions provisions. 
This was also the view expressed by the Government of Sweden after having referred 
the matter to the Chief Public Prosecutor. The Government of the Netherlands 
indicated that it had pointed out to the management of the Royal Dutch Airlines 
(XLM) which had b een represented to that conference that it considered the 
attendance at that meeting as a violation of the spirit of Security Council 
resolution 253 (1968). 

(iii) Franchising activities, Holiday Inn, Inc., and Car-rental 
activities (Case No. 194) 

112. This case was reported in paragraphs 17'9 to 185 of the seventh report. Since 
then, the representative of the United States informed the Committee that the 
United States-related franchises in Southern Rhodesia, namely Holiday Inn, Hertz:, 
Avis, were not subsidiaries of the parent United States companies but were 
franchised from wholly owned South African companies. A transfer of goods and 
services from the United States to Southern Rhodesian franchises was prohibited 
and no reservations could be made through or by United States companies to those 
subsidiaries. 

113. The Committee, considering that the question of franchises and trade names 
was of particular importance, decided to include it for discussion as a possible 
item in connexion with the expansion of sanctions on which a special report has 
been submitted (S/11913). 

(iv) Publication of a tourist guide to Southern Rhodesia (Case No. 2012) 

114. The Committee opened Case No. 200 on the basis of information from 
published sources to the effect that a booklet designed to encourage tourism to 
Southern Rhodesia was published in the Federal Republic of Germany at the end 
of 1974. According to the information, hundreds of booklet copies were being 
sold and given away throughout the Federal Republic of Germany and Austria. 
The information was transmitted to these two Member States. 

115. In its reply, the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany reported 
that the Special Committee for the Supervision of Sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia. established by the Federal Government, had examined the above-mentioned 
booklet Reisefiihrer Rhodesien. The note stated that the Federal Government Was 
in no position to suppress the publication as the freedom of speech and 
information is granted by the national Constitution. 

(v) Tourism and travel to and from Southern Rhodesia (Case No. INGC-3) 

116. The Committee also received a communication from the Research Group for 
Interparliamentary Questions in Bonn (Federal Republic of Germany) containing 
information to the effect that tours in Africa including Southern Rhodesia were 
marketed in the Federal Republic of Germany and other countries of the European 
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Economic Community. firrangements covering these package tours included sectors 
flown on Air Rhodesia planes. Guided sight-seeing tours and safaris inside 
Southern Rhodesia were handled by local travel agents. Southern Rhodesian travel 

jagencies were using their partners in South Africa to settle all preparations for 
ithese package tours. It is on the basis of this information among others that the 
jcommittee decided to issue the press communique' of 27 May 1975 and to request 
/the Secretary-General to send to Member States the note dated 3 June 1975 (see 
paras. 104 to 107 above).. 

(vi) Package tours to Southern Rhodesia and landing rights to 
airlines flying to Salisbury (Case No. INGO-10) 

11'7. The Committee received information from a private source to the effect that 
travel companies in Belgium, the United Kingdom and the United States of 
America co-operated with Air Rhodesia in arranging package tours to Southern 
Rhodesia. The delegations of the United Kingdom and the United States stated that 
the matter would be investigated. The Committee decided to send a note to the 
Government of Belgium, Moreover, as indicated in paragraph 94 above, it was stated 
also that France and the United Kingdom granted landing rights to South African 
Airways flights with stopovers at Salisbury. The delegations of France and the 
United Kingdom stated that the matter would be investigated and that the Committee 
would be kept informed. 
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Annexes 

EXPLANATORY NOTE 

General information on the cases 

1. The first, second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth and seventh reports of the 
Committee to the Security Council contained texts of reports and substantive parts 
of correspondence with Governments on 237 cases concerning suspected violation of 
sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. Those reports were published as follows: 

First report: Official Records of the Security Council, Twenty-third Year, 
Supplement for October, November and December 1968, document 
S/&S+, paragraph 9 

Second report: 

Third report: 

Fourth report: 

Fifth report: 

Sixth report: 

Ibid., Twenty-fourth Year, Supplement for April, May and 
June 1969, document S/g2$2/Add.l, annex XI 

Ibid., Twenty-fifth Year, Special Supplement No. 3 
TS/9844/Rev.l), annex VII 

Ibid., Twenty-sixth Year, Special Supplement No. 2 
(5/10229 and Add.1 and 2), annexes I-III 

Ibid., Twenty-seventh Year, Special Supplement No, 2 
(S/lO852/Rev.l), annexes I-III 

Ibid., Twenty-ninth Year, Special Supplement NO. 2 
(S/11178/Rev.l), annexes I-IV 

Seventh report: Ibid,, Thirtieth Year, Special Supplement No. 2 
(Sj11$+/Rev.l), annexes II-V 

2. Annexes II to V to the present report contain additional information received 
by the Committee on 51 of the cases previously reported, together with the texts Of 
reports and substantive parts of correspondence with Governments received up to and 
including 15 December 1975 concerning 49 new cases brought to the Committee's 
attention since submission of the seventh report. The 49 new cases include 6 Cased 
opened from information supplied by the United States in its quarterly reports to 
the Committee and 6 cases opened from information supplied by individuals and 
non-governmental organizations. 

3. As indicated in the seventh report, five cases of suspected violation Of 
sanctions were closed during 1974 and, consequently, have been dropped from the 
list of cases currently under consideration given below. Those cases were: 

Case No. 127 Eastern Trading Company (Ptg), Ltd. 

Case No. 146 Tobacco - "Mercury Bay' 
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Case No. 160 Southern Rhodesia and the World Yachting Championships, 
Imperia, Italy 

Case No. USI- %afina E. Najam": Pakistan 

Case I\To. INGO- Southern Rhodesia and the World Ploughing Championships 

4. As of 15 December 1375, the cumulative number of cases on the Committee's list 
had reached 286. However, excluding the two reclassifications mentioned in the 
seventh report, the five cases closed in 1974, the four cases closed in 1973 and the 
eight cases closed in 1972, the number of cases which were under consideration by 
the Committee during 19'75 totals 267. 

Procedural practices of the Committee 

50 In the course of the implementation of its mandate, the Committee has at 
various times adopted procedural measures aimed at conducting its inquiries and 
handling its correspondence with Governments, individuals and non-governmental 
organizations with greater dispatch and efficiency. Those procedures9 which are 
sometimes referred to in annexes II, III, IV and V of the present report, were 
described previously (see, in particular, S/11178/Rev.l, paras. 139-141, and 
S/11594/Rev.l, paras. 8-13 and 104). 

6, Since then, the Committee decided at its 242nd meeting that a third reminder 
should henceforth be sent to Governments that failed to reply to its inquiries 
despite the fact that two reminders had been sent to them (see para, 14 above), 
At its 244th meeting, the Committee also decided that the no-objection procedure, 

; by which the Secretariat was instructed to circulate to the Committee members 
1 draft notes for possible dispatch, should be extended to information concerning 
i sports events gathered from published sources. 
I 

Finally, it may be recalled that when the Committee appears to have exhausted 
its inquiries without being able to resolve the matter, it may decide to send a 
standard note to all or any of the Governments concerned in the case from which no 
further replies are pending. The note includes the following paragraph: 

"The Committee is not satisfied on the basis of the information in 
its possession that there has not been a breach of sanctions6 The Committee 
hopes that the Government of will pursue the matter further and 
inform it immediately of any further information that may come to light, 
Meanwhile, the Committee has decided to place in' its permanent records the 
fact that insufficient information has been received to date to enable it 
to dispose of the case in a conclusive manner." 

COMPLETE LIST OF CASES CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION 

(In conformity with the usual practice, it has been considered useful t0 

arrange all the cases according to the commodities involved. Thus, in addition to 
the case number which follows the chronological order of the date Of its receipt 
bY the Committee, the cases have also been serially numbered for easy reference.) 
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A. METALLIC ORES, METALS AND THEIR ALLOYS 

Ferrochrome and chrome ores 

Serial No. 

(1) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

02) 

(13) 

04) 

Case No, 

1 

3 

5 

6 

7 

11 

17 

23 

25 

31 

36 

37 

40 

45 

Chrome sand - "Tjibodas": 
United Kingdom note dated 20 December 1968 

Chrome sand - "T'jipondok": 
United Kingdom note dated 22 January 1969 

Trade in chrome ore and ferrochrome: 
United Kingdom note dated 6 February 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Blue Sky": 
United Kingdom note dated 12 February 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Catharina Oldendorff": 
United Kingdom note dated 22 February 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Al Mubarakiah" and "Al Sabahiah": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 April 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Gasikara": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 June 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Massimoemee" and "Archon": 
United Kingdom note dated 8 July 1969 

Ferrochrome - "%'I: 
United Kingdom note dated 14 July 1969 

Chrome ore and ferrochrome - "Ville de Nantes" 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Ioannis": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Halleren": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Ville de Reims": 
United Kingdom note dated 29 August 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Tai Sun" and "Kyotai Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 20 September 1969 
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Serial No, 

(15) 

07) 

08) 

(19) 

(20) 

(2l> 

(22) 

(23) 

(24) 

(25) 

(26) 

(27) 

(28) 

(29) 

(30) 

Case No. 

55 

57 

59 

64 

71 

73 

74 

76 

79 

80 

89 

95 

100 

103 

108 

110 

Ferrochrome - "Guvnor": 
United Kingdom note dated 10 November 1969 

Chrome ore - "Myrtidiotissa": 
United Kingdom note dated 17 November 1969 

Shipments of ferrochrome to various countries: 
United Kingdom note dated $ December 1969 

Chrome ore and ferrochrome - "Birte Oldendorff": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 December 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Disa": 
United Kingdom note dated 2 April 1970 

Chrome ore - "Selene": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 April 1970 

Chrome ores and concentrates - "Castasegna": 
United Kingdom note dated 17 April 1970 

Ferrochrome - "Hodakasan Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 May 1970 

Chrome ore - "Schuttiq": 
United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1970 

Chrome ore - "Klostertor": 
United Kingdom note dated 10 June 1970 

Chrome ore - "Ville du Havre": 
United Kingdom note dated 18 August 1970 

Ferrochrome and ferrosilicon - "Trautenfels": 
United Kingdom note dated 11 September 1970 

Chrome - "Cuxhaven": 
United Kingdom note dated 1.6 October 1970 

Chrome ore - "Anna Presthus": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 October 1970 

Minerals - "Schonfels": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 1970 

Chrome ores - "Kybfels": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 January 1971 
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Serial No. 

1311 

(32) 

(33) 

(34) 

135) 

(36) 

Silicon 

(37) 

Case No. 

116 

130 

135 

153 

165 

212 

1’78 

179 

Ferro-manganese 

(39) 185 

Tungsten ore 

Copper 

(411 

(42) 

(43) 

1" -. L 

15 

34 

Chrome ores and concentrates - "Rotenfels": 
United Kingdom note dated 31 March 1971 

Chrome ore - "Agios Georgios": 
Information supplied by Somalia on 2'7 March 1972 

Chrome ore - "Santos Vega": 
Information supplied by Somalia on 20 March 1972 

Ferrochrome - 'gItaimbe": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 August 1973 

Chrome ore - vvGemstonevv: 
United Kingdom note dated 5 February 1974 

Ferrochrome - "Gerd Wesch": 
United Kingdom note dated 9 July 1975 

Silicon-chrome - "Tsedek": 
United Kingdom note dated 7 June 1974 

Silicon metal - "Atlantic Fury": 
United Kingdom note dated 18 June 1974 

Ferro-manganese - "Straat Nagasaki": 
United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1974 

Tungsten ore - "Tenko Maru" and "Suruga Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 28 May 1970 

Copper concentrates - "T;lipondokvv: 
United Kingdom note dated 12 May 1969 

Copper concentrates - "Eizan Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 June 1969 

Copper exports: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1969 
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Serial No. 

(44) 

(45) 

Nickel 

W 

(47) 

(48) 

(49) 

(so) 

, 
1 Lithium ores 
I I 

(51) 

(52) 

(53) 

Case No. 

51 

99 

102 

109 

118 

184 

193 

20 

24 

30 

32 

46 

54 

86 

Copper concentrates - "Straat Futami": 
United Kingdom note dated 8 October 1969 

Copper - various ships: 
United Kingdom note dated 9 October 1970 

Nickel - "Randfontein": 
United Kingdom note dated 28 October 1970 

Nickel - "Sloterkerk": 
United Kingdom note dated 11 January 1971 

Nickel - "Serooskerk": 
United Kingdom note dated 6 May 1971 

Nickel - "Kunashamn": 
United Kingdom note dated 2 July 1974 

Electrolytic nickel cathodes - "Pleias": 
United Kingdom note dated 22 October 1974 

Petalite - "Sad0 Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 June 1969 

Petalite - "Abbekerk": 
United Kingdom note dated 12 July 1969 

Petalite - "Simonskerk": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1969 

Petalite - "Yang Tse": 
United Kingdom note dated 6 August 1969 

Petalite - "Kyotai !4aru": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969 

Lepidolite - "Ango": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 October 1969 

Petalite ore - "Krugerland": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1970 
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(58) Tantalite - "Table Bay": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 1970 

(59) 151 Petalite - s9Merrimac": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 July 1973 

Pig-iron and steel billets" 

(41) 

(62) 85 

(63) 114 

64) 137 

(65) 138 

(66 > 140 

Graphite 

(67) 38 

(68) 43 

(69) 62 

(70) 

(71) 

29 

172 

187 

Pig-iron - "Mare Piceno": 
United Kingdom note dated 23 July 1969 

Steel billets: 
United Kingdom note dated 16 February 1970 

Steel billets - "Despinan" and "Biroonir': 
United Kingdom note dated 30 July 1970 

Steel products - "Gemini Exporter": 
United Kingdom note dated 3 February 1971 

Steel billets - "Malaysia Fortune" 
United Kingdom note dated 26 October 1972 

Steel billets - "Aliakmon Pilot": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 October 1972 

Steel billets and maize - "Char Hwa": 
United Kingdom note dated 9 April 1973 

Graphite - "Kaapland": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

Graphite - "Tanga": 
United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1969 

Graphite - 'vTransvaal", "Kaapland", "Stellenbosch" -- 
and "Swellendami9: 
United Kingdom note dated 22 December 1969 

B. .MINERAL FUELS 

Crude oil: 
United Kingdom note dated 7 May 19'74 

Crushed coking coal: 
United Kingdom note dated 23 July 1974 
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Lt 

/ .A 
,’ 

Serial No. 

(72) 

(73) 

(74) 

(75) 

(78) 

030) 

(82) 

(83) 

034) 

(85) 

(87) 

Case No. 

4 

10 

19 

26 

35 

82 

92 

98 

104 

105 

149 

156 

157 

164 

169 

196 

C, TOBACCO 

Tobacco - "Mokaria": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 January 1969 

Tobacco - "Mohasi": 
United Kingdom note dated 29 March 1969 

Tobacco - "Goodwill": 
United KingKnx dated 25 June 1969 

Transactions in Southern Rhodesian tobacco: 
United Kingdom note dated 14 July 1-969 

Tobacco - "Montaigle": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1969 

Tobacco - "Elias L": 
United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1970 

Cigarettes believed to be manufactured in Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 

Tobacco - "Hellenic Beach": 
United Kingdom note dated 7 October 1970 

Tobacco - "Agios Nicolaos": 
United Kingdom note dated 2 November 1970 

Tobacco - 9'Ebntaltovv: 
United Kingdom note dated 2 November 1970 

Tobacco - "Straat Holland": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 July 1973 

Tobacco - "Hellenic Glory": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 October 1973 

Tobacco - "Oran,jeland": 
United Kingdom note dated 9 October 1373 

Tobacco - "Mexico Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 January 1974 

Tobacco - "Adelaide Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 5 April 1974 

Tobacco - "Streefkerk" and "Swellendsm": 
United King%% note dated 5 December 1974 
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Serial No, 

038) 

(89) 

(PO> 18 Trade in maize: 
United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1969 

(91) 39 Maize - "Fraternity": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

(92) 44 Maize - "Galini": 
United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1969 

(93) 47 Maize - "Santa Alexandra": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969 

(94) 49 Maize - "Zeno": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 September 1.969 

(95) 56 Maize - "Julia L.": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 November 1969 

(96) 63 Maize - "PoLvxene C.": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 Dec:ember 1.969 

(97) 90 Kaize - "VirW": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 August 1970 

(98) 

(99) 

(100) 

001) 

(102 1 

(103) 

91 Maize - "Master Daskalos": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 August 1970 

97 Maize - "Lambros M. Fatsis": 
Uni/ted Kingdom note dated 30 September 1970 

106 Maize - "Corvifflia": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 19‘70 

124 Maize - "Armenia": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 August 1971 

125 

139 

Maize - "Alexandros SF': 
United Kingdom note dated 23 September 1971 

Maize - "Pythia": 
United Kingdom note dated 6 April 1973 

Case No. 

202 

207 

Tobacco - ",k!. Drammensflord": 
United fingdcmrnut e dated 6 March 1975 

Imports of tobacco by Belgian firm: 
United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1975 

D. CEJWALS 
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E. COTTON AND COTTON SEEDS 

Serial No. 

(104 > 

05 > 

(106 1 

(107) 

tio8) 

(109) 

(110) 

(111) 

(112 > 

013 > 

014) 

015) 

(116 1 

Case No. 

53 

96 

8 

13 

14 

16 

22 

33 

42 

61 

68 

117 

183 

28 

cotton seed - "Holly Trader": 
United Kingdom note dated 23 October 1969 

Cotton - "S. A. Statesman": 
United Kingdom note dated 14 September 1970 

F, MEAT 

Meat - "Kaapland": 
United Kingdom note dated 10 March 1969 

Meat - "Zuiderkerk": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 May 1969 

Beef - "Tabora": 
United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1969 

Beef - "Tu,qelaland": 
United Kingdom note dated 16 June 1969 

Beef - "Swellendam": 
United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1969 

Meat - "T&vet a" : 
United Kingdom note dated 8 August 1969 

Meat - "Polana": 
United Kingdom note dated 17 September 1969 

Chilled meat: 
United Kingdom note dated 8 December 1969 

Pork - '~A1corFv: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

Frozen meat - "Drymakos": 
United Kingdom note dated 21 April lpi'1 

Trade in meat and banking facilities: 
United Kingdom note dated 25 June 1974 

G. SUGAR 

Sugar - "Byzantine Monarch": 
United Kingdom note dated 21 July 1969 
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Serial No. 

(118) 

020) 

(121) 

(122) 

(123) 

(124) 

(126 > 

km 

(128) 

(129) 

(130) 

(1311 

(132) 

Case No. 

60 

65 

72 

a3 

94 

112 

115 

119 

122 

126 

128 

131 

132 

147 

2 

Sugar - "Filotis": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 December 1969 

Sugar - "Eleni": 
United Kingdom note dated 5 January 1970 

Sugar - "Lavrentios": 
United Kingdom note dated 8 April 1970 

Sugar - "Angelia": 
United Kingdom note dated 8 July 1970 

Sugar - "Philomila": 
United Kisae dated 28 August 19'i'O 

Sugar - '7Evangelos M9 : 
United Kingdom note dated 22 January 1971 

Sugar - "Aegean Mariner": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 14arch 1971 

Sugar - "Calli": 
United Kingdom note dated 10 May 1971 

Sugar - "Netanya": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1971 

Sugar - "Netanya": 
United Kingdom note dated 7 October 1971 

Sugar - vlNetanya'v: 
United Kingdom note dated 11 February 1972 

Sugar - "Mariner": 
United Kingdom note dated 12 April 1972 

Sugar - "Primrose": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 April 1972 

Sugar - "Anangel Ambition": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 June 1973 

H. FERTILIZEHS AND AMMOI\TIA 

Import of manufactured fertilizers from Europe: 
United Kingdom note dated 14 January 1969 

-4o- 



Serial No. 

(133) 

Case No. 

48 Ammonia - "But aneuve": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969 

(134) 52 Bulk ammonia: 
United Kingdom notes dated 15 October and 
10 November 1969 

(135) 66 Ammonia - "C&onsfs: 
United Kingdom note dated 7 January 1970 

(136) 69 Ammonia - "WIariotte": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

(137) 101 Anhydrous ammonia: 
United States note dated 12 October 1970 

(138) 113 Anhydrous ammonia - "Cypress" and "Isfonn": 
United Kingdom note dated 29 January 1971 

(139) 123 Anhydrous ammonia - "Znon": 
United Kingdom note d= 30 August 1971 

040) 129 Anhydrous ammonia - '%ristian Birkeland": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 February 1972 

(141) 204 Import of agricultural crop chemicals into Southern 
Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 March 1975 

(142) 50 

I. MACHINERY 

Tractor kits: 
United Kingdom note dated 2 October 1969 

(143) 

(144) 

(145) 

0.46) 

58 Book-keeping and accounting machines: 
Italian note dated 6 November 1969 

161 Electric generating equipment: 
United Kingdom note dated 3 December 1973 

170 

177 

Spare parts for sewing or knitting machines: 
United Kingdom note dated 10 April 1974 

Machine tools: 
United Kingdom note dated 4 June 1974 
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Serial No. Case No. 

(147) 189 Vankie power station: 
United Kingdom note dated 9 September 1974 

(148) ew Rolling mill rolls: 
United Kingdom note dated 6 June 1975 

(149) 221 Supply of electrical equipment: 
United Kingdom note dated 1 September 1975 

J. TRANSPORT EQUIPMENT 

Motor vehicles and/or motor-vehicle spares 

(150) 9 Motor vehicles: 
United States note dated 28 March 1969 

051) 145 Trucks, engines etc.: 
Information obtained by the Committee from published 
sources 

(152) 168 Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "Straat Ric'l: 
United Kingdom note dated 15 March 1974 

(153) 173 Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "Danhne": 
United Kingdom note dated 16 May 1974 

(154) 180 Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "Straat Rio": 
United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1974 

(155) 182 Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "M. Citadel": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 June 1974 

(156) 195 Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - %oula K": 
United Kingdom note dated 28 November 1974 

(157) 197 Trade in motor vehicles (and other commodities): 
United Kingdom note dated 6 December 1974 

Aircraft and/or aircraft spares 

(158) 41 Aircraft spares: 
United Kingdom note dated 5 September 1969 

(159) 67 Supply of aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 21 January 1970 

b-60) 144 Sale of three Boeing aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 
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Serial No. - 

(161) 

Case TTo. 

162 

(162) 206 

(163) 232 

Others 

(164) 

(165) 

88 

141 

K. TEXTILE FABRICS AND RELATED PRODUCTS 

(IW 93 

(167) 150 

(1W 152 

L. SPORTING ACTIVITIES AND OTHER INTERNATIONAL COMl'ETITIONS 

(u-3) 120 

(170) 

(171) 

(172) 

148 

166 

167 

Viscount aircraft: 
United Kingdom note dated 17 January 1974 

Jet fighters and other military equipment: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Acquisition of DC-~ aircraft by Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 28 November 1975 

Cycle accessories: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1970 

Locomotives - "Beira": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 April 1973 

Shirts manufactured in Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 

Cotton corduroy - "Straat Nagasaki": 
United Kingdom note dated 23 June 1973 

Textiles - "Ise Maru" and "Acapulco Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 7 August 1973 

Southern Rhodesia and the Olympic Games: 
Note from the Federal Republic of Germany 
dated 5 April 1971 

Southern Rhodesia and the Maccabiah Games: 
Information supplied to the Committee by the Sudan 
on 21 June 1973 

Southern Rhodesia and the International Judo 
Federation: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Tour of a Southern Rhodesian cricket player abroad: 
Information obtained from published sources 
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Serial No. 

(173) 

(174) 

(175) 

(176) 

(177) 

(178) 

(i79j 

(180) 

(1811 

(182) 

(183) 

(1841 216 

(185) 217 

Case No. 

174 

175 

181 

186 

191 

192 

198 

199 

205 

211 

215 

Hockey team on tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
”  

Information obtained from published sources 

Yachting coach on tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the Federation of International 
Football Associations (FIFA): 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the International Chess 
Federation (FIDE): 
Information obtained from published sources 

New Zealand cricket club tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Hockey club cn tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the golf championships in 
Colombia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the golf championships in 
the Dominican Republic: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Irish rugby team tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Tour of certain European countries by 
Southern Rhodesian hockey club: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the World Association of 
Girl Guides and Girl Scouts (WAGGS): 
Information obtained from published sources 

United States basketball coach tour of Southern 
Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Visit to Southern Rhodesia by Argentinian hockey 
umpire: 
Information obtained from published sources 
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(190 > 

(191) 

(1% ) 

Cl.97 ) 

Serial No. 

m6) 

(187) 

m3> 

(W> 

(192) 

(193) 

(194) 

(195) 

, 

Case No. 

219 

220 

222 

223 

224 

225 

226 

228 

229 

230 

231 

234 

Southern Rhodesia and the International Lawn Tennis 
Federation (ILTF): 
Information obtained from published sources 

Southern Rhodesia and the International Amateur 
Swimming Federation (FINA): 
Information obtained from published sources 

Participation of Southern Rhodesian yachtsmen in 
the World Fireball regatta in France: 
Information obtained from published sources 

International squash tournament in Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Participation of Southern Rhodesians in the World 
Ploughing Match in Canada: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Visit of English polo team to Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

International Wanderers cricket team visit to 
Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Visit of Southern Rhodesian karate coach to France: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Participation of Southern Rhodesian player in the 
international tennis championships in Spain: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Participation of Southern Rhodesian in the 
commemorative marathon in Greece: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Participation of Southern Rhodesians in the 
Dewar Tennis Cup matches: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Visit of the American All-Stars College Basketball 
Team to Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 
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Serial No. 

(198) 

(199) 

(200) 

(201) 

(202) 

(203) 

M  l BANKING, INSURANCE AND OTHER RELATED FACILITIES 

Case No. -..- 

163 

171 

203 

208 

143 

(204) 190 

(205) 194 

(206) 200 

wi? 213 

(208) 227 

Swiss company loan to Rhodesia Railways: 
United Kingdom note dated 22 January 1974 

Rhodesia Iron and Steel Corporation (RISCO): 
Information obtained from published sources 

I\Tew Zealand insurance companies: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Payment by Southern Rhodesian bank to Austrian company: 
United Kingdom note dated 7 March 1975 

Financial loan to a Southern Rhodesian company: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 May 1975 

N. TOURISM AND OTHER RELATED MATTERS 

Southern Rhodesian representational offices abroad: 

(a) Rhodesia National Tourist Board: 
Basel, Switzerland; 

(b) Rhodesian information centre and Air Rhodesia 
office, Sydney, Australia; 

(c) Rhodesia information office, Washington, D.C., USA, 
and Rhodesia tourist and Air Rhodesia offices, 
New York, USA; 

(d) Rhodesia Information Office, Paris, France: 
Information obtained from published sources and 
from non-governmental sources. 

Tourism agencies and Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Holiday Inns and car-rentals: ,+* 
Information obtained from published sources 

Publication of a tourist guide to Southern Rhodesia: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Flights to and from Southern Rhodesia: 
Case opened at the 243rd meeting 

Organized tours abroad for persons using Southern 
Rhodesian passports: 
Information obtained from published sources 
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Serial No. 

(209) 

(210) 

(211) 

(212) 

(213) 

(214) 

(215) 

(216) 

m7) 

(218) 

P. 

Case No. 

USI- 

WI-2 

WI-3 

Case No. 

133 

154 

155 

158 

159 

201 

210 

214 

218 

233 

0. OTHER CASES 

Supply of medical equipment to the University of 
Southern Rhodesia: 
Swedish note dated 7 June 1972 

"Tango Romeo" - Sanctions-breaking activities 
x&a Gabon: 
Information obtained from published sources and 
supplied to the Committee by the United Kingdom 
on 30 August 1973 

Cameras from Switzerland: 
United Kingdom note dated 27 September 1973 

Pine oil from the United States - "Charlotte Lykes": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 October 1973 

Cardboard containers from Spain: 
United Kingdom note dated 12 November 1973 

Danish trade with Southern Rhodesia: 
Information supplied by Denmark 

Supply of various items of miscellaneous equipment 
to Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 24 June 1975 

Swiss trade with Southern Rhodesia: information 1 
obtained from published sou,rces submitted by 
Switzerland 

Southern Rhodesia and the International Chamber of 
Commerce: 
Information obtained from published sources 

Supply of chemical substances to Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 1 December 1975 

IMPORT OF CHROME, NICKEL AND OTHER MATERTALS FROM SOUTHERN RHODESJA 
INTO THE UNITED STATES 'OF AMERICA (ship and country of iegistratlon) 

"La Chacra": United Kingdom 

vvTreutenfelsvv: Federal Republic of Germany 

"Bris": Norway 
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Case No. 

USI- 

USI- 

USI-6 

USI- 

m-8 

us1-9 

USI- 

us1-11 

us1-12 

USI- 

uSI- 

USI- 

~~1-16 

USL17 

us1-19 

us1-20 

TJs1-21 

USI- 

us1-24 

~~1-2 5 

\ ~31-26 

USI- 

"African Sun", 'iMoormacove", "Moormacargosrs "African Moon", 
"African Lightning", "Moormacbay", "African Mercuryv's -I 
"African Dawn" and "~~oormactrade": United States 

"Hellenic Leader", "North Highness", v7Venthisikimi'v and 
"Ocean Pegasus": Greece 

"S. A. Huguenot" and "Nederburg": South Africa 

"Angelo Scinicariello" and "Alfred0 Prima": Italy 

"Marne Lloyd", "Musi Lloyd" and "Merwe Lloyd": Netherlands 

"Aktion" 9 "Pholegandros", "Mexican Gulf" and "Trade Carrier": 
Liberia 

"Trade Carrier": Liberia 

"Hellenic Destiny": Greece 

"Costas Frangos": Greece 

"Adelfoi": Liberia 

"Costas Frangos" and "Nortrans Unitgf': Greece 

f'Weltevredenv': South Africa 

"Steinfels": Federal Republic of Germany 

"Nedlloyd Kingston": Netherlands 

"Nedlloyd Kembla": Netherlands 

'*Morganstar": South Africa 

"Hellenic Destiny", "Ocean Pegasus", "Venthisikimi", "Costaa 
Frangos" and "Nortrans Unity"' . * Greece 

"Sun River": Norway 

v'Wildenfelss' and "Steinfels": Federal Republic of Germany 

"Hellenic Destiny": Greece 

"Weser Express": Federal Republic of Germany 

%tockenfelssv: Federal Republic of Germany 
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Case No. 

~1-28 

us1-29 

USI- 

USI- 

USI- 

USI- 

USI- 

USI- 

~~1-36 

USI-37 

usI- 

USI- 

us140 

INGO- 

INGO- 3 

INGO- 

INGO- 

INGO- 

"S. A. Huguenot": South Africa 

'?Hellenic. Laurel": Greece 

"Nedlloyd Kimberlyis: Netherlands 

"Nedlloyd Kembla": Netherlands 

'!Hellenic Carrier": Greece 

"Nedlloyd Kvoto": Netherlands 

"Diana Skou": Denmark 

"Hellenic Sun": Greece 

"New England Trapper": Liberia 

"Ogden Sacramento": Panama 

"Ascendant": Panama 

"Safina-E-Rehmet": Pakistan 

"Nedlloyd Kingston": Netherlands 

Q. CASES OPENED FROM INFORMATION SUPPLIED BY INDIVIDUALS 
AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORG&TIZATIONS 

Joba/Etb. Zephyr Co., Amsterdam: 
Information supplied by the Anti-Apartheids Beweging Nederland, 
Amsterdam, Netherlands 

Tour of certain African countries, including Southern Rhodesia: 
Information supplied by the Mouvement pour la de'fense de la paix 
en Finlsnde 

Air Rhodesia and IATA Agreements: 
Information supplied by the Center for Social Action of the 
United Church of Christ, New York, United States of America 

Ferrochrome: 
Information obtained from non-governmental sources 

Tobacco: 
Report submitted by the Anti-Apartheids Beweging Nederland, 
Amsterdam, Netherlands 
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Case No. 

INGO- 

INGO- 

INGO- 

INGO- 

INGO- 

INGO- 

Tourism and travel to and from Southern Rhodesia: 
Information supplied by the Research Group for Interparliamentary 
Questions, Bonn, the Federal Republic of Germany 

Tourism, immigration and transfer of funds to Southern Rhodesia: 
Information supplied by the National Anti-Apartheid Committee 
(NAAC) of New Zealand 

Cargo Air Transport (CAT); 
Information supplied by the Cornit centre le colonialisme et 
l'apartheid, Brussels, Belgium 

Package tours to Southern Rhodesia and landing rights to airlines 
flying to Salisbury: 
Information supplied by Ms. Barbara Rogers 

Tour to Southern Rhodesia organized by a United Kingdom travel 
agency: 
Information supplied by the Women's International League for 
Peace, British Branch, London3 United Kingdom 

Trading activities and other relations with Southern Rhodesia: 
Information supplied by the Mouvement centre le racisme, 
l'anti-s&itisme et pour la paix, Paris, France. 
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Annex I 

PROPOSALS SUBMITTED TO THE COMZvlITTEE ON THE ORGANIZATION AND 
PROGRAMME OF WORK AND SUMMARY OF THE ENSUING DISCUSSION 

1. men the Comdttee began consideration of its programme of work for 1975, 
the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics suggested that the 
organization of work needed to be radically changed SO that the Committee would 
not be burdened with the discussion of details and would have time to review and 
include in its annual report to the Security Council not only a list of the cases 
it had considered but the conclusions reached and the views and recommendations 
formulated by the Committee. His delegation wished to point out that, in accordance 
with the mandate the Committee had received from the Security Council, the 
consideration of cases was only part of the major task which the Committee was 
required to carry out: it should, in its work, also pay great attention to 
qUeStiOnS on a wider and more general level relating to the implementation of the 
sanctions and other questions relating to the realization of the right to freedom 
of the people of Southern Rhodesia, Accordingly, the Committee's work should be 
reorganized so as to concentrate on the key questions, that is (a) overt violations 
of sanctions; (b) the list of countries to which 20 or more notes concerning 
violations of sanctions had been sent; (c) the foreign companies most often named 
in the work of the Committee as well as the foreign companies operating in the 
territory of Southern Rhodesia; (d) the expansion of sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia; (e) the extension of the sanctions to South Africa; and (f) the 
information provided by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
in accordance with Security Council resolution 253 (19681, paragraph 21, and 
resolution 277 (1970), paragraphs 21 and 22. The Secretariat should prepare 
factual information regarding those questions which should be included in the 
Committee's programme of work. In particular, a summary of overt violations of 
sanctions by the United States could be prepared, as well as a list of the 
countries to which the Secretary-General had sent 20 or more queries in COnneXiOn 
with suspected violations of sanctions and a list of the foreign companies most 
frequently named in connexion with cases of suspected sanctions violations, 
together with another list of the foreign companies operating in Southern Rhodesia= 
The Committee should also take UP the questions of expanding sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia, of extending them to South Africa, and of discharging its wider 
mandate designed to achieve freedom and independence for the People of Zimbabwe* 
He suggested also that the co-operation between the Committee and the Specie 
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration 
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and .Peo??les, which dealt 
with many of the subjects with which the Committee itself W&S concerned, including 
the activities of foreign companies in Southern Rhodesia, should be continued and 
expanded. 

2. The representative of the Soviet Union also wondered when the information 
which the Committee was entitled to receive from the United Kingdom in accordance 
with paragraph 21 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) and Paragraphs *l 
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and 22 of Security Council resolution 27'7 (1970) could be expected. Moreover, 
in accordance with paragraph 1 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), the 
United Kingdom had been called upon to take all possible measures to put an end 
to political repression, including arrests, detentions, trials and executions which 
violated fundamental freedoms and rights of the people of Southern Rhodesia, 
Information was needed on those matters as well as on the measures taken by the 
United Kingdom, in accordance with paragraph 2 of Security Council resolution 
253 (1968), paragraph 4 of Security Council resolution 277 (1970) and paragraph 2 
of Security Council resolution 288 (1970). The Committee was also entitled to 
receive information on measures taken by the United Kingdom, pursuant to 
paragraph 17 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), to ensure a settlement 
that would take into account the views of the people of Southern Rhodesia, in 
particular those of the political parties advocating majority rule, and that such 
settlement was acceptable to the people of Southern Rhodesia as a whole. The 
question of the information to be provided by the United Kingdom had been raised 
by his delegation over a year ago; thus far, that information had not been receivei 
and the spirit and letter of the relevant Security Council resolutions had 
therefore been violated. With regard to the consideration of cases, a working 
group of the Committee, consisting of non-permanent members of the Security 
Council, should be established to deal with individual cases and to make proposals 
to the Committee. 

3. The representative of Iraq supported the Soviet proposals, in particular, 
those relating to the overt sanctions violations and to the foreign companies, 
He proposed the following items for inclusion in the Committee's programme of work 
(a) a decision by the Committee to meet regularly every week; (b) activities of 
foreign companies in Southern Rhodesia; (c) insurance of goods and passengers 
going to or from Southern Rhodesia; (d) immigration, tourism and sporting 
activities in connexion with Southern Rhodesia; (e) the question of sending notes 
of inquiry to and receiving written replies from Governments represented on the 
Committee; (f) the question of the Committee's relationship with the Organization 
of African Unity (OAU). 

4. He pointed out that the question of foreign companies in Southern Rhodesia 
deserved special consideration in view of the importance of such foreign interests 
to the Rhodesian economy. He therefore supported the proposal that the Secretariat 
should bring up to date the list of such companies; that the list should be made 
public through all possible channels of communications and brought to the attention 
of African Governments, through OAU. He also suggested that the question of 
insurance should be considered again in depth, as well as the questions of 
immigration, tourism and sporting activities. Regardi,ng sporting aCtiVities, the 
Secretariat should be authorized to prepare notes on sporting events involving 
Southern Rhodesia and to circulate them with "no-objection" slips. With regard tc 
the sending of notes to, and the receipt of written replies from, members of the 
Committee, his delegation held that the members of the Committee should no longer 
be given favoured treatment in that regard, As to the question of the Committee's 
relations with OAU, his delegation proposed that observer status in the Committee 
should be granted to a representative of that organization. More publicity should 



be given to the work of the Committee, 
periodic press conferences. 

and, to that end, the Chairman should hold 
Also, closer contacts and exchanges of information 

should be promoted with non-governmental organisations concerned with the situation 
in Southern Rhodesia. With regard to the division of the Committee's work, he 
suggested that the Committee should devote some meetings to the consideration of 
specific cases and others to general topics relating to violations of sanctions. 
The representative of Iraq also requested the Secretariat to prepare a list of 
recommendations, decisions and suggestions made by the Committee as .a whole during 
1973 and 1974 and asked that such a list should be brought up to date on a regular 
quarterly basis, so that it could serve as reference material for members of the 
Committee. 

5. The r@prcsentative of Japan stated that simultaneous and unremitting pressure 
from inside and outside Southern Rhodesia to bring about a just and satisfactory 
settlement ConStitUted the best hope for the early success of the Committee. He 
observed that recent events encouraged his delegation to believe that victory in 
the long struggle against racial discrimination in Southern Rhodesia was not too 
far distant. He drew attention to certain press reports which had been circulated 
in 1974 dleging that some Japanese companies had been evading sanctions. He 
offered firm assurances that the Government of Japan had Strictly enforced the 
SS.IICtiOns required by United Nations resolutions and that it had neither trade 
nor any other relations with the illegal regime in Salisbury. He stated that 
violators would be liable to administrative disciplinary action and criminal 
punishment. He could not agree to the proposal that a list of countries to which 
the Secretary-General had sent 20 or more notes concerning suspected violations of 
sanctions should be issued. He stated that the primary objective of notes was to 
seek information on suspected cases of violations. The mere fact that some Member 
States received such notes should not be interpreted as implying that they had been 
involved in violation of sanctions, He stressed the importance of wording all notes 
sent from the Secretary-General to Governments in a manner which could not be 
construed as accusatory. He stated that such a list would be meaningless and the 
figure 20 was an arbitrary number. It would be more useful, for the consideration 
Of follow-up measures, to establish an up-to-date list of countries whose 
co-operazion had been solicited but which had not responded or did not provide 
SatiSfactory replies to the Committee's inquiries. The representative of Japan 
could not agree to the proposal that the Committee should at the current stage be 
divided into working groups, He stated that the Committee as a whole had a joint 
responsibility in regard to the implementation of Security COunCi1 resolutions and 
found no reasons to support the proposal. With regard to the proposal Of PreSS 

interviews or press conferences by the Chairman, he stated that they were necessary 
to inform the public and non-members of the Committee of its work. In that 
connexisn, he suggested that the Committee might consider the possibility of holding 
occasional public meetings in order to secure closer co-operation with delegatlcns 
which were not members of the Committee. As regards the allOCatiOn of meetings, 
his delegation was prepared to agree with the wishes Of the majority cf the 
Committee, but that, whatever the ratio adopted, the Committee should proceed in 
a flexible manner. If many cases were still pending at the time cf Preparation 
cf the annual report, more time should be devoted to the consideration Of specific 
cases, 
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6. The representative of Sweden stated that the possibilities for new 
developments .in the area did not justify a wait-and-see attitude as far-as the 
work of the Committee was concerned. On the contrary, the Committee shoulh seek 
to enhance the effectiveness of sanctions supervision in order to increase the 
pressure on the illegal rggime. By faithfully implementing the rules, he said, 
the world Organization and its membership could show its determination to contribute 
to speeding up the process towards self-determination of the majority of the people 
of Zimbabwe. Uoting that a special law on sanctions against Southern Rhodesia 
had been promulgated by Sweden in 1969 and was being faithfully enforced, he stated 
that Sweden would favourably study proposals aiming at extending the system of 
sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, especially since the list of examples in 
Article 41 of the Charter had not yet been exhausted by decisions of the Security 
Council. It was equally important, however, to ensure that measures already decided 
upon were implerflented in an effective way. To that end he proposed that the 
Committee should examine the question of how older cases could be reviewed more 
effectively. Moreover, noting that considerable efforts had been devoted to 
preparation of a manual to guide the Committee, as well as Governments and 
governmental agencies, in handling questions of documentation concerning goods 
originating in southern Africa, he suggested that the Committee should consider 
making positive recommendations in that regard. He proposed that the Committee 
should continue to give attention--to the problem of interline agreements between 
Air Rhodesia and other airlines. 

7. The representative of Sweden agreed that the Committee should address itself 
to the question of the activities of foreign companies in Southern Rhodesia. His 
delegation was prepared to study questions relating to insurance, which might be 
taken up in the context of cases brought to the attention of the Committee. His 
delegation agreed that international sporting exchanges between teams or 
individuals from Southern Rhodesia and tourism to Southern Rhodesia were contrary 
to the spirit and intent of the sanctions imposed on Southern Rhodesia. The 
Committee would therefore be fully justified in continuing to give attention t0 

those matters. Regarding the proposal to send notes of inquiry to the members of 
the Committee, he supported it on the basis that there could be no reason why 
members of the Committee should be treated differently from non-members as far as 
such notes were concerned. His delegation also believed that it was useful to 
expand the existing channels of information open to the Committee, He noted, 
however, that information regarding the recommendations, decisions and suggestions 
made in the Committee had already been provided in the Committee's annual reports. 

8. The representative of Sweden believed that it would be app.ropriate for the 
Committee to give attention to both covert and overt violations of sanctions. 
Sweden, however, could not accept the notion that a mission's receipt of 20 or 
more notes from the Secretary-GeneraL had any special significance. His delegation, 
therefore, could not support the idea of publishing lists on the basis of such 
purely numerical. considerations without regard to the actual facts in each case. 
The Swedish delegation could not support the proposal to set up a special working 
group to study cases brought to the attention of the Committee, since the Committee 
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already was sufficiently limited in membership to allow for effective study, 
ivioreover , it was unlikely that any member of the Committee would accept the idea 
of being represented by another delegation in the essential work of studying the 
cases. Be said that it was obvious that the Committee!s mandate did not allow 
for an extension of sanctions to South Africa, and he felt that the appropriate 
forum for examining that question was the Security Council itself, Finally, he 
expressed the hope that the delegation of the United Kingdom would continue to 
provide basic information to the Committee in as much detail as possible. 

9. The ~e~?XSentatiVe Of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic stated that 
the experience of the previous year had shown that the consideration of specific 
cases had not led to the proper implementation of sanctions, It was because too 
much time had been devoted to questions of details that the Committee's last annual 
repOrt to the Security COUnCil contained no conclusions or recommendations conducive 
to the effective implementation of sanctions. His delegation fully supported the 
Var?.OUS prOpOsalS concerning ways in which the Committee could improve its work, 
Great importance should be attached to general issues. Consideration of the 
extension of sanctions to South Africa or of open violations of sanctions could 
make a much greater contribution to the Committee's work than the consideration of 
a vast number of cases. The Committee had not yet considered the situation with 
regard to countries which had received more than 20 notes from the Secretary-General, 
and his delegation supported the proposal that the list of such countries prepared 
by the Secretariat should be brought up to date for consideration by the Committee. 
IIe noted that much attention was currently being paid within the United Nations 
to the question of multinational corporations, The General Assembly had considered 
their activities in Southern Rhodesia and had indicated in several resolutions that 
those activities constituted a major obstacle to the implementation of the Assembly 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. 
His delegation disagreed with those who felt that the Committee should not consider 
that question or that it did not have enough data at its disposal to prepare a list 
of such companies operating in Southern Rhodesia. There was no reason why the 
Secretariat document on the subject could not be brought up to date and possibly 
be made more accurate so that the Committee could make recommendations on that 
subject to the Security Council. The Committee should also consider the queStion 

of extending sanctions to South Africa, which had already been raised in the 
Security Council. His delegation endorsed the proposal that the Committee should 
hold one or more open meetings, as well as the proposal that information received 
from the United Kingdom should be considered in the context Of Security Council 
resolutions 253 (1968) and 27’7 (1970). As for the establishment of a working group 
of non-permanent members of the Security Council to consider specific Cases of 
suspected violations of sanctions) his delegation would support it Since such a 
proposal would m&e it possible for the Committee to consider cases more 
effectively, accelerate its work as a whole, and give greater attention t0 the 
general questions , while leaving the final. decision on those cases to the Committee. 

10. The representative of China stressed the need for the strict implementation 
of the sanctions against Southern Rhodesia and for Vigorous suPPort of the just 
struggle of the Zimbabwe people for national liberation against the Smith racist 
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rggime. He was in favour of the inclusion in the Committee's programme of work 
Of an item concerning the strengthening of the implementation of sanctions and 
the widening of their scope and supported the proposals made by the representatives 
of Iraq, the United Republic of Tanzania and others in that respect. He supported 
the views of the African representatives that in order to make the sanctions 
against Southern Rhodesia effective, the sanctions should be widened to cover South 
Africa. He was in favour of the proposal for strengthening the Committee's 
relationship with OAU and for inviting the representative of OAU to participate 
in the Committee's discussions on specific cases, as well as on general subjects. 

11. The representative of Costa Rica said that his delegation would support for 
inclusion in the Committee's programme of work any item which could lead to the 
reinforcement and broadening of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia in accordance 
with Article 41 of the Charter of the United Nations, 

12. The representative of France noted that the proposals before the Committee had 
already appeared in-annex .I to the Committee's seventh report issued at the end of 
1974 (S/11594/Rev.l), because no agreement could be,reached on them in' 
the Committee at that time. He'agreed with those who felt that the. 
Committee should forthwith begin considering specific cases. Regarding the proposal 
that a working group of from three to five members could be set up to deal with 
specific cases, he noted that since the Committee comprised only 15 members, there 
was no need to subdivide it. In any case, the work had to be carried out by the 
Committee as a whole because the Committee could not delegate authority, especially 
in the matter of suspected violations of sanctions. Of course, the Committee 
could always consider setting up a working group for a given case on an ad hoc 
basis. With regard to the Iraqi proposal concerning the establishment of a list 
of the recommendations, decisions and suggestions made by the Committee in 18'3 
and 1974, the representative of France pointed,out that most of them had been 
recorded in the Committee's reports to the Security Council. 

13. The representative of Guyana suggested that the proposal that the Chairman 
should hold periodic press conferences, as well as the proposal concerning the 
holding of open meetings, should be further explored as a means of generating 
interest in the Committee's work. There appeared to be two schools of thought 
concerning the general approach to be taken in regard to the programme of work. 
In that connexion, his delegation could not accept the view that the Committee 
should concentrate exclusively on specific cases; the Iraqi proposal to consider 
specific cases and general issues at alternate meetings therefore had much merit. 
As -a whole, indeed, the list of items proposed by the representative of Iraq 
deserved consideration by the Committee. He also suggested that cases of suspected 
violations of sanctions might also be grouped under subject headings, so that 
discussion thereon could give rise to the consideration of general issues. 

14. The representatives of the African delegations to the Committee deplored 
that the sanctions had not been as effective as desired. Consequently, they 
supported the proposal that the Committee should urgently consider the question Of 
expanding sanctions against Southern Rhodesia and extending them to South Africa. 
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They also emphasized the importance of establishing a precise framework for the 
activities of the Committee in order to increase its efficiency. In that connexion 
they considered it particularly important that the Committee should examine the 
question of reinforcing its working relationship with OAU. 

15. The representative of Mauritania noted also that excessive importance was 
frequently given to economic affairs, though the moral aspect of the situation 
which was perpetuating itself in Southern Rhodesia was ignored. The Committee 
should consider with particular care the latter aspect of the question so that 
appropriate action could be taken. He noted that some countries were failing to 
live up to their responsibilities. In that connexion, he emphasized that countries 
which did not violate the sanctions had no reason to fear the circul.ation of a list 
of countries to which 20 or more notes concerning violations of sanctions had 
been sent. 

16. The representative of the United Republic of Cameroon stated that the 
Committee should discuss any means regarding the implementation of sanctions which 
could bring Member States to co-operate more closely with the United Nations, in 
accordance with their obligation deriving from Article 25 of the Charter. 

17. The representative of the United Republic of,Tanzania pointed out that the 
time had come to examine the question of expanding the scope of mandatory sanctions 
to include all the measures provided for in Article 41 of the Charter, In the 
light of the situation obtaining in Southern Rhodesia, it was of particular 
importance that all pressure be brought to bear against the illegal minority racist 
r6gime in Zimbabwe, 

18. The representative of Italy felt that the organization of work should not 
give rise to such a detailed discussion. In his view, the Committee was faced 
with a simple problem of methodology. As a solution, he proposed that it should 
begin considering cases of suspected violations of sanctions at its following 
meeting. He emphasized that the primary concern of the Committee should be for 
the population of Southern Rhodesia, which was still living under the illegal 
minority rggime. It was more important that the Committee should be successful in 
preventing trade with Southern Rhodesia than to spend several days discussing 
theoretical questions. He could not support the proposal that the Committee should 
set up a working group to consider cases, and he queried, furthermore, why, in 
order to consider cases, the working group should consist only of non-permanent 
members of the Security Council. 

19. The representative of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
stated that the Committee should continue to maintain as much Pressure as Possible 
on the Rhodesian rggime by following the precepts of security CoLWil resolution 
253 (1968) and focusing on specific cases, primarily in the economic end comuErCia1 
fields. His delegation believed that it would not be particularly usem to 
compile a list of the countries which had received a large number of notes in the 
past and, for its part, would prefer to follow up notes which had elicited either 
so reply or an inadequate reply. He recalled that the question Of drawing UP a 
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list Of foreign companies active ,in Southern Rhodesia had been considered by the 
Committee in the past but that the list prepared had been based on inadequate, 
out-of-date sources, He proposed ,that the Secretariat should be requested to 
provide a definition of the term “foreign company” and to inform the Committee what 
sources Of information were available to it. On the basis of that information, 
the Committee could decide whether it would be worth while drawing up a new list. 
Referring to the item proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union regarding 
the information to be provided to the Committee by the United Kingdom, he stated 
that his delegation had supplied in the past and would continue to supply all the 
information it considered relevant ,to the work of the Committee. His Government 
would not, he thought, be inclined to agree to providing large-scale political 
assessments of the situation in Southern Rhodesia - a question peripheral to the 
work of the Committee - although he would pass on a request for such information 
if the Committee so desired, He reiterated the position of his delegation that the 
Committee should concern itself primarily with cases. 

20. The representative of the United States of America stated that consideration 
of specific sanctions violations was the Committee's primary concern. He therefore 
PrOpOSed that the Committee as a whole should proceed with cases and, if its work 
progressed too slowly, it should then consider setting up a working group. In his 
Opinion, however, the success of any working ‘group depended on the confidence of 
the members of the larger group in its viability. If the Committee could not reach 
a consensus on the matter, it would not be wise to set up a working group. 
Referring to the proposal that the Committee should consider overt violations of 
sanctions, he pointed out that the list of United States imports was provided 
voluntarily to the Committee on a regular basis and that the Committee prepared 
on that subject press releases which were given wide dissemination. Since there 
was no lack of information, voluntarily provided, relating to the matter, he 
wondered whether other interests might not perhaps be involved in the proposal 
that such cases should be discussed as a matter of priority. As to the proposal 
concerning the list of foreign companies operating in Southern Rhodesia., he queried 
how such companies could be defined and identified. In that connexion, the 
Committee could have received advice from the Legal Counsel. Instead, it had 
received purportedly up-to-date information on foreign companies in Southern 
Rhodesia from another source, although the author had admitted that telephone 
directories predating the unilateral declaration of independence had constituted OnI 
basis for the information supplied. He could not agree that that list of foreign 
companies operating in Southern Rhodesia should be brought up to date, because the 
original list had not even been a document of the Committee, and there was no agree@ 
definition of the term “foreign company”, which had been used. He inquired as t0 
whether the Secretariat had current information on foreign investments or foreign 
companies in Southern Rhodesia. In connexion with the various proposals made by 
the representatives of Iraq and the Soviet Union, the representative of the United 
States observed that, except for the question of sanctions against South Africa, 
which was not within the Committee’s competence, there was no element in them that 
was not covered by the specific cases which the Committee was supposed to examiner 
He therefore reiterated his proposal that the Committee should begin consideration 
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of the individual cases of suspected violations of sanctions, since in the course 
of doing so, it would automatically, and in a logical and sequential manner, touch 
upon all the subjects proposed for discussion by various members of the Committee. 
As for the Japanese proposal regarding a list of countries which had not responded 
or did not provide satisfactory replies to the Committee's inquiries, he foresaw 
problems in defining the term "satisfactory replies". In his delegation's view, 
a note of acknowledgement stating that the appropriate investigatory bodies were 
examining the case and that the Government concerned would report back to the I 
Committee in due course was not an unsatisfactory reply. 

21. The representative of the Soviet Union said that he could not agree with the 
I Italian representative's View that the Coltlmittee did not need to discuss the 
! question of methodology; he also took exception to the statement by the 

1 
representative of the United States that it was not within the Committee's 
competence to consider a possible extension of sanctions to South Africa, Such a 
view was certainly not acceptable to a majority of the members of the Committee. 
That appeared, in particular, from the Committee's special report of 9 May 1972 
(~/10632), d which contained a proposal by Guinea, Somalia and Sudan to the effect 
that the Security Council should, among other things, immediately consider the 
question of what action should be taken in view of the overt and constant refusal 
of South Africa to implement sanctions against Southern Rhodesia and to co-operate 
in that matter with the Security Council. That proposal.had been supported by 
nine members of the Committee. He also disagreed with the view expressed by some 
members that the Committee could not delegate authority to a working group. That 
practice had proved to be effective in the past. He supported the Iraqi proposal 
that notes should be sent, whenever necessary, to all States Members of the 
United Nations, including members of the Committee. As for the other proposal 
made by Iraq to have the Secretariat prepare a list of recommendations, decisions 
and suggestions made in the Committee during 1973 and 1974, the representative of 
the Soviet Union supported it but suggested that such a list should contain all 
the suggestions made previously and reflect the positions of delegations in the 
Committee. Part of that work had already been done in the past. The Committee's 
reports to the Security Council contained the recommendations adopted by the 
Committee but did not include the many suggestions by delegations which the 
Ccmmittee had been unable to consider for one reason or another, As for his 
delegation's proposal regarding the list of countries to which 20 or more notes 
had been sent, such a list already existed and should be brought up to date. He 
pointed out that the list would be for the use of the Committee in its work and 
not for publication. 

d See Official Records of the Security Council, Twenty-seventh Year, 
SuPplement for April, May and June 1972. 



Annex II 

CASES CARRIED OVER FROM PREVIOUS REPORTS AND NEW CASES 

Specific cases concernin? suspected violations 

A. METALLIC ORES, METALS AND TFIEIR ALLOYS 

Ferrochrome and chrome ores 

(1) Case No. 1. Chrome sand - 77Tjibodasvv~ United Kingdom note dated 
20 December 1968 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the second report. 

(2) Case No. 3. Chrome sand - vvTjipondok's: United Kingdom note dated 
22 January 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the second report. 

(3) Case No. 5. Trade in chrome ore and ferrochrome: United Kingdom note dated 
6 February 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(4) Case No, 6. Ferrochrome - "Blue Sky": United KinP;dom note dated 
12 February 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Liberia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list which was issued as a press release on 
13 J!z!arch 19’75. 

For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, See 
zaragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case NO- 114 g below. 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above, the Committee again included Liberia in the 
seventh and eighth quarterly reports, which were issued as press releases on 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 
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(5) Case No. 7. Ferrochrome - "Catharina Oldendorff": United Kinfr;dom note 
dated 22 February 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(6) Case No. 11. Ferrochrome - "Al Mubarakiah" and "Al Sabahiah": United Kin&om 
note dated 24 April 1969 

v- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(7) Case No. 17. Ferrochrome - "Gaaikara": United Kingdom note dated 
19 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning; this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(8) Case No. 23. Ferrochrome - '91~assimoemee9' and "Archoaf': United Kingdom note 
! dated 8 July 1969 
/ 
1 1. 
i 

Previous information concerning this case is contained in the third report. 

2. li'or additional information regarding the action t&en on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case 1To. 114, below. 

! (9) Case No. 25. Ferrochrome - "Batu": United Kingdom note dated 14 July 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(10) Case No. 31. Chrome ore and ferrochrome - "Ville de Nantes": United Kin&on --- 
note dated 4 August 196g- - 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(11) Case No. 36. Ferrochrome - "Ioannis": United Ki*om note dated 
227 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(12) Case No. 37. Ferrochrome - "Halleren": United Kingdom note dated 
27 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 
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(13) Case IJo. 40. Ferrochrome - "V': de Reims": United Kinprdom note dated. 
~Au~lz--ij969- 

There is no new information concerninq this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(14) Case MO. 45. Ferrochrome 1 "Tai Sun': and "ICyotai MaruT': United Kingdom 
note dated 20 Seotemb-er loho -_1 

There is no new information concernin,, m this case in addition to that cont&ei 
in the thrid report. 

(15) Case No. 55. Ferrochrome,- "Guvnor": United Kingdom note dated - a--pm_--- 
10 November 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(16) Case NO. 57. Chrome ore - "M~rtidiotissa": United Kingdom note dated 
17 November 1969 

--- 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh repoti, 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report, see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, below. 

(1'7) Case No. 59. Shi merits of ferrochrome to various countries: United Itinadon 
notedated4DecemberGG-----.I--- - -̂ .- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report, 

(18) Case No. 64. Chrome ore and ferrochrome - "Birte Oldendorff": United 
Kinsrdom note dated 24-December 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(19) Case No. '71, Ferrochrome - "Disa": -__ United Kingdom now 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that Contained 
in the fifth report. 

(20) Case No. 73. Chrome ore - "Selene": 
FApril 1970 

United Kingdom note dated --- _---____ _- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 
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(21) Case No. 74. Chrome ore and concentrates - vlCastasegna's* United Kingdom m-p ---a- 
&e dated 17 April 1970 l---_-L__ . -...'..---- 1-1 

There is no new information Concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(22) Case No, 76;. Ferrochrome - "Hodakasan Maru": _I__ United Kingdom note dated 
13 May 1970 

-- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(23) Case No. 79. Chrome ore - %chuttingv': United Kinlrdom note dated 
3 June 1970 -- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(24) Case No. 80. Chrome ore - "Klostertorvv: United Kinrqdom note dated -...-* -- -... 
10 June 1970- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(25) Case No. 89. Chrome ore - "Ville du Havre": United Kingdom note dated 
18 August 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(26) Case No. 95. Ferrochrome and ferrosilicon - "Trautenfels": United KinFrdom 
note dated 11 September 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(27) Case No. 100. Chrome - "Cuxhaven":' United Kingdom note dated -- 
16 October 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Spain the Committee decided to include that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release On 

13 IkPch 1975. 
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4. A note dated 20 May 1975 (also covering Case No. 116) was received from 
Austria, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"With reference to Case No. 100, the Austrian firms Gebrueder Boehler 
and Co., A.G., and Schoeller-Bleckmann Stahlwerke, A.G., have confirmed that 
they have imported the amounts of 201.65 tons and 263.9 tons, respectively, 
of ferrochrome. 

%ith reference to Case No. 1.16, both firms have also confirmed to have 
imported 81.5 tons of ferrochrome, as was mentioned in the note of the 
Federal Republic of Germany to the Secretary-General of 20 December 1973, 

"Gebrueder Boehler and Co., A.G., and Schoeller-Bleckmann Stahlwerke, 
A.G., added, however, that they had bought all these consignments of 
ferrochrome of South African origin from aEuropean trading firm free at 
Austrian border. Since both firms had already bought ferrcrhrome from 
South Africa in a similar way before the imposition of sanctions, they had 
no reason to doubt the South African origin of the goods in these particular 
instances. Neither from the quality of the goods nor from documents 
accompanying them was it possible to suspect in any way that the goods did not 
originate in South Africa. 

"However, both firms have pledged that they will request their suppliers 
to provide specific assurances for the South African origin of goods offered 
as originating in this country." 

6, A note dated 16 June was also received from Spain, the substantive part Of 
which reads as follows: 

"The investigations made by the competent Spanish authorities concerning 
a shipment of f'errochrome unloaded from the vessel Cuxhaven at the Port of 
Rotterdam and subsequently loaded on the vessel Deo Gloria bound for Bilhao 
have provided no evidence that the cargo originated in Southern Rhodesia. 
Examination of the relevant documents revealed no irregularities. Moreover, 
as may be seen from the reports of the Security Council Committee .I- the 
Netherlands customs authorities had earlier found no indication that the 
shipment in question originated in Southern Rhodesia.'s 

(28) Case No. 103. 

There is no new 
in the fifth report. 

(29) Case No. 108. 

Chrome ore - "Anna Presthus": United Kingdom note dated 
30 October 1970 

information concerning this case in addition to that ccntained 

14inerals - ?Schonfels": United Kingdom note bated 
26 November 1970 

1. PRViOuS infOrmatiOn concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 
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2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the Case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3* The PF?Osed note was Sent to the Federal Republic of Germany on 
10 December 1974, under the no-objection procedure, informing that Government of 
the Committe@% dissatisfaction that no other document than a certificate of 
origin issued by a Chamber of Commerce in Mozambique was available to attest t0 
the alleged origin of the merchandise in question. 
been issued in respect of 

Moreover, the certificate had 
"mainly chromium ores and concentratesPs, whereas the 

original report by the United Kingdom had referred to a cargo of nickel. 
Furthermore, the note expressed the COnmn.ttee's surprise that the pertinent 
document had been issued in 1973 in respect of a transaction that had taken place 
in 1970. The Committee therefore requested the Government to undertake further 
investigations, paying particular attention to the recommended types of 
documentation circulated in the Secretary-Generalss note, 

4. An acknowledgement dated 20 January 1975 was received from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

5. A first reminder was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany on 19 March 1975. 

6. A reply dated 24 March 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The competent German authorities conducted investigations in the offices 
of the import company in order to obtain documentation on its trade with 
Southern Africa. what they found were certificates of origin issued by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Johannesburg. In view of the opinion of the 
Security Council Committee that these certificates are prima facie SUSPeCt, 
the German custom authorities requested additional documents. Rowever, the 
South African seller refused to submit to the importer railroad bills of 
lading or custom documents, referring to internationally accepted commercial 
us age. Instead, he produced the certificates issued in Lourenco Marques which 
were shown to the officer of the United J!Tations Secretariat. 

"In order to succeed in similar cases in obtaining documents from 
South African companies, the Federal Government Would appreciate being 
informed as to where railroad bills of lading from South Africa and bi11s 
of entry from l;lozambique have actually been brought to the notice Of ldember 
States of the Security Council." 

(30) Case ~~~ 110, Chrome ores - s'Kybfels's: United IiingdOm note dated 
13 January 1971 

There is no nev information concernin~3 V this case in addition to that contained 

in the fifth report, 
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(31) Case No. 116. Chrome ores and concentrates - %otenfelsf7: United Kingdom ---- 
note dated 31 March 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3* A note dated 20 May 1975 was received from Austria, for the substantive par% 
of which see paragraph 4 of (27) Case No. 100 above. 

I 
4. In view of the identical reply sent by Austria in this case and in 
Case No. 100, it was decided that the standard note should similarly be sent to 
Austria, as well as to the other Governments concerned in this case, namely, the 
Federal Republic of Germany and the Netherlands6 The matter would be drawn to the 
attention of the representative of Sweden in the Committee. Accordingly, the note 
was dispatched on 19 June 1975, and the Committee decided to put the case aside. 

5. Replies were received from the Netherlands and the Federal Republic Of Germany, 
the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 22 July 1975 from the Netherlands 

"The Netherlands authorities unfortunately are not in a position to 
reopen investigations on this case as they were concluded too long ago. They 
point ou"c that in a note from the Acting Permanent Representative to the 
Secretary-General of 1 July 1971, their report was brought to the attention 
of the Security Council Committee, 

"The Netherlands Government always takes considerable pains to 
look into any possible violations of sanctions as conscientiously as possible 
and to report to the Committee, With regard to import, transit, as. well as 
transportation, of metals and ores the Netherlands exercises maximum vigilance 
to prevent violations of the sanctions. The Secretary-General's notes of 
18 September 1969 and 27 July 1971, together with the attached memoranda, have 
promptly been forwarded to the authorities in charge of supervising the 
observance of the sanctions." 

(ii) Note dated 30 July l-975 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany shares the sentiment 
of regret expressed by th&.sanctions Committee about the delay in its reply to 
this Mission's note of 20 December 1972. This delay makes it practically 
impossible for the Federal Government to conduct further investigations into 
the matter. 

"The Federal Government considers it most unfortunate that, in spite of 
the delay, the Committee chose to uphold its unsubstantiated suspicion and 
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expects the Federal Republic of Germany to disprove it, All the Federal 
Government can d0 is t0 explore all avenues open to it in the Federal 
Republic of Germany, as was done in the case in question. Investigations and 
interrogations of the enterprises and individuals concerned were carried out. 
Additional documents from South Africa are not available, and after a lapse of 
several years, another inquiry cannot be expected to produce a substantive 
reply even half-way satisfactory. The Federal Government is of the opinion 
that its intensive investigatory efforts in suspect cases need not shun 
comparison.f' 

6. The Committee took note of the communications from the Netherlands and the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 

(32) Case No. 130. Chrome ore - "Agios Georgios": information supplied by 
Somalia on 27 March 1972 

See annex III* 

(33) Case No. 135. Chrome ore - %antos Vega": information submitted by Somalia 
on 20 March 1972 

See annex III. 

(34) Case No. 153. Ferrochrome - "Itaimbe": United Kingdom note dated 
24 August 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Brazil, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued 
as press releases on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November 1975. 

(35) Case No. 165. Chrome ore - "Gemstone's: United Kingdom note dated 
3 February 1974 WI" -...-- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(36) Case No. 212. Ferrochrome - "Gerd Wench": United Kingdom note dated 
9 July 1975 

1. BY a note dated 9 July 1975, the United'iCingdom reported information 
concerning a shipment of ferrochrome aboard the above-mentioned vessel. The 

text of the note is reproduced below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
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invcstiqation~ that a consi *W!!C?:‘l’i; 03” fc* 1 i i? I ,‘$C? :.: ,’ 1 : I) 

Sout!~ern Rhodesian origin. The information is to the efyect that the 
14. V. Germ? Ilesch was at the port of Lourenco Marques between 21 February 1915 
and 25 February 1975 where she loaded a consignment of ferrochrome supplied by 
a Southern Rhodesian company, Universal Exports of Salisbury, for delivery 
to a Brazilian company, Aces Villares SA of Sao Paulo. The vessel 
subsequently called at Brazilian ports towards the end of March 1975. At 
one of which the ferrochrome was unloaded for delivery to the Brazilian 
importer. The 53. V. Gerd Wesch is owned by a company of the Federal Republic 
of Cermany, Jonny Wesch, Fahrdeich 181, 2101 Hamburg-Meunfelds 06. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Brazil in order to assist 
them with their enquiries into the possibility that any ferrochrome unloaded 
from the M. V. Gerd Wesch at a Brazilian port of delivery to Aces Villares SA 
was of Southern Rhodesian origin. Should the importer or shipping company 
claim that the ferrochrome is not of Southern Rhodesian origin, the 
Secretary-General may further wish to draw attention to documentary proof of 
origin contained in his notes PO 230 SORH (l-2-1) of 18 September 1969 and 
27 July 1971 and to request the Government of Brazil to indicate which 
documents have been produced as evidence that the ferrochrome Was of' 
non-Rhodesian origin. 

"The Committee may also wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the 
above information to the attention of the Government of the Federal Republic 
of Germany so as to assist them in any investigation they may wish to make 
into the shipment in one of their vessels of ferrochrome suspected to be of 
Southern Rhodesian origin." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's established practice, under the no-objection 
procedure, notes dated 18 July 1975 were sent to Brazil and to the Federal Republic 
Of Germany, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon, 

3. An acknowledgement dated 25 July was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany. 

4. A reply dated l-9 August 19'7'5 from the Federal Republic of Germany was 
received, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"Since February 1974, the MV Gerd Wesch, owned by the shipping ComPanY, 
Jonny Wesch I) KG, Hamburg, has been in the services of Messrs. African 
Coasters (Pty), Ltd., Durban, South Africa, on a time charter basis. The 
shipping company itself has no influence whatsoever on the cargo. The bills 
of lading are issued in each port by the agents of the charterer who has 
commissioned the vessel to operate in the mixed cargo service. Details as 
to the nature of the cargo are also unknown to the master of the vessle, whose 
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authority is confined to the technical loading sector. He is unable, therefore, 
to investigate the origin of the merchandise. 

"Inquiries into the origin of the consignment of ferrochrome loaded at 
the port of Lourenso Marques can only be made by the charterer, as the 
shipowner is in no direct contact with either the discharger or the 
consignee." 

5, A first reminder was sent to Brazil on 29 September 1975. 

6. In the absence of a reply from Brazil, the Committee included that Government 
in the eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 4 November 1975. 

7. A second reminder was sent to Brazil on 2 December 1975. 

Silicon 

(37) Case NO. 178. Silicon chrome - "Tsedek": United Kingdom note dated 
7 June 1974 

; 1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

r 

1 2, Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
1 submission of that report is given below. 
II 
! 3. At the 233rd meeting on 10 April 1975, the representative of the United Kingdom 
1 made a statement the text of which is reproduced below: 

"On 23 August 1974, the representative of the United Kingdom was informed 
of a note from Israel containing information that the MV Gold Mountain (formerly 
MV Tsedek) was under a long-term charter to a Hong Kong Company. He indicated 
that the matter would be referred to his Government and that further information 
would be reported back as soon as possible. 

"I am now able to inform the Committee of the Hong Kong authorities' 
investigations. They discovered that although the Gold Star Shipping Line is 
a company registered in Hong Kong, the line has no offices there; nor are any 
representatives of the company resident in Hong Kong. A local firm, the 
Sun Hing Shipping Co., act as Hong Kong agents for the Gold Star Shipping Line 
but are only involved when any of the line's vessels call at Hong Kong. Since 

! ! the MV Gold Mountain did not call at Hong Kong en route to Japan on the 
journey in question, the local agents were unable to provide documentary or 
other evidence about the shipment of the silicon chrome. 

"Although the Hong Kong authorities have been diligent in investigating 
this case, the end result does not take us very much further in discovering 
whether a breach of sanctions has occurred. They have volunteered to be as 
helpful as possible and have asked whether they could see a coPY of the charter 
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agreement held by the Zim Israel Navigation Co., Ltd., of Haifa, Isarel, the 
original o?mers of the vessel. This should enable them to carry out further 
investigations.'q 

4, At the same meeting the Committee decided that a note should be prepared under 
the no-objection procedure for transmission to Israel, requesting the Government to 
submit a copy of the charter agreement concluded with the Zim Israel Navigation 
co., Ltd., the original owners of the vessel, for the benefit of the Hong Kong 
authorities in their future investigations. 

5. At the 234th meeting on 24 April 1975, the Committeess attention was drawn to 
the fact that a similar request had previously been made to Israel to which the 
Government had replied that it could not obtain a copy of the required document, 
as it was regarded by the former owners of the vessel to be confidential (see 
Case No. 1.78, paras, 5 and 7, in the Committee's seventh report). It was agreed 
that the representative of the United Kingdom would ascertain from the Hong ICOW 
authorities whether a specific part of the charter agreement would be particularly 
useful to them in pursuing their investigations; the Committee could then ask the 
Israeli authorities whether that specific part of the agreement could be obtained, 

6. At the 245th meeting on 31 July 1975, the representative of the United Kingdom 
made a statement to the Committee, the text of which is reproduced below: 

"At the 234th meeting of this Committee, the question of Case No. 1'78 
arose. This case involved the Gold Star Line, and a ship called the 
MV Gold Mountain (formerly Tsedek). I undertook to ascertain from the 
Hong Kong authorities whether a specific part of the charter agreement Would 
be of any particular use to them in pursuing their investigations. I 
explained at the time that I Proposed to do this so that, if any specific part 
of the agreement would be of real utility, this Committee would consider 
asking the Israeli authorities to supply that particular section of the 
charter party. 

"I have now had a reply from the Hong Kong authorities. Indeed, the 
reply arrived three weeks ago, but I have not raised the matter before since 
we were not dealing with cases, The Hong Kong authorities have now replied, 
the substance of their answer being that they can think of no specific 
information which will be helpful. They too tried unsuccessfully to obtain 
a copy of the charter agreement, They did learn from the local agents of 
Gold Star that the vessel in question had been sold by the Zim-Israel 
Navigation Company Limited to the Cedar Shipping Corporation of Liberia on 
5 April 1974, exactly one day before the vessel's arrival at Yokohama. The 
Hong Kong authorities did reopen their investigations but have been unable to 
get any further, In the course of their inquiries, they discovered that one 
of the directors of Gold Star Line is Moshe Bloche, who is resident in Japan, 
They have been given to understand that Mr. Bloche apparently plays an active 
Part in the business of Gold Star Line. They do not know the nationality Of 
Mr. Bloche. 
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“In these circumstances, I do not believe that the Hong Kong authorities 
can t&e their investigations any further. If the Committee wishes to pursue 
this case, then it would seem that the right direction would be to inquire 
of the Liberian authorities, since the vessel in question became the property 
of the Cedar Shipping Corporation of Liberia over a year ago.” 

7. At the 250th meeting on 2 October 1975, the Committee decided that a note 
should be addressed to Israel, expressing the Committee’s regret at the inability 
of the Israeli authorities to obtain a copy of the relevant charter party agreement 
from the Zim Israel Navigation Co. 9 Ltd. The Committee would also request the 
Government of Israel once again to make the utmost efforts to obtain and forward 
a full and complete copy of the document. The note, adopted by the Committee under 
the no-objection procedure was sent to Israel on 22 October 1975. 

(38) Case No. 179. High-grade-icon metal - “Atlantic Fury”: United Kingdom 
note dated 18 June 1974 

1. P&ViOus information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 27 February 1975 was received from Belgium, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

“The Belgian Customs snd Excise Administration carried out a thorough 
investigation at the Sudamin firm. The file concerning trade transactions 
was carefully studied, and no evidence was found that the firm had been aware 
of a possible later transfer of the goods to Rhodesia. The Customs and Excise 
Administration found nothing to show that the Sudamin firm had violated the 
regulations enacted by Belgium with respect to trade with Rhodesia.” 

4, In the absence of a reply from Liberia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the quarterly list issued as a press release on 13 March 1975. 

5. A note dated 24 April was sent to Belgium under the no-objection procedure, 
requesting the Government to submit copies of all the documentation examined by the 
investigating authorities, 

6. A reply dated 6 May 1975 was received from the Permanent Representative of 
Belgium to the United Nations, the substantive part of which reads as fOllOWS: 

“By that note you were good enough to inform me of a request by the 
Security Council Committee established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) 
concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia. 

“The Committee wmld. like to have copies of all documents submitted to 
the authorities responsible for investigating the Sudamin affair. 
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"I have transmitted the note to the Belgian Government, which, however, 
before considering the Committee's request, asks me to inquire from you 
whether the note is in accordance with a particular rule or established 
practice." 

7. A note dated 16 June 1975 was sent to Belgium under the no-objection procedur 
assuring the Government that it was normal practice for the Committee, found 
highly necessary for the proper conduct of its work, to request Governments to 
submit copies of the documents examined by the investigating authorities; it 
therefore renewed its request to the Government of Belgium to send copies of the 
pertinent documents in the case at hand, bearing in mind the proper documentation 
recommended in the Secretary-General's notes of 18 September 1969 and 27 July 1971 

8. Further to paragraph 4 above, the Committee again included Liberia in the 
seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 10 July 1975. 

9. A first reminder was sent to Belgium on 27 August 1975. 

10. A reply dated 3 September 1975 was received from the Permanent Representative 
of Belgium to the United f?ations, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The affair referred to in the above-mentioned note was first raised in 
your communication of 2 July 1974, in which you drew my Government's attention 
to this matter for the first time. 

"By its note of 5 July 1974 the Permanent Mission of Belgium acknowledged 
receipt of your note and stated that the sanctions Committee's request had 
been communicated to the competent Belgian authorities. 

"Since then the Eelgian authorities have opened a file on the case and 
have made detailed inquiries with all the government offices in a position 
to provide useful information, 

"The care which rry Government has taken to ensure that no aspect of the 
case was overlooked explains why it was not possible to reply within the 
time-limit specified by the sanctions Committee. 

"On 27 February 1975, on the instructions of my authorities, I was able 
to send you a letter in which I informed you that: 

"'The Belgian Customs and Excise Administration carried out a 
thorough investigation at' the Sudamin firm. The file concerning trade 
transactions was carefully studied, and no evidence was Found that the 
firm had been aware of a possible later transfer of the goods to 
Rhodesia. The Customs and Excise Administration found nothing to show 
that the Sudamin firm had violated the regulations enacted by Belgium 
with respect to trade with Rhodesia.' 
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"However, it appears that the sanctions Committee was not satisfied with 
my Governmentss statement, and your note of 24 April 1975 informed me that: 

vvsIt felt, however, that in the fulfilment of its mandate as 
established by the Security Council, it would be grateful if copies of 
all documentation submitted to the investigating authorities could be 
provided to it.' 

'*In this connexion, my Government requests me to inform you that, for 
statutory and regulative reasons, the Belgian Customs Administration, which 
is the competent authority in this case, is not in a position to forward the 
documentation which the sanctions Committee desires. 

"However, I can assure you once again that the Belgian Government, having 
examined this documentation, has not found any evidence that the Sudamin firm 
has violated the regulations established by Belgium with regard to trade with 
Rhodesia. 

"It goes without saying that if the sanctions Committee has information 
disproving this conclusion, the Belgian Government would be happy to receive 
that information, with a view to initiating a new inquiry. 

"The last note which you sent me, on 27 August 1975, specifically the 
last part of the third paragraph, draws my Government's attention to the 
quarterly lists naming the Governments which have not replied within the 
prescribed time-limit of two months to questions posed by the Committee 
concerning possible violations of the sanctions. 

"My Government considers that it has replied, in a clear and unequivocal 
manner, to the Committee's request by the above-mentioned letter of 
27 February 1975, of which this letter constitutes confirmation. 

"In view of the foregoing, I hope that the sanctions Committee will accept 
the negative conclusion of my authorities in this affair and that Belgium will 
not therefore be included in the quarterly lists referred to in your note of 
27 August 1975." 

.I Further to paragraph 8 above, the Committee again included Liberia in the 
ghth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 4 November 1975. 

!rro-manganese 

19) Case No. 185. Ferro-manganese - "Straat Nagasaki" 

Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
!bmissiOn of that report is given below. 
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3. A first reminder was sent to the Netherlands on 16 December 1974 and a 
second one on 21 January 1975. 

4. A reply dated 5 February 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"With regard to the request for further information contained in the 
Secretary-Generalgs above-mentioned note of 16 October, the Acting Permanent 
Representative may refer to the Permanent Representative's note of 
24 September 1974, l!To. 5309. An additional investigation conducted by the 
Netherlands Ministry of Traffic and Water Resources did not produce any 
further data which had not already been furnished in the Permanent 
Representative's note of 24 September 1974. 

"The Netherlands Government has also considered the request of the 
Security Council Committee to transmit to it copies of the documentation 
pertaining to the transport of the above-mentioned shipment. The Acting 
Permanent Representative wishes to remind that the Netherlands Government on 
several similar occasions has stated that it is not in a position to cornPlY 
with such requests, since documentation of that kind belongs to the shippin 
company concerned and as such cannot be made available to the Committee m&l 
the Netherlands law without the consent of that company." 

5. A reply dated 27 February 1975, together with documentation, was received 
from Uruguay, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

'i(l) In this connexion, we have received the following information from OUT‘ 
Government: Ernest0 Quincke, S.A., has not imported any ferro-manganese, 
since it is only the representative of Metalloys, Ltd., Johannesburg, the 
South African suppliers. 

"(2) There is no record in the files of the Banco de la Republica, the slt;ate 
organ which controls imports, of any manifest for the reshipment of fen-o- 
manganese imports from Rio de Janeiro to Montevideo, 

"(3) On 14 August 1973, the INLASA company applied to the Banco de la Republic1 
for the necessary authorization to import 156 drums of ferro-manganese from 
South Africa, to be purchased from Metalloys, Ltd., Johannesburg. 

"(4) The said merchandise was shipped on board the Straat Nago a .y , E/ rf&stfre~ 
in the Netherlands, which left Durban on 3 April 19'7 and arrived at Monte&o 

_ 4 

on 2'7 April 1974. 

"AS you will appreciate from the foregoing information and the attaclxd 

g/ The name of the vessel reported in the United Kingdom note and referred to 
in the reply from the Netherlands was given as Straat Nagasaki, but the reply and 
Documents from Uruguay give the name Straat Nagoya, 
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documentation, which was supplied to us by our Government, it is quite clear 
that this shipment of ferro-manganese originated in the Republic of South 
Africa and not in Rhodesia, as is implied in the note sent to the Committee 
by the United Kingdom on 20 June 1974.” 

6. The accompanying documentation, analysed and summarized by the expert 
consultant, comprised 10 certificates and communications exchanged between the 
Industria National Laminadora, S.A. (INLASA), of Montevideo, and certain Uruguayan 
authorities, on one hand, and between INLASA and the South African firm of 
Metalloys, Ltd., Johannesburg, on the other. Eight of those certificates had been 
issued in respect of 39 metric tons of ferro-manganese, declared to be of South 
African origin and for shipment to Montevideo aboard the Straat Nagoya. They 
included a Uruguayan customs clearance form, an insurance certificate issued by 
the State Security Bank of Uruguay and consular invoice issued by the Uruguayan 
Consulate in Durban, South Africa. The other two communications referred to a 
request by INLASA, and its subsequent withdrawal, for a licence to import 50,000 kg. 
of ferro-manganese from Chile. 

7. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 247th meeting, a note 
dated 24 September 1975 was sent to Uruguay under the no-objection procedure. The 
substantive part of that note is reproduced below. 

"The Secretary-General of the United Nations has the honour to refer to 
the reply dated 27 February 1975 sent by the Permanent Representative 
concerning case No. 185. 

"The Committee took note with interest of the information contained in 
that reply. It felt it necessary, however, to draw attention to the fact 
that the vessel referred to in the United Kingdom note of 20 June 1974 
transmitted to the Permanent Mission of Uruguay on 12 July 1974 was the 
Straat Nagasaki. In its reply, the Permanent Mission refers to a vessel by 
the name of Straat Nagoya. 

"The Committee would appreciate receiving clarification on this matter 
and sny appropriate information concerning the Straat Nagasaki. Should the 
information already transmitted to the Committee in connexion with the 
Straat Nagoya be intended to cover the Straat Nagasaki case, the Committee 
wondered whether the investigating authorities were shown a certificate of 
Origin for the cargo in question. A copy of each certificate would be useful. 

in examining the case. 

"'Ihe Committee expressed the hope that His Excellency's Government would 
be in a position to send its comments on this case at its earliest convenience, 
if possible within a month." 

8, A first reminder was sent to Uruguay on 4 December 1975. 
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Tungsten ore 

(40) case No. 78. Tungsten ore - "Tenko Maru" and rPSUruRa MarU": United I{inp,dom 
note dated 28 May 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

Copper 

(41) Case No. 12. Copper concentrates - "Tjipondok": United Kingdom note dated 
12 May 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(42) Case No. 15. Copper concentrates - "Eizan Maru": United Kingdom note dated 
?- June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(43) Case No. 34. Copper exports : United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(44) Case No. 51. Copper concentrates - "Straat Futami": United Kingdom note 
dated 8 October 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report, 
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(45) Case No. 99. Copper - various ships: United Kingdom note dated 
9 October 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

Nickel 

(46) Case No. 102. Nickel - "Randfontein": United Kingdom note dated 
28 October 1970 

1, Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh 
report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Spain, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release 
on 13 March 1975. 

4. A reply dated 16 June 1975 was received from Spain, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"Investigations made by the ‘compkter&'Sp&"sh authorities concerning 
a shipment of nickel unloaded from the vessel Randfontein at the port of 
Rotterdsm, part of which was declared to be in transit to Spain, have 
provided no evidence that the shipment originated in Southern Rhodesia. 
Examination of the relevant documents reveal@ no irregularities. 
Moreover, as may be seen from'the reports of the Security Council 
Committee . . . the Netherlands customs authorities had earlier found no 
indication that the shipment in question originated in Southern Rhodesia." 

(47) Case Ro. 109: Nickel - "Sloterkerk": United Kingdom note dated . ..- __-_ _- -__--._-,-. - 
11 January 1971 * LY 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Spain, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release On 
13 March 1975. 

4. A reply dated 16 June 1975 was received from Sapin, the substantive Part of 
which reads as follows: 
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"The investigations carried out by the competent Spanish authorities 
with respect to a shipment of nickel unloaded on 12 January 1971 frcm 
the vessel Sloterkerk at the port of Rotterdam, part of which was sent to 
Spain, have produced no evidence that said shipment originated in 
Southern Rhodesia. Examination of the relevant documents has revealed 
no irregularity. Furthermore, and as can be seen from the reports of the 
Security Council Committee . . . the customs authorities of the Netherlands 
had earlier found no indication that the said shipment originated in 
Southern Rhodesia." 

(48) Case CO. 118. Uickel -. "S$r~oskerk1': --.+.-l~ United T'ingdom note dated 6 W 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Spain, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release On 
13 March 1975. 

4. A reply dated 16 June 1975 was received from Spain, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Spain . . . has the honour to inform 
him /the Secretary-General/, that investigations carried out by the 
comp;tent Spanish authorities with respect to a shipment of nickel 
unloaded from the vessel Serooskerk at the port of Rotterdam, part Of 
which was declared to be in transit to Spain, have produced no evidence 
that the said shipment originated in Southern Rhodesia. Examination of 
the relevant documents has revealed no irregularity. Furthermore, a& 
as can be seen from the reports of the Security Council COmIUittee 
established in pursuance of resolution 253 (lg68), the customs 
authorities of the Netherlands had earlier found no indication that 
the said shipment originated in Southern Rhodesia." 

(49) Case No. 184. Nickel - "Kungshsmn": United Kingdom note dated 
2 July 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh 
report. 

2. Additional information regarding the'action taken on the case since the 
submission of the report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 17 December 1974 was received from the Federal Republic 
of Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 
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"The South African seller has refused to produce the corresponding 
railroad bills of lading referring to internationally accepted commercial 
usage. Therefore the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has 
asked the competent South African authorities through diplomatic channels 
to provide the desired additional documents, An answer has not yet been 
received. 

"Photocopies Of five certificates of origin from the Johannesburg 
Chamber of Commerce and of a letter from the South African Firm Omelta 
Agents (Pty), Ltd., Johannesburg to the German firm Rans Grun are 
available for perusal at this Mission." 

!I In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 203rd meeting, the 
?xpert consultant visited the Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic of Germany 
;o the United Nations and examined the documents mentioned in the above reply, 
!he result of that examination showed that the documentary evidence available 
consisted of copies of five certificates of origin issued by the Johannesburg 
:hamber of Commerce and five bills of lading in respect of a total of 630 boxes 
1281,228 kg) of nickel, as well as copy of a letter from the South African firm of 
hnelta Agents (Fty) Ltd., Johannesburg, addressed to the firm of Hans Grun 
Iandelsgesselschaft. The text of that letter is reproduced below. 

'We still have to reply to your Letter of 25 July 1974 from which 
we understand that your authorities have asked for additional evidence 
regarding the origin of the nickel cathodes which we have been shipping 
to you. 

"The subject of South Africa suppliers having to submit Unusual 
documentation to overseas buyers and/or ship owners in order to provide 
double proof that the goods supplied and/or shipped are really of South 
African origin has been the subject of a number of discussions held'under 
the chairmanshipof the South African Department of Commerce and Industry, 
which is a Government institution, and the advice given by our Government 
is that nobody should volunteer to agree to any extraordinary documentation* 
In other words, South Africa should not be singled out as a source of 
material where our suppliers have to provide documents such as rail 
consignment notes etc., etc., but the South African trade should be handled 
similarly as any other country's trade and any normal proof required 
regarding origin should also be applicable to this country. 

"We have been requested by the Department that if any approaches are 
made to us as regards extraordinary documentation we should advise the 
country's authority concerned that they should please communicate with the 
South African consul-general or embassy in such country and the request 
for special documents should then be channelled through the Official 
departments available on a Government-to-Government basis, and we would 
then be instructed by our authorities as to how to proceed in each instance." 
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5* A second reminder was sent to the Netherlands on 5 February1975, which 
crossed with a reply of the same date from tha.t Government, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

i 
"As a result of an inquiry conducted by the Netherlands authorities it 

has been established that the vessel on 1'7 and 21 May 1974 unloaded five 
consignments of nickel amounting to 281,288 kilogrammes at the port of 
Rotterdam, The consignments were subsequently transported for the account 
of the company Hans Grun Handelsgesselschaft, GmbH Dusseldorf in the 
Federal Republic of Germany. None of the shipments in question were 
imported into the Netherlands. The transportation was directed to several 
destinations in different western European countries. Tt could not be 
established by the Netherlands authorities whether these destinations were 
of an intermediary or final nature. 

"The investigation, furthermore, yielded no evidence of the shipments 
originating in Southern Rhodesia. This can be explained by the fact that 
the inquiry in the Netherlands had to be limited to the shipping agent and 
the conveyors concerned who did not have commercial documentation pertaining 
to the shipments at their disposal." 

6. A reply dated 13 February 1975 was also received from Sweden, the subst&ntiVire 
part of which reads as follows: 

"The Chief Public Prosecutor has assigned the matter to the Prosecutor 
in the District of Stockholm. The Prosecutor's investigation shows that 
MS Kungshamn, owned by the Salen Shipping Company, shipped a consignment oP 
nickel in five lots from Lourenco Marques to Rotterdam during a voyage 
April-May 1974. The Prosecutor has held oral hearings with representatives 
of the Salen Shipping Company, as well as the captain of the vessel and its 
first mate who served during the voyage in question, Furthermore, the 
Prosecutor has procured the documentation considered to be of importance 
to judge the ship's officers' and the shipping company's handling of the 
consignment. The Prosecutor has arrived at the conclusion that, within 
the scope of pre-judicial inquiry, no further evidence of a nature to 
elucidate the circumstances surrounding the transportation of the nickel 
consignment is available. No reason to prosecute according to Swedish 
law before a Swedish court has been found, Thus, the Prosecutor has 
decided not to take any further action in the case. 

"Should, however, any further information be obtained in Sweden 
concerning this case or should the Committee on sanctions be able to 
provide further documentary evidence that will assist the competent 
Swedish authorities in their investigations, the Permanent Representative 
shall not fail to communicate them to the parties concerned." 

7. A note dated 10 April 19'75 was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany, 
under the no-objection procedure, requesting the Government to pursue the matter 
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Secretary-General's notes of 18 September 1969 and 27 July 1971 and to submit 
copies of any such documents that might become available. 

8. An acknowledgement dated 22 April 1975 was received from that Government. 

91 A reminder was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany on 1 July 1975. 

10, An acknowledgement dated 10 July 1975 was received from that Government, 

11. In the absence of a reply from the Federal Republic of Germany, the Committee 
included that Government in the seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a 
press release on 13 July 1975. 

12. A reply dated 16 July was received from the Federal Republic of Germany, 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The endeavours of the Federal Government to obtain additional 
information through diplomatic channels have resulted in a letter from 
the agent in Lourenco Marques which confirmed that the goods had been 
shipped from Middleburg in Transvaal. 

"The Federal Government has, in several past cases of suspected 
sanctions violations, proved its readiness to secure and make available 
the relevant documentation in keeping with accepted trade practices. It 
would, therefore, appreciate learning which members of the sanctions 
Committee succeeded in obtaining additional original documents from 
South Africa." 

13. At the 247th meeting on 4 September 1975, the Committee considered the 
matter and decided that the case should be closed, 

(50) Case No. 193. Electrolytic nickel cathodes - "Pleias": United Kingdom 
note dated 22 October 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2, Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. First reminders were sent to the Netherlands on 15 January 1975 and to 
Greece and the Federal Republic of Germany on 27 January 1975. 

4. Two replies were received from the Netherlands and the Feders3 Republic of 
Germany, the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 5 February 1975 from the Netherlands 

"An inquiry conducted by the Netherlands authorities yielded evidence 
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that on 2 and 3 August 1974 the above-mentioned vessel unloaded two 
consignments of nickel amounting to 322,972 kg. at the port of Rotterdam* 
The consignments were subsequently transported on the account of the 
company Hans Grun Handelsgesselschaft, GmbH, Dusseldorf, in the Federal 
Republic of Germany. It has been established that the cargo in question 
was not imported into the Netherlands. 

"The investigation, furthermore, did not produce any evidence of 
the consignments originating in Southern Rhodesia. This conclusion can 
be explained by the fact that the inquiry in the Netherlands had to be 
limited to the shipping agent and the conveyers concerned, who did no% 
have commercial documents pertaining to the shipments at their disposal." 

(ii) Note dated 10 February 1975 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"Investigations in the offices of the firm GRUN in Dusseldorf have 
not brought to light any evidea as to the alleged Southern Rhodesiar? 
origin of the merchandise. 

"As soon as a final report on the results of the investigation is 
received from the competent revenue office in Dusseldorf, further detai1.s 
will be communicated to the Secretary-General." 

5. For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, SW= 
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114 below. 

6. A further reply dated 22 April 1975 was received from the Federal Republic 
of Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The information received from the competent German authorities is 
to the effect that a thorough examination of the available documents 
(sales contract and certificates of origin from the Johannesburg Chamber 
of Commerce) have proven that the consignment of electrolytic nickel 
cathodes, which the German firm Grun purchased from the South African 
firm Omelta Agents (F'ty.), Ltd., in Johannesburg, is of South African 
origin. 

"In this connexion, the Federal Government would like to refer to a 
similar case where the same South African seller had refused to furnish 
the importing firm with the relevant railroad bills of lading and customs 
documents pointing out that this was contrary to internationally accepted 
commercial usage, 

"In order to facilitate the efforts of the Federal Government to 
clarify such questions, it would be appreciated if cases were made knowIl 
to it in which South African sellers have supplied buyers with these 
additional documents." 
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Lithium ores 

(51) Case No. 20. Petalite - "Sado Maru": United Kingdom note dated 
30 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(52) Case NO. 24. Petalite - "Abbekerk": United Kingdom note dated 
12 July 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(53) Case No. 30. Petalite - "Simonskerk": United Kingdom note dated 
4 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

/ (54) Case No. 32. Petalite - "Yang Tse!': United Kingdom note dated 
6 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

' (55) Case No. 46. Petalite - "Kyotai Marus': United Kingdom note dated 
24 September 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

($6) Case No. 54. Lepidolite - 'Ango": United Kingdom note dated 
24 October 1.969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(57) Case No. 86. Petalite ore - vrKrugerland": United Kingdom note dated 
4 August 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fifth report. 

(58) Case No. 107. Tantalite - "Table Bay": United Kingdom note dated 
26 November 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fifth report. 
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(59) Case No. 151. Petalite - "Merrimac's: United Kingdom note dated 
35 July 1973 e-I-.er 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the sixth report. 

Pimp-iron and steel billets -__ _ ._____...._- p-v --.- --. 

(60) Case No. 29. Pig-iron - "Mare Picenorv: United Kingdom note dated 
23 July 1969 

There is no new informcltion concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(61) Case No. 70. Steel billets - United Kingdom note dated 16 February 19'(0 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(62) Case No. 85. Steel billets - “Despinan” and "Birooni": United Kingdom 
note dated 30 July 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Liberia and Panama, the Committee again 
included those Governments in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists, 
which were issued as press releases on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November 19'15. 

(63) Case No. 114. Steel products - "Gemini Exporter": United Kingdom note 
dated 3 February 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. As indicated in the seventh report, g the Committee had before it for 
consideration a comprehensive analysis of all the cases involving Greece, together 
with a draft comprehensive note to that Government, Following the Committee's 
decision under the no-objection procedure, the proposed note was sent to Greece 
on 2 April 1975. The substantive part of that note is reproduced below. 

b/ See 9,'11594;'Rev.l:, annex II, (62) Case.JTo. 114, para. 13. 

-84- 



"During its consideration of a number of cases of possible violation 
of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, the Committee's particular attention 
has been drawn to those cases involving Greece, mainly by virtue of that 
country being the country of registration of the ships reported to have 
been used in transporting the prohibited merchandise. In that connexion, 
the Committee has noted that to date there are 17 such outstanding cases 
(Case Nos. 112, 114, X17, 124, 130, 138, 147, 193, 195, USI-11, USI-12, 
USI-14, USI-21, USI-25, USI- and USI-32), a number of which concern 
shipments that have actually been stated, not merely suspected, to have 
originated in Southern Rhodesia. The 18th outstanding case (INGO-4) 
pertains to air transport agreements involving Air Rhodesia. 

"The Committee views with great concern any actions that may facilitate 
the violation of sanctions, especially the provision of the means of 
transporting contraband merchandise from Southern Rhodesia, contrary to 
the various resolutions of the Security Council establishing sanctions 
against that Territory, particularly paragraph 3 (c) of resolution 
253 (1968). For that reason, the Committee has endeavoured on various 
occasions to seek the co-operation of His Excellency's Government in 
ensuring that such facilities are not made available. The Committee was 
grateful. to His Excellency's Government for the information supplied by 
the following notes, each of which constitutes the last communication 
received by the Committee in connexion with the specified cases: note 
dated 27 September 1973 in connexion with Case No. 147; noted dated 
11 June 1974 in connexion with Case No. USI-21; note dated 27 August 1974 
in connexion with Case Nos. 117 and 124; noted dated 30 October 1974 in 
connexion with Case Nos. 112, 114, 130, 138, USI-5, USI-11, USI-12, and 
USI-14; and note dated 21 November 1974 in connexion with Case Nos. 193, 
USI- and USI-32. 

"On the basis of the above-cited notes, the Committee has taken note 
of the following facts: that the defendants in the cases of the vessels 
Evangelos M (Case No. 112) and Gemini Exporter (Case No. 114) were 
acquitted by the Magistrate's Court of Piraeus; that the case of the 
vessel Venthisikimi (Case No. USI-5) was dismissed at the request of the 
Deputy District Attorney of Athens as approved by the District Attorney 
of the Court of Appeals; that the case of the vessel Agios Gioraios 
(Case No. 130) was to be taken up by the Magistrate's Court of Piraeus 
during January 1975; that the cases of the vessels Aliakom Pilot 
(Case No, 138), Ocean Pee;asus (Case No. USI-5), Hellenic Destiny 
(Case No. USI-ll), Costas Frangos (Case No. USI-12), Nortrans Unity 
(Case No. USI-14), Hellenic Destiny (Case No. USI-21) were referred to 
the Public Prosecutor of Piraeus; that further investigations were 
ordered by the District Attorney of Piraeus in the cases Of the vessels 
Drymakos (Case No. ll'j'), and Armenia (Case No. 124); that investigations 
had been started by the competent Greek authorities in the cases of the 
vessels Anangel Ambition (Case No, 147)) MV Pleias (Case NO. 1931, 
Hellenic Laurel (Case ~0. USI-2g), and Hellenic Carrier (Case No. USI-32); 
that no information was provided by His Excellency's Government 
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in connexion with the cases of the vessels Hellenic Leader (Case NO. USI-5) 
and North Highness (Case No. USI-5); that no reply has, as yet, been 
received in connexion with the case of the vessel MV Soula K (Case No. lg5), 
nor in connexion with the case of the vessel Helle~Destiny 
(Case NO. USI-25); and that there has been no response at all from 
His Excellency's Government to the Committee's inquiry of 13 May 1974 as 
to whether Olympic Airways, SA, has entered into passenger and/or cargo 
agreements, or parts thereof, with Air Rhodesia. 

"The Committee would be grateful to be informed of the outcome of the 
trials in connexion with the cases referred to the Public Prosecutor of 
Piraeus (Case Nos. 138, UST-11, USI-12, USI-14, USI-21), as well as the 
case before the Magistrate's Court of Piraeus (Case No. 130). The 
Committee would also be grateful. to be informed of the results of the 
investigations undertaken by the competent Greek authorities in connexion 
with cases which at the time of the last communication from His 'Excellency 
were still under investigation (Case Nos. 117, 124, 147, 193, USI- and 
USI-32). 

"With reference to cases which were dismissed in Court or in which 
defendants were reported to have been acquitted (Case No. USI- re the 
vessel Venthisikimi and Case Nos. 112 and 114, respectively), the summary 
nature of the information received has not enabled the Committee t0 
dispose of these cases in a conclusive manner. The Committee would 
appreciate it if His Excellency's Government could provide additional 
information regarding these cases. It hopes to receive such information 
at the earliest possible date. 

"The Committee would also like to draw attention to the fact that 
it still awaits information as to what action has been taken by the 
Greek Government in the cases of the vessels Hellenic Leader and 
North Highness (Case No. USI+), MV Soula K (Case No. 195) and 
Hellenic Destiny (Case No. USI-25), as well as the Government's reply 
to its inquiry in connexion with Case No. INGO-4. The Committee would 
also be grateful to receive information on these cases as soon as possible* 

"The Committee has invited the Secretary-General to remind His Excellency 
that it places great reliance on the co-operation of the Governments in the 
performance of its work; for this reason, it wishes its concern over the 
incomplete status of its inquiries in the above-cited cases to be 
communicated to His Excellency's Government. In doing so, the Committee 
has expressed the hope that the Greek Government would once again 
demonstrate its co-operation in this matter in the same manner that it 
had demonstrated in connexion with Case No. 154 in the past, for which the 
Committee has expressed its full appreciation. It appeals to the 
Government to bring its correspondence up-to-date by providing the 
information requested, in order to help the Committee pursue and conclude 
its inquiries. 
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"Regarding the inquiry in His Excellency's note dated 30 October I.974 
as ta whether the Committee could provide more specific and substantial 
evidence of possible violations af San&ions by ships under Greek registry, 
the Committee has indicated that it was the responsibility of Governments, 
not of the Committee, to enforce sanctions and to seek information 
concerning possible violations. 

"The Committee expresses the hope that His Excellency's Government 
will give urgent attention to the matters raised in this note and submit 
any comments thereon at the earliest convenience, if possible within one 
month.?' 

A reply dated 20 June 1975 was received from Greece, the substantive part 
r which reads as follows: 

"With reference to ,&he Secretary-Genersl'gnote of 2 Aprill975, 
the Permanent Representative of Greece has the honour to inform His 
Excellency that the contents of the said note are actively being 
re-exxamined by the competent Greek authorities who sincerely regret that 
because of the number and complexity of the cases mentioned by the 
Security Council Committee .,. they have not yet been able to give a 
substantive reply. 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece to the United Nations wishes to 
give to the Committee the unequivocal assurance that it is the Greek 
Government's firm policy to implement fully the resolutions of the 
Security Council concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia. In 
keeping with this unswerving stand the competent Greek departments are 
in receipt of urgent instructions to expedite the drawing up of a 
comprehensive report regarding the aforementioned cases. 

"The Permanent Mission wishes to remind the Committee that according 
to Greek laws regulating the matter, violation of Security Council 
resolutions concerning Southern Rhodesia is a serious offence punishable 
by strict penalties. In a circular dated 19 May 19'75 (sub. NO. 50728/2/69) 
the Greek Ministry of Mercantile Marine informed all members of the Marine 
Chamber of Greece and all associations of Greek shipowners of the contents 
of His Excellency's note of 3 March 1975 and stressed that any transgression 
of the pertinent Greek legislation will be dealt with in accordance with 
the strictest interpretation of the law. In the same spirit, the Greek 
Ministry of Commerce, by.its circular No. 32324/4126/1634, conveyed to all 
all Greek prefectures as well as to the competent department of the Bank 
of Greece and to all currency control committees, the information contained 
in the note dated 13 March 19’75 addressed to the Security Council Committee 
and attached to His Excellency'zs note of 26 March 1975 regarding 
Case No. 204. 

"The Permanent Representative of Greece is confident that the efficient 
co-operation existing between the Committee and the Greek authorities will 
Continue in a spirit of mutual confidence and assistance." 
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5. A further reply dated $ September 1975 was received from Greece, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Greece to the United Natigns .., 
further to his note of 20 June 1975, has the honour_to inform /the 
Secretary-GeneraLTthat the cases mentioned in /-?&/ note of 2 April1975 
continue to be studied intensively by the competent Greek authorities. 
Every effort is being made towards the strict implementation of the Greek 
legislation on the matter. It is pointed out, however, that such 
implementation has to take into account the general provisions of Greek 
penal procedural law, as well as the fact that the persons involved in many 
of these cases are employed on ocean-going ships which rarely call at 
Greek ports. 

"In the light of these factors and on the basis of past experience, the 
competent authorities in Greece are wondering whether the Security Council 
Committee established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) could not 
examine the advisability of extending the one or two months' delay in which 
Greek authorities are usually expected to furnish information on the final 
outcome of cases such as the aforementioned. 

"In looking into this suggestion, the Committee might also take into 
consideration the complexity.of these,cases, from the viewpoint of domestic 
law, as well as the fact that replying to the Committee's communications 
involves correspondence between this Mission and the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs in Athens, as well as between the latter and other departments such 
as the Ministry of Mercantile Marine, the Ministry of Justice and the 
Ministry of Commerce. 

"In making this suggestion, the Greek competent authorities are 
prompted by the conviction that the Committee shares their wish for 
continued close co-operation on an efficient and pragmatic basis." 

6. With regard to Case No. 114, a reply dated 3 November 1975 was received 
from Greece, transmitting the official translation of the judgement in which the 
accused had been acquitted, and of which the Committee had previously been SO 

informed. j 

(64) Case No. 137. Steel billets - "Msltlysia 
dated 26 October 1972 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

c/ Ibid., para. 12 (i). 



, _ 

3. In the absence Of replies from them the Committee included Jordan and again 
Liberia in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
13 March, and again included those two Governments in the seventh and eighth 
quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases on 10 July and 
4 November 1975, IFeSpeCtiVely. 

(65) Case No. 138. Steel billets - "Aliakmon Pilot": United Kingdom note 
dated 26 October 1972 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(66) Case No. 140. Steel billets and maize - '!Char Hwa": United Kingdom note 
dated 9 April 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of replies from them the Committee again included Jordan and 
Panama in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as 
press releases on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

Graphite 

(67) Case No. 38. Graphite - svKaapland9v: United Kingdom note dated 
27 August 1969 

See annex IV. 

(68) Case No. 43. Graphite - "Tanga": United Kingdom note dated 
18 September 1969 

See annex IV. 

(69) Case No. 62. Graphite - '1Transvaal"g nKaa-plandv9, "Sell enbosch" and 
'1Swellendam'7: United Kingdom note dated 22 December 1969 

See annex IV. 
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B. MINERAL FUELS 

(70 ) Case NO, 172. Crude oil: United Kingdom note dated 7 May 1974 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the seventh report. 

(71) Case No. 187. Crushed coking coal: United Kingdom note dated 23 July 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A first reminder was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany on 
22 January 1975. 

4. An acknowledgement dated 27 January was received from that Government 
followed by a reply dated 5 February 19'75, the substantive part of which reads as 
follows: 

"Investigations in the offices of the firm Krupp-Brennstoffhandel in 
Hamburg have not brought to light any evidence as to the Southern Rhodesian 
origin of the nzerchandise. However, the Federal Government has asked the 
competent authorities to conduct a further investigation in the head offices 
of the above-mentioned firm in Essen. The results of this investigation Will 
be communicated to the Secretary-General as soon as possible." 

4. A second reminder was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany on 
19 March 1975, inquiring whether the investigations by the Federal authorities 
had been completed and whether the results could be communicated to the Committee. 

5. A reply dated 14 April 1975 has been received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany9 the substantive part of which reads as followb: 

'PInvestigations conducted in the meantime in the head office of the 
firm Krupp-Brennstoffhandel in Essen have not yielded any evidence that the 
imported merchandise was of Southern Rhodesian origin. 

"Further investigations by the Federal Government have proved that the 
crushed coking coal to which the note of the Secretary-General of 
23 July 1974 refers is also produced in,Moatize/Mozsmbique and supplied to 
German firms," 

6. A note dated 7 May 1975 was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany under the 
no-objection procedure, requesting the Government to indicate the means, including 
documentary evidence, copies of which would be appreciated, by which the 
investigating authorities had concluded that the consignment of coking coal in 
question was not of Southern Rhodesian origin. 
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7. An acknowledgement dated 13 May 1975 was received from the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 

8, A reply dated 9 June 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of Germany, 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

“In the course of the investigations conducted by the competent 
German authorities in the offices of the firm Krupp-Brennstoffhandel in 
Hamburg and in Essen 9 all documents (card files, correspondence, sales 
COntraCtS 9 shipping and custom documents) concerning the import of crushed 
coking coal were carefully examined. The examination revealed that the 
company purchased coal from numerous countries and among others some smaller 
quantities from South Africa with port of lading LourenGo Marques. The 
respective certificates of origin issued by the Camera de Comercio de 
Lourenr;o Marques were confirmed by the complete records of the relevant 
sales contracts. 

“Furthermore, the firm Krupp-Brennstof fhandel has imported crushed 
coking coal from a firm in I!oatize/Mozsmbique with port of lading Beira. 
However, in 1974, the merchandise could no longer be shipped due to 
transportation difficulties. To comply with the suggestions of the 
Secretary-General contained in his memoranda, the Federal Government 
conducted further investigations through its Consulate General in Mozambique 
in order to ascertain whether or not coal of the aforementioned kind is 

being produced in and exported from Moatize. This has been affirmed. 

“Thus, no evidence could be found which would in any way support the 
suspicion voiced by the British Government. The Government of the United 
Kingdom has also been informed to this effect .” 

9. At the 247th meeting on 4 September 1975 the Committee considered the matter 
and decided that, since no further development seemed likely to occur 3 the case 
should be closed. 
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c. TOBACCO 

(72) Case No. 4. Tobacco - "Mokaria": United Kingdom note dated 24 January 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the second report. 

(73) Case No. 10. Tobacco - 'lMohasiE': United Kingdom note dated 29 March 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(74) Case No. 19. Tobacco - "Goodwill": United Kingdom note dated 25 June 1969 ! 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(75) Case No. 26. _Transactions in Southern Rhodesia tobacco: United Kingdom 
note dated 14 July 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the third report. 

(76) Case NO. 35. Tobacco - *%!Iontaigle7' : United Kingdom note dated. 
13 August 1969 

-- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(77) Case NO. 82, Tobacco - "Elias I," : United Kingdom note dated 3 July1970 --- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(78) Case NO. 92. Cigarettes believed to be manufactured in Rhodesia: United 
Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(79) Case No. 98. Tobacco - "Hellenic Beach": United Kingdom note dated 
7 October 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the fifth report* 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case NO. 114, 
above. 
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(80) Case No. 104. Tobacco - --1__ "Agios Nicolaos": United Kingdom note dated 
2 November 1970 -- 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the fifth report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report with regard to Panama and Greece, see paragraphs 3, 4 
and $ of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(81) Case No. 105. Tobacco - "Montalto": United Kinpdom note dated 
2 November 1970 - 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(82) Case No. 149. Tobacco - %traat Holland": United Kingdom note dated 
19 July 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 234th meeting on 24 April 197'ji the Committee decided that a note 
should be prepared for its consideration for transmission to Indonesia; meanwhile, 
that the Chairman should contact the representative of Indonesia personally to see 
if a substantive reply could be obtained that way. 

4. At the 235th meeting on 5 June 1975, the Acting Chairman reported, and the 
representative of Indonesia also confirmed, that the Permanent Mission of 
Indonesia would again request its Government to deal with the matter more 
urgently, The representative of Indonesia requested that, under the 
circumstances, no note be sent to his Government for the time being. 

5. A reply dated 19 June 1975 was received from Indonesia, the substantive 
Fart of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Indonesia to the United Nations ,*. 
with reference to consideration by the sanctions Committee of the case 
concerning the importation by Indonesia of a consignment of tobacco9 
suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin aboard the Straat Holland, has 
the honour to submit herewith the documents relevant to the aforementioned 
case.vv 
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Enclosure 

Letter dated 20 August 1973 addressed to the Director-General of the 
Foreign Economic Department, Ministry of Foseign Affairs, by the 

8artment of Trade, Indonesia 

'Referring to your letter No. 6600/73/17 dated 19 July 1973 addressed 
to the head of the Foreign Commerce Bureau of the Department of Trade and 
letter No. 68252/73/22 dated 25 July 1973 addressed to the Director of the 
Directorate of Importation of the Department of Trade, I would like to 
inform you that the communication of the Permanent Mission of the United 
Kingdom to the United Nations concerning the case of the Indonesian tobacco 
importation from Rhodesia proved to be incorrect. Our actions in this 
matter have been principally based on the certificates of origin of the 
tobaccog showing that the tobacco consignment originated from Mozambique and 
Malawi. For your consideration, we have herewith attached photo-copies of 
those certificates as follows: 

1. Certificate of origin Mozambique = 61 cases 
2. Certificate of origin Mozambique = 62 cases 

Certificate of origin Mozambique = 77 cases (15,510 kg) 
Certificate of origin Malawi = 11,200 lbs 

"It is necessary to emphasize that the tobacco received from the ship 
MV Straat Holland of the Koninklyke Java-China Paketvaart Lynen, which was 
transshipped to Indonesia, originated from Mozambique and Malawi. 

"Your attention to this note will be appreciated." 

6. The documentation enclosed consisted of: 

(a) A certificate of origin No. 6279, issued and sealed on 17 May 19?3 by 
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Malawi in respect of 11,200 lbs of 
tobacco, net, destined for Malange, Indonesia; 

(b) A certificate of origin issued by the Chamber of Commerce of Beira 
(figures for dates and weight measures illegible); 

(c) A certificate of origin issued and sealed by the Chamber of Commerce of 
Beira on 26 April 1973, declaring that waybills (rail notes) had been produced 
attesting to the Mozambique origin of 62 cases of flue-cured tobacco for shipment 
aboard the Straat Holland; and 

(d) A certificate of origin as in (c) above in respect of 61 cases. 
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(83) Case No. 156. Tobacco - "Hellenic Glory": 
4 October 1973 

United Kingdom note dated 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below, 

3. Two acknowledgements dated 27 January and 7 February 1975 were received from 
Egypt, indicating that the matter was still under investigation by the competent 
Egyptian authorities, and that any relevant comments and documentation would be 
forwarded immediately upon receipt. 

4. In the absence of replies from Panama and Zambia, the Committee included 
those Governments in the sixth quarterly list which was issued as a press release 
on 13 March 1975. 

5. For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, see 
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

6. A reply dated 24 March 1975, enclosing two certificates of origin Nos. 326 and 
339, which had been requested by the Committee, was received from Egypt. 

rT* A note dated 24 April 1974 was sent to Egypt under the no-objection 
procedure, expressing the Committee's appreciation for the Government's 
co-operation in its inquiries. 

8. Further to paragraph 4 above, the Committee again included Panama and Zambia 
in the seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases on 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(84) Case No. 157. Tobacco - v'Oran,~eland's: United Kingdom note dated 
9 October 1973 

Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
, submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 239th meeting on 29 May 1975 the Secretary informed the Committee that 
in accordance with the decision taken by the Committee at the 203rd meeting, a 
member Of the Secretariat had gone to the Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic 

, Of' Germany and examined the documents referred to in the Federal Republic's note Of 
31 May 1974. ti/ Those documents were: 

a/ s, annex II, (84), Case No. 157, para. 8. 
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(a) A certificate of origin issued by the Chamber of Commerce af Heira cn 
2 July 1973, in respect of 130 cases of tobacco in three groups marked as follcvs: 
MK2-l/49, MK/6-l/25, MKg-l/56, The shipment was given as originating in 
Mozambique and shipped aboard the MV Oranjeland; 

(b) A phytosanitary certificate issued by the Plant Protection Service of thE 
State of Mozambique on 2 July 1973, in respect of 130 cases of tobacco, marked 
exactly as above. The shipper was given as Mitchell Cotts and Co. (SA) (Pty.) Ltd, 
Beira, and the consignee was given as Werner Trense Leaf Tobacco Agency, Munich, 
Federal Republic of Germany. The shipment was transported aboard the 
MV Oranjeland for delivery into the port of Hamburg. (It was pointed out to the 
Com&ttee that that certificate was similar to that submitted by Austria in 
respect of 113 cases of tobacco, which was part of the total shipment of tobacco 
aboard the ship.) 

4. At the same meeting, in reply to a question from the Acting Chairman, the 
expert consultant stated that the documentation in question did not represent 
satisfactory proof of origin. 

5. The Committee then decided to leave the case open until it had time to 
consider the whole question of the trade in southern African tobacco. 

(85) Case NO. 164. Tobacco - "Mexico Maru": United Kingdom note dated 
30 January 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below, 

3. In the absence of a reply from Indonesia, the Committee included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release cn 
13 March 1975. 

4. A reply dated 14 April 197'5, enclosing copies of documentary evidence, was 
received from Indonesia, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

'!The Indonesian Government has always been consistent in its efforts 
t0 ensure the effective implementation of the Security Council sanctions 
against Southern Rhodesia. As early as 1969, the Indonesian Government has 
promulgated regulations banning all trade with Southern Rhodesia. These 
regulations were reinforced last year when the Indonesian Minister cf Trade 
issued regulation No. 342/Kp/IX'74, determining that imports from 
Mozambique must not only be subject to the usual import regulations but 
must also be accompanied by such documentation as set forth in the letter cf 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations of 2'7 January 1971. With the 
issuance of these regulations, all imports suspected to be of Southern 
Rhodesian origin are subject to very close scrutiny and strict examination by 
the competent Indonesian authorities, in order to preclude, as much as 
possible, any kind of trade with Southern Rhodesia. 
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"In regard to the consignment of tobacco suspected to be of Southern 
Rhodesian origin aboard the gexico Maru (Case 164), the Indonesian Government 
wishes 1 after having undertaken the necessary investigations, to confirm that 
the said consignment has indeed been imported into Indonesia by the import 
firm NV Nastiti. The consignment was accompanied by appropriated 
documentation, the authenticity of which the competent Indonesian authorities 
have no reason to doubt. Those documents, photocopies of which are herewith 
attached, certified that the aforementioned consignment of tobacco was not of 
Southern Rhodesian origin, but from Mozambique.s' 

5. The documentary evidence submitted consisted of: 

(a) A certificate issued by the Customs Service of Mozambique, Beira, on 
2 November 1973, attesting to payments of 5 escuaos (stamp duty) and 10,000 escudos 
(customs duty) in respect of 40,000 kg net weight of unprocessed tobacco; 

(b) A railway dispatch certificate issued at Villa Perry on 29 October 1973, 
for the transportation of 200 cases (altogether 48,032 kg) of unprocessed 
tobacco from Villa Perry station to the port of Beira; and 

(c) A certificate of origin issued at Beira on 2 November 1973, by the 
Department of Agriculture and Forests of Mozambique in respect of 200 cases 
(40,000 kg net, 48,032 kg gross weight) of unprocessed tobacco destined for 
Jakarta. It was pointed out to the Committee that the three certificates provided 
by the Government of Indonesia appeared to correspond exactly to the requirements 
stipulated in the Secretary-GeneralPs note of 27 July 1971 in respect of tobacco 
declared to originate in Mozambique. 

6. At the 245th meeting on 31 July, the Committee considered the matter and 
decided to close the case, and notes dated 10 September 1975 were sent to 
Indonesia and Japan to that effect, also expressing the Committee's appreciation 
to those Governments for their co-operation in its inquiries. 

(86) Case NO. 169. Tobacco - "Adelaide Maru": United Kingdom note dated 
5 April 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 246th meeting on 28 May 1975, the Committee considered the matter and 
decided that in the light of the information and documentation supplied by Japan 
and Singapore, the case should be closed. 
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(87) Case No. 196. Tobacco - *7Streefkerk'7 and "Swellendam": United Kingdom note 
dated 5December 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2* Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 5 February 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"After having been informed by the Embassy of the United Kingdom in 
The Hague of the contents of the note dated 5 December 1974 addressed to the 
Security Council Committee, established in pursuance of resolution 253 (19681, 
by the United Kingdom, the Netherlands authorities immediately conducted an 
investigation after the arrival of the MV Streefkerk at the port of Rotterdan. 

"As a result of this inquiry, the matter has been referred to the 
District Attorney of Rotterdam. The Acting Permanent Representative wishes 
to inform the Secretary-General that he will be informed of the results of 
this investigation as soon as possible." 

4. First reminders were sent to South Africa and Switzerland on 28 February 1975, 

5. A note dated 2 April 1975 was sent to the Netherlands, under the no-objection 
procedure, inquiring whether the investigation by the District Attorney of 
Rotterdam had been completed and the result could be communicated to the 
Comnitt ee . 

6. A reply dated 23 April 1975 was received from Switzerland, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Observer Of Switzerland t0 the United Nations .,, has the 
honour to refer to communications of 17 December 1974 and 28 February 1975, 
in which the Secretary-General stated that the Security Council Committee III 
would be very grateful if the Swiss Government could investigate the 
possibility that a Swiss company, Industria, AG, of Zurich, is acting as an 
agent for a Southern Rhodesian tobacco concern and has arranged for the 
shipment of tobacco suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin. 

'In response to that request, the Swiss authorities have contacted the 
management of Industria, AG, and have opened an investigation into this 
matter which has not yet been completed. The Swiss Government hopes, 
however, to be able soon to provide the Secretary-General with information 
on the results of its inquiries. The purpose of this communication is to 
inform the Committee of the action undertaken by the Swiss authorities 
pursuant to its request. In view of the investigation under way, the 
Permanent Observer of Switzerland hopes that the Committee will, in this 
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case, refrain from including the Swiss Government in the list which it 
publishes quarterly of Governments that have not replied within the 
prescribed two-month period to questions concerning possible violations of 
sanctions." 

7. A second reminder was sent to South Africa on 30 May 1975. 

8. F'urther to paragraph 5 above, a first reminder was sent to the Netherlands on 
1. July 1975. 

g . In the absence of replies from the Netherlands and South Africa, the Committee 
included those two countries in the seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a 
press release on 10 July 1975. 

lo . Replies were received from Switzerland and the Netherlands, the substantive 
:earts of which read as follows: 

(i) mote dated 29 Julg 1975 from Switzerland L.--- 

"Upon completion of the investigation carried out within the limits of 
the legal means at their disposa3, the competent Federal authorities cannot 
conclude that the company Industria, AG, of Zurich was involved in the 
alleged transactions described by the United Kingdom authorities to the 
United Nations Committee on sanctions in their note of 5 December 1974. 

"Industria, AG, which states that it is engaged, inter alia, in trade, 
in tobacco on a world-wide scale, denies categorically that it acts on behalf 
of the Transrhodesia Tobacco Company (PVT) Ltd., of Salisbury, that it has 
procured tobacco from that Rhodesian concern or that it has ever delivered 
Rhodesian tobacco to Swiss firms. 

"As for transactions between Industria, AG, and third countries 
involving merchandise which does not enter Swiss territory, the Federal 
authorities reiterate that there is no legal means or procedure whereby they 
can intervene." 

(ii> Note dated 1 August 1975 from the Netherlands 

"The investigations concerning the MV Streefkerk, which were announced 
in this Mission's note No. 466 of 5 February 1975, have not yet been 
terminated. As had been promised in this Mission's aforementioned note, the 
results of this investigation shall be conveyed to the Secretary-General as 
soon as possible. 

"As to the activities of the South African ship, the MV Swellendam, the 
investigations have revealed that this ship had arrived in Rotterdam On 
5 December lg'j'4 with a freight of approximately 45 tons of tobacco, 
consisting of 4 parts, of which 1 originated from Mozambique and the 
remaining 3 from Malawi. 
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"Furthermore it has come to the attention of the Government of the 
Kingdom of the Netherlands that the Betherlands is mentioned in the quarterly 
list of July 1975 containing the nsmes of Governments that have not 
responded substantially within the prescribed period of two months to an 
inquiry from the Committee. In this Mission's note No. 466 of 5 February 1975, 
the Secretary-=General had been informed of the fact that a judicial 
investigation was being conducted, the results of which would be communicated 
as soon as possible. 

"The reception of this note has been acknowledged by the Secretary- 
CeneralPs note dated 2 April 1975. It would? therefore, be appreciated to 
learn how it has been possible that the name of the Netherlands has been 
included in the aforementioned list and if a rectification of this situation 
can be brought about." 

11. A third reminder was sent to South Africa on 6 October 1975. 

12. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 251st meeting, a note 
dated 27 October 197'5 was sent to the Netherlands under the no-objection 
procedure, requesting conclusive evidence, accompanied by copies of relevant 
documentation, that the tobacco unloaded off the MV v'Swellendam'Y at Rotterdam 
was indeed from Malawi and Mozambique. The Committee pointed out, moreover, that 
with regard to the shipment aboard the MV Streefkerk a substantive reply was Still 
awaited. As to the inclusion of the Netherlands in the quarterly list published 
on 13 July 1975, the Committee drew the attention of the Government to the 
procedure recommended in the Committee's second special report to the 
Security Council (S/10920? para. IS), which was approved by the Council in 
resolution 333 (1973) and had since become the basis for publishing such lists; in 
the absence of a substantive reply to the Committee's note of 2 April, and 
subsequent to a reminder sent of 1 July 1975, the Committee had been obliged to 
act in accordance with the established procedure. 

13. A reply dated 31 October 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"By decision of the Arrondissementsrechtbank (district court) of 
Rotterdam dated 30 September 1975, the director of a Rotterdam firm of 
forwarding agents was sentenced to payment of a pecuniary fine, since he 
had imported for purposes of transit a consignment of tobacco of Southern 
Rhodesian origin transported to Rotterdam by the J!U Streefkerk. However, the 
Rotterdam district attorney has appealed the sentence, since he could not 
agree with the court's decision not to impose an additional penalty. 

"Since thus the sentence has not yet become final and without appeal, 
the Netherlands Government regrets not being able to supply further details 
at this moment. However, the Netherlands Government continues to give due 
attention to this matter and will not fail to give further information at the 
earliest possible moment to the Security Council Committee." 
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14. In the absence of a reply from South Africa, the Committee again included that 
Government in the eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
4 November 1975. 

15. The Committee noted that the reply from the Netherlands indicated that there 
was a breach of sanctions by a Dutch importing firm. In accordance with its past 
practice in similar cases, the Committee decided to mention that fact in its 
proposed eighth annual report under the section dealing with actions taken by 
Governments with regard to specific violations of sanctions. 

16. A further reply dated 8 December 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Netherlands Government regrets that it is not able to comply with 
the request of the Security Council Committee, called into being in 
confoxmity with the provisions of Security Council resolution 253, to 
deposit the documents pertaining to shipments of the MV Swellendam for 
inspection. These documents are business data which are the property of the 
Cape Continental Shipping Co. (PVT), Ltd. 9 Cape Town, South Africa. For 
more precise details, if so desired, it is advised that the abovementioned 
South African company be approached directly. 

"The Netherlands authorities have closely examined the documents 
regarding the shipment mentioned above. In this connection the Netherlands 
Government had no reason to believe that the goods originated from 
Southern Rhodesia. 

'!As to the question raised in relation to the MV Streefkerk, the 
Permanent Representative wishes to refer to his note to the Secretary-General 
No. 6860 dated 31 October 1975." 

) Case No. 202. Tobacco - "M. DrsmmensfjordTF: United Kingdom note dated 
6 March 1975 

(88 

1. By a note dated 6 March 1975, the United Kingdom reported to the Committee 
information concerning a shipment of tobacco aboard the above-mentioned Vessel- 

The text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation that a consignment of tobacco shipped to Norway was of . 
Southern Rhodesian origin. 

"The information is to the effect that the M. Drsmmensfjord was at the 
port of Beira at the end of October 1974, where she loaded a large consignment 
of tobacco of Rhodesian origin. Arrangements for the shipment of the 
tobacco were made between the Den Nor&e Amerikalinje A/S of 0~10, the 
owners of the vessel, and a Southern Rhodesia concern, Allen WaCk and 
Shepherd (PVT) Ltd., of Salisbury. The M Drammensfjord left Beira On - 
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31 October 1914 and subsequently called at Oslo on or about 9 December 1974, 
where the tobacco was off-loaded. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to draw the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Norway to assist them with J 
their investigations into the carriage aboard a Norwegian-owned vessel of I 
tobacco for delivery to Oslo and suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin. / 
The Secretary-General may further wish to draw attention to the documentary 
proof of origin recommended in his notes of 18 September 1969 and 27 July 1971 
and to request the Government of Norway to indicate which documents have been 
produced as evidence that the tobacco was of non-Rhodesian origin." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's established practice under the 
no-objection procedure, a note dated 14 March 19'75 was sent to Norway, transmitting 
the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply datea 17 April 1975, with copies of documentation enclosed, was 
received from Norway, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Norway to the United Nations . . . has 
the honour to transmit copies of the following documentation: 

1, Copy of certificate of origin No. 7581 issued by the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Malawi on 28 October 1974. 

Copy of certificate of origin No. 7582 issued by the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Malawi on 28 October 1974. 

Copy of certificate of origin No. 7598 issued by the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Malawi on 29 October 1974. 

Copy of certificate of origin No. 7599 issued by the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Malawi on 29 October 1974. 

Copy of certificate or origin No. 10954 issued by the Tobacco Control 
Commission of Malawi on 29 July 1974. 

Copy of service de exportacao issued by Direccao Provincial dos Services 
de Commekio on 9 October 1974. 

2. Copy of combined certificate of origin and arrival at and exportation 
from the port of Beira T.C.C. Nos. 11166/67+/p issued by the 
British Consulate on 5 September 1974. 

Copy of combined certificate of origin and arrival at and exportation 
from the port of Beira T.C.C. Nos. 11302/O%h/10 issued by the 
British Consulate on 7 October 1974. 
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3. Copy Or bill of lading No. 1 of 30 October 1974. 
Copy of bill of lading No, 2 of 30 October 1974. 
Copy of bill of lading No. 3 of 30 October 1974. 
Copy Of bill of lading No. 4 of 30 October 1974. 

4, Copy of manifest of cargo of 25 October 1974. 
Copy of manifest of cargo of 25 October 1974. 
Copy of manifest of cargo of 30 October 1974. 

"The documentation set forth above shows that the tobacco in question is 
of non-Rhodesian origin." 

4. The documentation submitted by Norway was summarised by the export 
consultant in six tables as follows: tables 1, 2 and 3 represented a summary of 
three different kinds of certificates of origin issued by the Chamber of Commerce 
and Industries of Malawi, the Tobacco Control Commission of Malawi and the ,' 
Direccgo Provincial dos Services de Comercio, respectively; two combined ." 
certificates of origin and arrival at and exportation from, the port of Beira, 
issued by the British Consulate in Beira were summarized in table 4 (the British 
Consulate documents covered the shipments given-in table lonly); the 'information 
given in the four bills of lading was similar to that furnished by the 
Scandinavian East Africa Line in the manifest of cargo dated 30 October 1974 and 
the two kinds of documentation were summarized in table 5 (the shipments shown in 
that table were similar to those given in tables 1, 2 and 3) 5 and table 6 
summarized two manifests of cargo dated 25 October 1974 issued by the Scandinavian 
East Africa Line (no other supporting documentation for the information given in 
table 6 was submitted by the Norwegian Government). 

(89) Case NO, 207. Imports of tobacco by Be&gian firm: United Kingdom note dated 
3 July 1975 

1. By a note dated 3 JULY 1975 the United Kingdom reported information concerning 
sports of tobacco by a Belgium tobacco firm, The text of the note is reproduced 
below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation that a Belgian company is engaged in trade in Rhodesian 
tobacco. 

"The information is to the effect that a Belgian company, 
G. Van Onacker and Zoon of Geraardsbergen, is engaged in trade with a 
Southern Rhodesian company, The Africa Leaf Tobacco of Rhodesia, Ltd., 
Salisbury. The Belgian company not only imports tobacco on its own account 
from the Southern Rhodesian company but also acts as a European agent of 
Africa Leaf Tobacco. In March or April 1975, Mr. Christopher Van Onacker, a 
Partner in the Belgian company, visited Southern Rhodesia at the time of the 
1975 tobacco auctions. Be had meetings subsequently with Africa Leaf Tobacco 
in Salisbury to arrange for the disposal in Europe of tobacco purchased at 
the auctions. 



"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (19613) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to draw the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Belgium in order to assist 
them with their investigations into: 

(a) The reason for Mr. C, Van Onacker's visit to Africa Leaf Tobacco 
in Salisbury; 

(b) The possibility that G, Van Onacker and Zoon is importing tobacco 
Of Rhodesian origin into Belgium from the Africa Leaf Tobacco of 
Rhodesia, Ltd.; 

(c) The possibility that the Belgium company is acting as a European 
agent for the Africa Leaf Tobacco of Rhodesia, Ltd." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's established practice under the 
no-objection procedure, a note dated 22 July 1375 was sent to Belgium, 
transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A first reminder was sent to Belgium on 1 October 1975. 

4. In the absence of a reply from Belgium, the Committee included that 
Government in the eighth quarterly list which was issued as a press release on 
4 November 1975. 

5* A second reminder was sent to Belgium on 6 November 1975. 

6, A reply dated 12 December 1975 was received from Belgium, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"Annexed to your first note was 'information' transmitted to the 
Committee on sanctions by the United Kingdom. I have duly transmitted your 
note and the annex thereto to my Government which has authorized me to 
inform you of the following. 

"In general , when dealing with the Committee on sanctions, the Belgian 
Government would like to receive the most detailed information possible in 
order to enable it to arrange effectively for the necessary inquiry, 

"In the case in question, the United Kingdom, which has provided 
'information of sufficient reliability to merit further investigation', gives 
only vague information about a visit to Southern Rhodesia which 
Mr. Van Onacker is alleged to have made 'in March or April 1975". 

"It would be useful for my Government to know the exact date of that 
visit, which the United Kingdom must know, since it claims that it took 
place. Such information, if sufficiently precise, would provide an initial 
indication that the Belgian firm Van Onacker might be conducting business 
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with Southern Rhodesia. For its part, my Government is bound to respect the 
freedom of movement of its nationals, and does not keep records of their 
journeys abroad; still less is it able to prevent such journeys,, or to 
ascertain their aims and motives, as requested in paragraph (a) of the 
British note. 

"Furthermore, the Belgian Government would like to have all the 
information which the United Kingdom must have at its disposal for it to be 
able to suggest that the firm Van Onacker has concluded agreements with a 
Southern Rhodesian firm granting it some degree of monopoly in Europe for 
the importation of Rhodesian tobacco. My Government is not satisfied with 
the statements in the British note, which are extremely vague about the 
nature, date and place of the alleged transactions. 

"In its present form, therefore, the evidence provided in the United 
Kingdom note does not enable my Government to conduct an inquiry to establish 
whether it is well-founded. 

"My Government will nevertheless keep this case open, and would like 
the Committee on sanctions to provide it with any additional information 
which might be obtained from the United Kingdom." 
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D. CEREALS g/ 

(go) Case No. 18. Trade in maize: United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1969 

There is no new information Concerning this case In addition to that contained 
in the fifth report l 

(91) Case No. 39. Maize - "Fraternity": United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1g6 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(92) Case IVO. 44. Maize - s'Galini": United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1gQ 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report,, 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken On the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above, 

(93) Case No 0 47. Maize - “Santa Alexandra” : United Kingdom note dated 
24 September 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(94) Case No. 49. Maize - “Zeno”: United Kingdom note dated 26 September 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Liberia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release cn 
13 March 1975. 

4. For further information concerning this case see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 Of 
(63) Case No. 114, above. 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above, the Committee again included that Government in 
the seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases On 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(95) Case No. 56. Maize - "Julia ~~1: United Kingdom note dated 13 November I@ 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

g/ See alsO (66) Case No. 140, above. 
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(96) Case No. 63. Maize - 'FPolyxene C.": United Kingdom note dated 
24 December 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(97) Case No. 90. Maize - 'Virgo": United Kingdom note dated 19 August 1970 .- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(98) Case No. 91. Maize - "Master Daskalos": United Kingdom note dated 
19 August 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the sixth report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3$ 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(99) Case No. 97. Maize - "Lambros M. Fatsis": United Kingdom note dated 
30 September 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of the fourth report is given below. 

3. 1n the absence of a reply from Panama, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
13 March 1975. 

4. For further information concerning this case see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of 
(63) Case No. 114, above. 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above3 the Committee again included Panama in the 
seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases on 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(100) Case No. 106. Maize - "Corviglia": United Kingdom note dated 
26 November 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the fourth report. 

(101) Case NO. 124. Maize - “Armon&“: United Kingdom note dated 30 August 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 
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2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Venezuela, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list 1 which was issued as a press release on 
13 March 1975. 

4. For further information concerning this case, see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of 
(63) Case No. 114, above. 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above, the Committee again included Venezuela in the 
seventh and eighth quarterly lists 9 which were issued as press releases on 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(102) Case No. 125. Xaize - ssAlexandros S": United Kingdom note dated 
23 September 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Venezuela9 the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release On 

13 March 1975. 

4. For further information concerning this case see paragraphs 3> 4 and 5 of 
(63) Case No. 114, above, 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above, the Committee again included Venezuela in the 
seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases on 
10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(103) Case No. 1.39. Maize - "Pythia": United Kingdom note dated 6 April 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Liberia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists issued as press releases 
on 13 March9 10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 
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E. COTTON AND COTTON SEED 

(104) Case No. 53. Cotton seed - spHolly Trader": United Kingdom note dated 
23 October 1969 -_1___1 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(105) Case No. 96. Cotton - "S.A. Statesman": United Kingdom note dated 
14 September 19'70 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

F. MEAT 

(106) Case No. 8. Meat - "Kaasnai': United Kingdom note dated 10 March 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(107) Case No. 13. Meat - "Zuiderkerk": United Kingdom note dated 13 May 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(108) Case No. 14. Beef - "Tabora": United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(109) Case No. 16. Beef - "Tugelaland": United Kingdom note dated 16 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report, 

(110) Case No. 22. Beef - "Swellendam': United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(111) Case No. 33. Meat - iiTavetaiv : United Kingdom note dated 8 August 1969 

See annex IV. 

(112) Case No. 42. Meat - "Polona": United Kingdom note dated 17 September 1969 

See annex IV, 



(113) Case No. 61. Chilled meat: United Kingdom note dated 8 December 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(114) Case No. 68. Pork - i9Alc~r": United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(115) Case Bo. 117. Frozen meat - "Dry-makes": United Kingdom note dated 
21 April 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(116) Case No. 183. Trade in meat and banking facilities: United Kingdom note 
dated 25 June 1974 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

G. SUGAR 

(117) case No. 28. Sugar - s'B;yzantine Monarch": United Kingdom note dated 
21 July 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the fourth report. 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above+ 

(118) Case No. 60. Sugar - "Filotis": United Kingdom note dated 4 December 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(119) Case No. 65. Sugar - "Eleni": United Kingdom note dated 5 January 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above* 
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(120) Case No. 72. Sugar - "hVrentiOS'i: United Kingdom note dated 8 April 1970 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. For additional information COnCerning the action taken On the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(121) Case No. 83. Sugar - 'sAngeliais: United Kingdom note dated 8 JulY 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition t0 that contained 
in the fourth report. 

i (122) Case No. 94. Sugar - "Philomila": 

/ 1. 

United Kingdom note dated 28 August 1970 

Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

31 In the absence of a reply from Panama, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists which were issued as 
press releases on 13 March9 10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(123) Case No. 112. Sugar - "Evangelos M": United Kingdom note dated 
22 January 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

(124) Case No. 115. Sugar - "Aegean Mariner'!: United Kingdom note dated 
19 March 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report- 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Panama, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release On 
13 March 1975. 

40 For additional information regarding the action taken on this cases see 
Paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

5. Further to paragraph 3 above, the Committee again included Panama in the 
seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases On 
lo JflY and 4 November 1975, respectively. 
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(125) Case No. 119. Sugar - "Calli": United Kingdom note dated 10 May 1971 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(126) Case No. 122. Sugar - '?Netanya": United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1971 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(127) Case No. 126. Sugar - 'lNetanya'l: United Kingdom note dated 7 October 19'71 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(128) Case No. 128. Sugar - "Netanya'!: United Kingdom note dated 11 February 1972 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(129) Case No. 131. Sugar - "Mariner": United Kingdom note dated 12 April 1912 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(130) Case No. 132. Sugar - siPrimrose'l: United Kingdom note dated 26 April1972 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Liberia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as 
press releases on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November 1975, respectively. 

(131) Case No. 147. Sugar - "Anangel Ambition": United Kingdom note dated 
2'7 June 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. For additional information concerning the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report see paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

H. FERTILIZERS AND AMMONIA 

(132) Case No. 2. Import of manufactured fertilisers from Europe: United Kin&om 
note dated 14 January 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 
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(133) Case NO. 48. Ammonia - F"Butaneuve.8: U&ted Kingdom note dated 

I 
fieptember 1969 

1 There iS n0 new infOrmatiOn Concerning this case in addition to that contained 
, in the fifth report, 

(134) Case NO. 52. Bulk ammonia: United Kingdom notes dated 15 October and 
10 November 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(135) Case No, 66. Ammonia - "C6rons": United Kingdom note dated 7 January 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(136) Case No. 69. Ammonia - "Mariotte": United Kingdom note dated 
13 February 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(137) Case No. 101. Anhydrous ammonia: United States note dated 12 October 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

! (138) Case No. 113. Anhydrous ammonia - "Cypress" and "Isfonn": United Kingdom 
note dated 29 January 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 245th meeting on 31 July 1975, the Committee considered the text of 
the draft note proposed for transmittal to the Governments whose nationals had 
been mentioned in the reply from Switzerland dated 2 October 1974. At that meeting 
the Committee decided to request the Secretariat to find out as much information as 
Possible about the firm Nitrex, AG.!, of Zurich, which dealt in fertilizers. 

4. On 3 September 1975 the Secretariat submitted to the COndttee a report on 
Nitrex, AG. The text of that report is reproduced below. 

Y. The name of the company Nitrex, AG., has already appeared in the 
files of the Committee (Case No. 2), and some information on it was reported 
to the Security Council in 1969 (second report S/9252/Add.l, annex XI B). 
Moreover, in 1970 a note concerning the trade in fertilizers entitled 
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'Note on imports of ammonia into Southern Rhodesia as a basic element 
for fertilizers' was prepared at the request of the Committee and incorporated 
in the fourth report (S/10229, annex V). 

"2 D That note stated in particular that, since about 1968, the Rhodesian 
importers of fertilizers had been required by the illegal rggime to obtain 
their supplies through one channel, a company set up specifically t0 
co-ordinate the evasion of trade sanctions. That company, called UNIVEX, 
sent orders to a Swiss company, Bitrex, AG., of Zurich, which in turn placed 
orders with individual manufacturers in Europe. 

r’3. That information was sent to all Member States and members of the 
specialized agencies. It appeared from the replies received that Nitrex 
was a sales company in which European exporters of nitrogeneous fertilizers 
had joined together. Most of the Governments concerned indicated in their 
communications that appropriate steps had been taken against possible 
violations of the sanctions imposed on Southern Rhodesia. Switzerland, 
however, stated that while the Nitrex company was registered in the city 
of Zurich, most of its capital was in foreign hands; that, moreover, the 
fertilizers were not manufactured in Switzerland and would not enter the 
Swiss customs area even in transit; and that, accordingly, the Swiss 
authorities had no way in law or even in practice of proceeding against 
iVitrex, AG. 

Ii4 * lt may be recalled in that connexion that the reply from Switzerland 
raised the question of the responsibility of States regarding sanctions 
violations by their nationals abroad. The Committee requested an advice 
from the Legal Counsel on that matter which was specifically reported to 
the Security Council in chapter VI of the sixth report (S/lll@/Rev.l3 
paras. 13b138) . 

‘!Sm Concerning the Nitrex company, that name appears in one reference book, 
i.e., Who Owns Whom, Continental edition, 1974-19'75, volume I. The entry is 
as follows: 'Name of subsidiary or company in association with other 
companies: Nitrex AG., (A), Zurich; name of parent company or associate: 
BASF AG. I) Federal Republic of Germany. Also another Nitrex AG. 9 (A) company 
is referred to, with the company Chemie Linz AG., Austria, given as the name 
of the parent company or associate. 

I’6 e No further reference could be found on Nitrex in any other reference 
book. It may be noted in particular that the publication Jane's Major 
Companies of Europe 1974 does not mention it, even in connexion with the 
company BASF, AG., referred to above; although it indicates, among many 
other principal subsidiaries and participations of BASF, a BASF Holding AG., 
in Zurich." 

5* In accordance with the Committee's decision taken at the 245th meeting, notes 
were sent on 26 and 29 September 1975 to all the Governments concerned except 
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Switzerland., i.e., Austria, Belgium, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
Netherlands and Norway9 with reference to their respective nationals whom 
Switzerland had indicated as being members of the board of Nitrex. 

6. The substantive part of that note, which was adopted by the Committee under the 
no-objection procedure, is reproduced below. 

"During its consideration of cases of suspected violation of sanctions 
against Southern Rhodesia, the Committee has come across instances where 
certain firms registered in and operating from Switzerland have been involved 
in transactions connected with some of those cases. 
inquiries, 

_-.. --._ In reply to the Committee's 
the Government of Switzerland-has-always maintained that it has no 

legal means of controlling the activities of its firms conducted outside Swiss 
juridical territory. This matter was the subject of a note addressed to all 
Governments by the Secretary-General on 29 October 1973, at the Committee's 
request, a copy of which is herewith enclosed for ease of reference. 

"The Committee has now received further information from the Government 
of Switzerland to the effect that one of the firms involved, Nitrex, AG., 
registered in Zurich, Switzerland, in 1962, is managed by a board of directors 
of various nationalities t&at includes Mr. &Jessrs./ 9 who is 
also given as a national Lwho are also given as na%onalz7 of . 
The firm was set up by a number of fertilizer manufacturers from various 
European countries and in 1969 was reported to be involved in transactions 
facilitating the purchase of manufactured fertilizers in Europe for 
transportation to Mozambique, whence they were suspected to be finally 
destined for Southern Rhodesia. 

"At its 245th meeting, the Committee decided that this information should 
be brought to the attgntion of His Excellency's Government, pointing out that 
a national &ationalg/ of might be involved in the management 
Of a company whose activities might be contrary to the provisions of Security 
Council resolutions establishing sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. 

'In view of the position taken by the Government of Switzerland, the 
Committee expressed the hope that His Excellencyvs Government might be in a 
Position to bring influence upon its national(s) on the company's board of 
directors, so that he LThed in turn might eventually restrain the company 
from activities that appear to be in contravention of the Security Council 
decisions. 

"Regarding the companies which may be involved in Nitrex activities 
directly or indirectly, the Committee thought that His Excellency's Government 
might wish to conduct an investigation on exports made to southern Africa 
in order to determine whether any of them may have reached Southern Rhodesia. 
Any information on this matter, including the names of the companies involved, 
WkI.d be of great help to the work of the Committee. 
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'iFinally, the Committee expressed the hope that the Government would find 
it possible to provide its comments on the case at its earliest convenience, 
if possible within one month." 

7. The notes to Austria and the Federal Republic of Germany contained supplementary 
paragraphs inserted after the penultimate paragraph as follows: 

Austria. "In that connexion, the Committee noted that in the reference book 
Who Owns Whom, continental edition, 1974-1.975, volume I, a company Nitrex was 
mentioned as follows: name of subsidiary or company in association with other 
companies: Nitrex AG., (A); name of parent company or associate: 
Chemie Linz AC., Austria." 

Federal Republic of Germanx. "In that connexion, the Committee recalled that 
in its note dated 11March 1969 addressed to the Secretary-General (ref. III 3 
S-84/90.05 and reproduced in the second report of the Committee, S/92$2/Add.l, 
annex XI B, para. 4), the Federal Republic confirmed that the firms E&SF and 
Farwerke Hoechst, AG., were among the co-owners of Nitrex, AG.9 Zurich, but 
pointed out that no deliveries had takenplace in the framework of Nitrex after 
the entry into force of the 13th ordinance to amend the foreign trade 
regulations of 9 November 1968." 

8. An acknowledgement dated 1 October 1975 was received from the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 

9. A reply dated 4 November 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"The Netherlands Government goes to great pains to guarantee that in 
the Netherlands the sanctions against Southern Rhodesia are closely observed. 
To every request of the sanctions Committee to investigate alleged violations 
of the sanctions by Dutch companies or Dutch citizens, the closest attention is 
paid. Therefore, the Netherlands Government regrets that it cannot investigate 
the issue raised by the sanctions Committee for the following reason. 

"It is the Netherlands' opinion 't.hat in the present case the question 
under discussion is not the issue which was at the centre of the previous 
history, namely, that a State 'should take the necessary measures to ensure 
that firms established in and operating from their territories will not by 
means of activities conducted abroad, violate the mandatory sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia established by the relevant Security Council decisions' 
(reference PO 230 SORH (1-2-1) Case No. 113 of 29 October 1973)* 

"The present case does not concern a company established on its own 
territory, but a firm set up abroad and operating from there, of which firm one 
of the functionaries has the Netherlands nationality. The Netherlands 
Government does not believe it is up to it to try and restrict the activities 
of a foreign enterprise by exercising its influence on a Dutch citizen who is 
on the board of directors of that enterprise. 
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"Furthermore, the sanctions Committee mentions that the above foreign 
company had been involved in 1969 in transactions facilitating the purchase 
of manufactured fertilizers in Europe for transportation to Mozambique and 
presently asks the Netherlands Government for an investigation on exports made 
to southern Africa in order to determine whether any of them may have reached 
Southern Rhodesia. Even if Dutch nationals had been involved in these reported 
transactions, an investigation would have been impossible because of the few 
substantial data and the fact that time and place of possible action are long 
time past." 

10. First reminders were sent to Austria, Belgium, France, the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Italy and Norway on 9 December 1975. 

XL. A reply dated 12 December 1975 was received from Belgium, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"I had already brought to the attention of the Belgian Minister of 
Foreign Affairs the information which you at that time asked me to transmit 
in connexion with this case. The Belgian authorities then called upon the 
competent Departments to pursue the matter. 

"At the current stage of the inquiry which has been ordered, I am able to 
provide you with the following information. 

'IIn general, the Belgian Government can exercise authority only over 
companies registered under Belgian law and foreign companies which have 
registered offices or operate in Belgium. In the case in question9 your 
aforementioned note refers to the firm Nitrex, which, as it was registered in 
Zurich in 1962, is therefore presumed to be subject to Swiss law; consequently, 
the Belgian authorities have no information about this firm or any means of 
acquiring such information. 

"It would therefore be advisable to consult the Swiss authorities On this 
point and make inquiries about the composition of the board of directors and, 
if need be, about the identity and nationality of its members. 

"Moreover I) the Belgian Government cannot be held responsible for the 
aCtivities of its nationals abroad. At the most, it could intervene unofficially 
and informally if its nationals abroad took part in illegal activities 
Punishable in Belgium. 

'"For that reason, as they are anxious to study thoroughly the matter on 
which the request in your aforementioned note was based the Belgian authorities 
have made every effort to identify Mr, Raymond Becker who, according to your 
information, might be a Belgian national on the board of directors Of the 
firm Nitrex. 
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"As they only know the first name and surname of the person concerned and 
have no other information, the competent authorities in the Belgian 
Administration have not succeeded in identifying a national who would fit the 
hypothetical description contained in your aforementioned note. 

"In that connexion, my Governlnent would be grateful if the Committee on 
sanctions once it has identified this Belgian national, located his head office 
and obtained information on the nature of his activities, would transmit to 
it all the information it has obtained, as without such information the Belgian 
Government could not pursue its investigations effectively." 

(139) Case No. 123. Anhydrous ammonia - "Zion": United Kingdom note dated 
30 August 1971 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the ease since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Panama, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth, seventh and eighth quarterly lists, which were issued as 
press releases on 13 March, 10 July and 4 November 19'75, respectively. 

(140) Case No. 129. Anhydrous ammonia - "Kristian Birkeland": United Kingdom note 
datea 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(141) Case No. 204. Import of agricultural crop chemical by Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kinadorn note dated 13 March 1975 

1. By a note dated 13 March 1975, the United Kingdom reported information 
concerning efforts by Southern Rhodesian firms to import agricultural crop chemicals 
for the year 1975-1976. The text of the note is reproduced below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received reliable information that chemical companies in Southern 
Rhodesia are actively seeking to import large quantities of agricultural 
crop chemicals for the year 1975-1976. I' 

_I "The information is to the effect that t/he chemical companies concerned 
urgently require a substantial number of chemical compounds many of which 
are of vital importance in the production of tobacco or cotton. The chemical 
compounds and quantities required are as follows: 
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1,500 tonnes of ethylene &bromide (EDB) 
300 l' I' DDT granular 
800 " DDT 75 per cent WI? 
450 " methyl bromide 
365 " atrazine 

1,800 " carbaryl (sevin) 

;I: 
7F bladex 
ii fluometuron (cotoran) 

56 ai planarin (nitralin) 
120,000 litres It dimethioate 
goo,ooo is endoslyphan 
150,000 rl 'I trifluralin 
180,000 " F1 chloropyrofos 

'The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of all Member States so that they may take 
effective action to prevent the export, either directly or through a third 
country, to Southern Rhodesia of any of the chemicals listed above which may 
be manufactured or processed in their territories. 

"The Committee may further wish to ask the Secretary-Genepal of the 
United Nations to draw the particular attention of Member States to southern 
Rhodesia's requirement for ethylene dibromide. This chemical is used to 
protect tobacco against attack from root-knot eelworm, which can cause 
considerable damage to the crop. The absence of the chemical would 
therefore be likely to reduce the yield of the Southern Rhodesian tobacco 
crop.'7 

In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 229th meeting, a note was 
sent to all Member States on 26 March 1975, transmitting the United Kingdom note 
and drawing the particular attention of the Governments to the last two paragraphs 
of that note. 

Acknowledgements were received from Japan (1 April 1975), the Federal Republic 
ii Germany (3 April 19'7'5) and Canada (11 April 1975). 

4. Replies were also received from Austria and Greece, the substantive parts of 
which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 12 June 1975 from Austria 

"Most of the agricultural crop chemicals listed in the note of the 
United Kingdom of 13 March 1975 are produced in Austria only under licence 
agreements. Therefore, these chemicals are either not exportedat all or 
exported only in insignificant quantities. However9 the competent Austrian 
authorities have warned all producers of the listed chemicals not t0 export 
these either directly or indirectly to Southern Rhodesia." 
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(ii) Note dated 21 July 1975 from Greece 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece to the United Nations .*. has the honour 
to communicate that competent authorities in Greece were properly instructed 
to avoid any transaction with companies from South Rhodesia, seeking 
importation of agricultural chemical products in their country. 

"In this connexion, two communications issued by the Ministries of 
Mercantile Marine and Trade, respectively are attached hereto." 

Texts of the enclosures 

(a) Letter dated 19 May 1975 from the Ministry of Mercantile Marine, 
Civil Navigation, General Directorate, distributed as indicated below 

Subject: Sanctions against Southern Rhodesia - Importation of agricultural 
chemical products in Southern Rhodesia 

Relevant: (a) Our 50728/2/69/18 .lO .1969 
(b) Our 50145/5/72/2.8.1972 
(c) Ministry of Foreign Affairs: 'i'D.F6152.61/23/AS 1332/30.4.1975 

(not addressed to you). 

1. Further to above,‘relevant under (a) and (b), we have the honour to communicate 
to you attached hereto in a photocopy notification PO 230 SORH (l-2-1) of 
26 Karch L975 of the Wited Nations Secretary-General, along with the relevant 
attached thereto, in respect to the above question. 

2. As you will see by yourselves, the British Government denounced to the 
Special Committee for the embargo on Southern Rhodesia that Southern Rhodesian 
companies make every effort to import into Southern Rhodesia of certain 
agricultural chemical products. 

3, As a result, the United Nations Secretary-General, acting by order of the above 
Committee, draws the attention of Member countries of the Organization, to avoid 
any and all transactions with the aforesaid companies. 

4. Bringing the foregoing to your notice, and in correlation with the contents 
of your documents (a) and (b) above, we would request you to inform suitably your 
members to refrain from carrying out transports by Greek ships of the products 
referred to in the above notification 9 which would complicate still more this already 
very intricate question. 

5. In the light of what precedes , we would request you to bear in mind that any 
case denounced, for which there is evidence of transgression of the provisions of 
Compulsory Law 540/1968, whereby Compulsory Law 95/1967, re: "prohibition of 
transactions with Southern Rhodesia", was amended and completed, must be referred to 
the competent Public Prosecutor's Office for the imposition of the lawful sanctions 
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against those responsible, the sanctions for whom are provided for by Compulsory 
Law 92/1967 (Official Gazette of the Government, Folio No. 139/A/10.8.1967), re: 
"application of decisions of the United Nations Security Council, and approval 
and application of recommendations of the Security Council and of the General 
Assembly", As responsible for such transgressions are understood: the shipowner, 
the charterer, the administrator, the agent, and the ship's captain. 

By order of the Minister 
The Secretary-General 
Ph. Chrimatopoulos 

Attached: photocopies two (2). 

Table of distribution: 

I. 

1. 
2. 

Z: 

2: 

II. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Receivers for action: 

Marine Chamber of Greece 
Union of Greek Shipowners 
Hellenic Committee of Maritime Co-operation, London. 
Union of Shipowners of Mediterranean cargo boats. 
Panhellenic Union of Mercantile Marine Captains of all categories. 
Shipping Brokers and Agents Institution, 1 Skouze Street, Piraeus. 

Receivers for communication in respect to relevant under (c) above. 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Second General Directorate 
7th Direction of Economic Affairs 

Ministry of Trade 
Trade General Directorate 
Exportations Trade Direction 

Permanent Mission of Greece to the United Nations 
69 East 79th Street 

III. Inter-office distribution: 

ALS/DAP - 3 with copy of relevant and attachments to same. 

S/S E. Beinoglou 

(b) Letter dated 26 May 1975 from the Ministry of Trades General Directorate, 
addressed as indicated below 

To: All Prefectures of the State 
Trade Directions and Depts. 
Bank of Greece9 Exportations Service 
All Committees of Control of Exportation Invoices 
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Copies : As per Table of Distribution 

Subject: Prohibition of transactions with Southern Rhodesia 

We have the honour to communicate to you the following: 

We remind you that, as from March 1966, trade relations of our country with 
Southern Rhodesia have been prohibited, whereas, by Compulsory Laws S/1967 and 
SW968, a further ban was imposed on transactions with said country. 

We were informed that Southern Rhodesian companies are making every effort in 
this respect for the importation in Southern Rhodesia of certain agricultural 
chemical products. 

In view of what precedes, and with the end in view of avoiding entanglement 
of Greek companies in this question, we would ask you to take due care within your 
jurisdiction for strict adherence to the provisions of the laws mentioned above. 

The Panhellenic Exporters Association and the Association of Greek 
Industrialists, to whom the present isbeing communicated, are requested to inform 
accordingly all their members. 

By order of the minister: 

Table of Distribution: 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs in re: 7D.~6152.61/23/AS 1332 
Panhellenic Exporters Association, Athens 
Association of Greek Industrialists, Athens 

Inter-office distribution: 

Minister's office 
Under-Secretary's office 
General Secretary's office 
Trade General Director's office 
Bilateral Trade Agreements Direction 
Importations Direction 
First Exportations Trade Direction (3) 
Second Exportations Trade Direction 

SS. E. Beinoglou 



I. MACHINERY 

(142) Case No. 50. Tractor kits: United Kingdom note dated 2 October 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(143) Case No. 58, Book-keeping and accounting machines: Italian note dated 
6 November 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 

(144) Case No. 161; Electric 
3 December 1973 

1, Previous information Concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2, Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 239th meeting on 29 May 1975, the Committee considered the matter and 
decided that the case should be closed. 

(145) Case Np. 1'70. Spare parts for sewing or knittim machines - "Elbeland": -- __-_."e - 
.UniG<Kingdom note dated 10 April 1974 . ..- 

1, FWXiOuS information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 10 January 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"A non-appealable fine of DM 5 ,OOO.OO has been imposed on the CcmPanY 
of Gebr. Scheller, Eislingen. 

"The investigations into the business relations of this firm also 
produced indications of such relations with Southern Rhodesia cn the Part of 
at least one other firm, The investigations are, therefore, being continued. 
The Secretary-General will be advised promptly of any new developments=" 

4. A further reply dated 27 June 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of 
; @many, the substantive porti.on of which reads as fOllOWS: 

"Further investigations conducted in the meantime by the competent 
German authorities disclosed that two other companies were involved, The 
examination revealed that merchandise worth .about DM 13,000.00 (two used 
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knitting machines, spare parts and equipment for the textile industry) have 
been exported via South Africa and Mozambique to Southern Rhodesia. The firms 
will be fined several thousand Deutsch Mark each." 

5. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 246th meeting, a note dated 
12 September 1975 was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany, under the no- 
obJection procedure, expressing the Committee's appreciation for' the action taken 
by the Government in the matter leading to the conviction and punishment of the 
guilty firms involved; the note also inquired if the Federal Government had any 
additional information on the circumstances in which the illegal consignments had 
reached their destinations, including, if possible, the names of any intermediaries 
that might have been involved in the transactions. 

G. An acknowledgement dated 17 September 1975 was received from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

7. A reply dated 6 October 1975 from the Federal Republic of Germany has been 
received, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The endeavours of the Federal Government to obtain further information 
in compliance with the request of the Secretary-General's note have not 
brought to light any new findings. As already stated in this Mission's note 
of 19 June 1974, most of the consignments were addressed to Messrs. Watson 
Shipping, Ltd., Port Elizabeth, South Africa, while others had been sent to 
their destination via Messrs. Watson Shipping, Ltd., Beira, Mozambique and 
Messrs. Diana Dresses, Ltd.., Johannesburg, South Africa." 

(146) Case No. 177. Machine tools: United Kingdom note dated 4 June 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 241st meeting on 19 June 1975, the Committee considered the matter and 
decided that the Chairman should orally inform the representative of Italy in the 
Committee, as well as the Permanent Representative of Czechoslovakia to the United 
Nations, of the Committee's appreciation for the co-operation of their Governments 
in its inquiries and of its decision at that meeting to close the case. 

(147) Case No, 189. Wankie power station: United Kingdom note dated 
9 September 19'74 

1, Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 
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3. A reply dated 20 December 1974 was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, informing the Committee that "the competent authorities were not able to 
proceed with their investigations because the information required for tracing the 
Steidiller concern has not yet been made available". 

4; On 2'7 February 1975, the following information, found in Europe's Largest 
Companies 1972, published by the Noyes 'Data Corporation, Noyes Building, Park 
Ridge, New Jersey (USA), was verbally communicated to the PermanentMission of the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 

Steinmiiller (L. and C.) GMBH 
5270 Gummersbach 1 
Postfach 1949/1960 
mechanical engineering 

5. A reply dated 30 April 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The investigations conducted by the competent German authorities are to 
the effect that a South African concern by the name of Steinm%Ller did, in 
fact, lodge a tender for the construction of a power station in Southern 
Rhodesia but has not been awarded a contract. As regards the German firm 
L. and C. Steinmeller in Gummersbach the investigations have not yielded any 
evidence that this concern is involved in a contract designated as 
'Project LO'." 

6. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 247th meeting, a note dated 
24 September 1975 was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany. The substantive 
part of that note is reproduced below: 

"The Secretary-General of the United Nations . . . at the request of the 
Security Council Committee established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) 
concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia, has the honour to refer to the 
Permanent Representative's note of 30 April 1975 and to earlier correspondence 
regarding the possibility that a firm named lSteinm%lert has contracted to 
build a power station on the Wankie coalfield in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Committee would be grateful to receive further information from 
His Excellency's Government in this matter. Specifically, the Committee 
wishes to know whether: 

"(a) There is any relationship between the German firm, L. and C. 
Steinmiiller in Gummersbach, and the South African ccncern by the name Of 

SteinmKLler; for example, whether the South African concern is a subsidiary 
Or a representative of the German firm; 
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"(b) The Germ an firm, L, and C, Steinmiiller, has any connexion with the 
possible construction of a power station on the Wankie coalfield or at any 
other location in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Committee also indicated that it would appreciate receiving the 
comments of His Excellency's Government on the matter at the earliest 
convenience, if possible within one month." 

7. An acknowledgement dated 30 September 1975 was received from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

8. A reply dated 22 October ig75'was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"According to information from the competent authorities in the Federal 
Republic of Germany, the German firm L. and C. SteinmiXer is a shareholder 
of the independent South African company SteinmXller. Both firms maintain 
business relations. As regards the construction of a power station on the 
Wankie coalfield, no German supplies have been intended at any time. Neither 
has an investigation in the offices of the firm L. and C. Steinmuler in 
Gummersbach brought to light any business relations with Southern Rhodesia." 

(148) Case No. 209. Rolling mill rolls: United Kingdom note dated 6 June 1975 

1. By a note dated 6 June 1975, the United Kingdom reported information 
concerning the supply of rolling mill rolls to Southern Rhodesia. The text of the 
note is reproduced below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information, of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation, that an Austrian company has arranged to supply rolling mill 
rolls to Southern Rhodesia. 

The information is to the effect that an Austrian company, Eisenwerk 
Sulzau-Werfen of PO Box 501, A-1041 Vienna, has arranged to supply rolling 
mill rolls to Southern Rhodesia. Payment for the rolling mill rolls, 
amounting to approximately 600,000 Austrian schillings, will be made by a 
Scuthern lihodesian bank, possibly through intermediary banking channels, to 
the Austrian company's account with the Credit-Institut Aktiengesellschafl; 
of 12 Herrengasse AlO13, Vienna. In order to disguise the ultimate 
destination of the rolling mill rolls, Eisenwerk Sulzau-Werfen consigned them 
in the first instance to a South African company, Rennies Consolidated, Pty, 
Ltd, PO Box 506, Port Elizabeth. 

The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General+ of the United Nations to bring the above 
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information to the attention of the Government of Austria in order to assist 
them with their investigations into the possibility that Eisenwerk Sulzau- 
Werfen has arranged to supply rolling mill rolls to Southern Rhodesia." 

In accordance with the Committee's established practice under the no- 
&ion procedure, a note dated 19 June 1975 was sent to Austria, transmitting 
gnited Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

A repw dated 1 September LY'f5 was received from Austria, the substantive 
of which reads as follows: 

"Investigations carried out by the competent Austrian .authorities upon 
request of the above-mentioned note have shown that the Austrian company 
Eisenwerk Sulzau-Werfen has maintained for a number of years numerous 
business contacts with clients in the Republic of South Africa. Among others 
rolling mill equipment is supplied to South Africa within the framework of 
these business contacts. 

"The case taken up in the note of the United Kingdom to the Committee 
established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) mentioning an amount of 
approximately 600,000 Austrian schillings probably concerns two shipments of 
rolling mill rolls valued at 431,120 schillimgs and 174,240 schillings 
respectively. These shipments were dispatched to the South African firm 
Non-Ferrous Distributors, 30 Melle Street, Braamfontein, Johannesburg, 
C/o Rennies Consolidated (Pty.), Ltd., port Elizabeth, in the Republic of 
South Africa, The export earnings are credited by order of the firm Non- 
Ferrous Distributors to the account of the Austrian company Eisenwerk Sulzau- 
Werfen at their bank Oesterreichisches Eljreditinstitut, A.G., Vienna. 

"The Federal Government of Austria hopes that this case has been 
sufficiently clarified by the above information. Should there be any 
further questions, however, it is ready to fully co-operate with the 
Committee." 

I> Case No, 221. Supply of electrical equipment: United Kingdom note dated 
1 September 1975 

BY a note dated 1 September 1975 the United Kingdom reported information 
!@rning the supply of electrical equipment to Southern Rhodesia. The text of 
note is reproduced below. 

?!i'he Govermmnt of the Unit&i. Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation which suggests that a Belgian compa'ny is trading with 
Southern Rhodesia, 

"The information is to the effect that a Belgian company, Electra- 
thermil Philips-&XC, SA, of Herstal, Belgium, iS SuPPlYing on a regular 
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basis items of electrical equipment , Tncluding transformers and capacitors, to 
a Southern Rhodesian company, Morewear Industries (Rhod) (PVT), Ltd., 
Salisbury. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Belgium so as to assist them 
with their investigations into the possibility that the firm of Electrothermil 
Philips-ACEC, SA, is supplying electrical equipment to Southern Rhodes ia." 

2, In accordance with the Committee's established practice under the no- 
objection procedure, a note dated 17 September 1975 was sent to Belgium, 
transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A first reminder was sent to Belgium on 4 December 1975. 

J. TRANSPORT EQUIPMENT 

(150 

Motor vehicles and/or motor-vehicle spares 

Case No. 9. Motor vehicles: United States note dated 28 March 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(151) Case No. 145. Trucks, engines etc.: information obtained from published 
sources 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(152) Case NO. 168. Motor vehicles or spare parts - "Straat Rio": United 
Kingdom note dated 15 March 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 27 December 1974 (also covering Case No. 180) was received 
from the Netherlands, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

?Fhe inquiries made by the Netherlands authorities into this question 
led to the conclusion that the Straat Rio, which is owned by the Koninklijke 
Java Pakketvaartlijnen, N.V., has indeed carried two shipments of motor cars 
and motor-car spares from Yokohama and Nagoya to the port of Beira in 
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December 1973 and March 1974, respectively. According to the bills of lading 
covering the shipments, the motor cars, as well as the spare parts, were 
destined fox companies in Malawi and Mozambique. Having regard to the 
contents of those documents, there was no basis for the shipping company in 
question to refuse the transportation of the shipments. 

"With regard to the request contained in the above-mentioned note of the 
Secretary-General of 16 August to receive copies of the documentation on 
which the investigating authorities based their findings, the Acting Permanent 
Representative wishes to reiterate the position of the Netherlands Government 
that, to its regret, it is unable to comply with the request because of the 
fact that the documentation requested by the Secretary-General constitutes 
company data belonging to the shipping company concerned. Under the law of 
the Netherlands, private enterprises cannot be compelled to make public such 
data. " 

4. A reply dated 18 February 1975 was received from Burundi, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"The shipment of cars loaded at the port of Nagoya for Burundi was in 
fact recorded on its arrival at Bujumbura by the Toyota representative, 
Mr. Maurice Verckmons. The four vehicles were the subject of orders 
Nos. 143 and 144, placed by the said representative under his credit 
No. 36,621." 

5, A second reminder was sent to Zambia on 28 February 1975. 

6. .In the absence of a reply from Zambia, the Committee included that Government 
in the sixth and seventh quarterly lists, which were issued as press releases on 
13 March and 10 July 1975, respectively. 

7. At the 247th meeting on 4 September 1975, the Committee decided that, in 
accordance with the standard procedure, a third reminder should be sent to Zambia. 
Meanwhile, the Chairman would contact the Permanent Mission of Zambia on the 
matter and would also request the representative of the Organization of African 
Unity to use his good offices with a view to obtaining the necessary infoxmation 
from Zambia. That decj.sion also covered Cases Nos. 173 and 180. 

a. Accordingly, a third remind&r was sent to Zambia on 32 September 1975. 

9. At the 252nd meeting on 16 October, the Chairman informed the Committee that, 
in Pursuance of the Committee's decision at the 247th meeting, he had personally 
approached the representative of Zambia and requested him to endeavour to secure 
an early reply on the matter; the representative of Zambia had taken note Of the 
request. 

10. Further to paragraph 6 above, the Committee again included Zambia in the 
eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 4 November 1975. 
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(153) Case No. 173. Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - 'Daphne": 
United Kingdom note dated 16 May 19'74 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. First reminders were sent to Malawi, Portugal and Zambia on 28 February 1975. 

4. A reply dated 6 March 1975 (which also covers Case No. 180) was received from 
lhlawi, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The competent authorities in Malawi advised that all the vehicles 
destined for the Malawi market were disposed of locally and those for Zambia 
had been transported on to that country through the Mchinji/Chipata border." 

5. In the absence of replies from Portugal and Zambia, the Committee included 
those Governments in the sixth quarterly list issued as a press release on 
13 March 1975. 

6, Second reminders were sent to Portugal and Zambia on 11 April 1975. 

7. A reply dated 8 May 1975 was received from Portugal (also partly covering 
Case No. 182)) the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"1. With respect to the ship Citadel, cargo manifest number 374/74, it 
appears that 40 automobiles, 150 wagons and 10 buses (all Toyota) were sent - . 
t0 Mobil Motors, Lusaka, Zambia, by the local firm, Mitchell Cotts and Co., S.A., 
in care of Mobil Motors Limited, Blantyre, Malawi, P.O. Box 430; 17 automobiles 
and 6 wagons were shipped to Mobil Motors, Blantyre, Malawi, Box 430. 

"2 l With respect to the ship 'Daphne', cargo manifest number 291/'/b, it 
appears that 48 automobiles, 106 wagons and 3 buses were sent to Mobil Motors, 
Lusaka, Zambia; 11 automobiles, 8 wagons end 1 bus to Mobil Motors, Blantyre, 
Malawi, P.O. Box 430; 9 wagons to the firm Guardian Motors (Zambia), Ltd., 
in the care of Mobil Motors, Ltd., Limbe, Malawi, P.O. Box 430; and 
2 automobiles to Mobil Motors (Pty), Ltd., P.0. BOX 450, Salisbury, Rhodesia. 

"The above shipments all were made by the same local firm, Mitchell Cotts 
and Company. The vehicles shipped were all manufactured by Toyota. 

!l3. The files of cargo manifest documents do not appear to indicate any goods 
consigned to the firm, Uni6o Comercial de Moc;ambique (Beira). 

'4. Bills of the lading for the respective shipments are filed together 
with the cargo manifests, indicating that the vehicles have arrived at their 
destinations.'l 

8. Further to paragraph 5 above, the Committee again included Zambia in the 
seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 10 July 1975- 

9. A third reminder was sent to Zambia on 4 August 1975. 
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10. On 2 September 1975 the representative of Sweden on the Committee submitted 
copies of 68 bills of lading concerning the relevant voyage of the vessel 
Daphne. The documents Were analysed and summarized by the expert consultant in three 
tables. They showed the following number of cars said to have been imported by 
each of the countries in southern Africa concerned, as compared to the figures 
reported by Japan and Portugal previously: 

I Derived from 
Importing Reported Reported the Swedish 
country by Japan by Portugal documents 

1 Zambia 151 166 303 

Mozambique 

Malawi 28 20 28 

Southern Rhodesia 2 

Total 

11. For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, see 
Paragraphs 7 and 9 of (152) Case NO. 168, above. 

12. A reply dated 24 October 1975 (also covering Case No. 180) was received 
from Zambia, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of the Republic of Zambia to the United 
Nations ,.. states that an examination of customs documents originating in 
Malawi and within Zambia reveals that 15’7 vehicles were shipped on the 
MV Daphne and one vehicle on the MV Straat Rio, both vessels Sailing from 
Japan on 29 March 1975. The vehicles were disembarked at Beira in transit 
through Mozambique and Malawi, and all arrived in Zambia. 

"The consignee in Zambia was Mobil Motors Zambia, Ltd., P. 0. Box 3438, 
Lusaka, and an examination of the local records reveals that all vehicles 
duly arrived in Lusaka. 

c "The vehicles have subsequently been distributed to customers throughout 
this country and were not re-exported. The Zambian Government is confident 
that none of these vehicles found its way to Southern Rhodesia." 

’ (154) Case NO. 180. Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "Straat Rio": 
United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1974 I 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 



2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 2'7 December 1974 was received from the Netherlands, for the 
substantive part of which see paragraph 3 of (152) Case No. 168, above. 

4, Second reminders were sent to Malawi and Zambia on 28 February 1975. / 

A reply dated 6 March 1975 was received from Malawi, for the substantive 
&t of which see paragraph 4 of (153) Case No. 173. 

6. In the absence of a reply from Zambia, the Committee again included that 
Government in the sixth and seventh quarterly lists which were iSSU@d as press 
releases on 13 March and 10 July 1975, respectively. 

7. For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, see 
paragraphs 7, 8 and 9 of (152) Case No. 168, above. 

8. A reply dated 24 October 1975 was received from Zambia, for the substantive 
part of which see paragraph 11 of (153) Case No. 173, above. 

(I-55) Case No. 182. Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "M. Citadel": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 June 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. Second reminders were sent to Portugal and Zambia on 27 January 1975. 

4. A reply dated 13 February 1975 was received from Sweden, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"As has been communicated earlier, the Swedish Government has 
transferred the matters to the Chief Public Prosecutor for appropriate 
legal action. The cases were assigned to the Prosecutor in the district 
of Malmtj. 

"The investigation established that the two ships, MS Daphne and 
MS Citadel, owned by Pearl Shipping, AD, Landskrona, were chartered under 
a ten-year agreement during the period in question by Wallenius Lines, 
Stockholm. Wallenius Lines has denied knowledge of any facts that would 
indicate that the final destination of cargo on any of the ships was 
Rhodesia. Wallenius Lines had signed a contract of affreightment with two 
shipping companies in Japan, namely, Nippon Yusen Kaisha and Mitsui 0% 
Lines, Ltd., concerning shipment of automobiles from Japan to Beira, 
Mozambique. The Japanese shipping companies had themselves entered into 
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Fontracts with the firms that imported the automobiles. Personnel provided 
by the two Japanese companies loaded the ships in Nasoya and discharged 
them in Beira. Wallenius Lines has acquired written proof concerning the 
shipments from the Japanese shipping companies, These documents do not 
indicate deliveries to Rhodesia, The Prosecutor states further in his report 
that neither in other respects has the investigation yielded anything that 
would indicate that deliveries to Rhodesia have been effected; He concludes 
that no further legal action is called for in the matter. 

"Should, however, any,further information become available in these 
cases that might assist the Committee on sanctions in carrying out its 
functions, the P:ermanent Representative of Sweden will not fail to 
communicate it to the Committee." 

50 In the absence of replies from Portugal and Zambia, the Committee included 
those Governments in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press 
release on 13 March 1975. 

6. A reply dated 8 May was received from Portugal, for the substantive part of 
which see paragraph 7 of (153) Case,No. 173, above. 

1. A third reminder was sent to Zambia on 23 June 1975. 

a, Further to paragraph 5 above, the Committee again included Zambia in the 
seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 10 July 1975. 

9. On 2 September 1975 the representative of Sweden on the Committee submitted 
62 bills of lading ccncerning the relevant voyage of the vessel Citadel. The 
documents were analysed and summarized by the expert consultant in three tables. 
They showed the following number of cars said to have been imported by each of 
the countries in southern Africa concerned, as compared to the figures reported 
by Japan: 

Importing 
comtr;y 

Reported 
by Japan 

200 

Derived from 
the Swedish 
documents 

Mozambique 

Malawi 23 43 

Total 393 

10. Further to paragraph 8 above, the Committee again included Zambia in the 
eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 4 November 1975. 
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(156) case NO. 195. Motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares - "Soula K": 
United Kingdom note dated 28 November 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 6 January 1975 was received from Japan, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"With reference to the information reported by the Government of the 
United Kingdom that the MY Soula K unloaded a consignment of motor vehicles 
or motor-vehicle spares of.Japanese origin at the port of Lourenco Marques, 
the Government of Japan has established that the aforesaid MV Soula K 
unloaded no motor vehicles or motor-vehicle spares of Japanese origin at the 
port of Lourenco Marques on the voyage cited, and that the MV Soula K called 
at the port of Lourenco Marques solely to load a consignment of goods 
destined for Japan." 

4. First reminders were sent to Greece and Panama on 14 February 1975. 

5. An acknowledgement dated 19 February 19'75 was received from Panama. 

6. A reply dated 31 March 1975 was received from Greece, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"According to information provided by the Greek Government,, an 
investigation under oath concerning the case of the vessel Soula K is being 
conducted by the Piraeus judicial authorities. The outcome of this 
investigation will be communicated to the Secretary-General without fail." 

7. For additional information regarding the action taken on this case, see 
paragraphs 3, ‘4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

8. A second reminder was sent to Panama on 16 April 1975. 

9. In the absence of a reply from Panama, the Committee included that Government 
in the seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 10 JdY 1975p 

10. A reply dated 20 June 1975 was received from Greece, the substantive Part of 
which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent'Mission of Greece to the United Nations .,, has the 
honour to inform /&e Secretary-Gsn&a&Tthat on 22 March 1975 the Greek 
Ministry of Mercagtile Marine instructed the Piraeus Port Authority to 
expedite the completion of the file concerning the case of MV Soula K and to 
forward it to the competent public prosecutor." 
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.I. A note dated 30 JULY 1975 was sent to Greece, inquiring,whether the 
nvestigation had been completed and the result could be communicated to the 
:ommittee. 

-2. A reply dated 21 August 1975 was received from Panama, the substantive part 
If which reads as follows: 

“3 . Elco Shipping Co., S.A., is indeed a Panamanian company; 

"2. The vessel Soula K belongs to the said company but is of Greek 
registration; 

l'3. The Panamanian Government believes that it is the Greek Government 
which should take action if the said vessel has violated the sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia imposed by resolution 253 (1968) of the United Nations 
Security Council; 

“4. The Panamanian Government has requested the necessary explanations 
from Elco Shipping Co., S-A., and has warned that company that it will apply 
the relevant penalties unless the company complies with the regulations made 
in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968); 

“5. The Mission of Panama will be prepared to transmit to the 
Secretary-General any further information which it receives on the matter." 

An acknowledgement dated 5 September 1975 was received from Greece. 

h’f) Case No. 197. Trade in motor vehicles (and other commodities): United 
Kingdom note dated 6 December 1974 

1, Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3, A first reminder was sent to Switzerland on 18 February and a second 
reminder on 21 March 1975. 

4, A reply dated 22 April 1975 was received from Switzerland, the substantive 
part Of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to the United Nations . . . has 
the honour to refer to communications of 17 December 1974, 18 February and 
21 March 1975, in which the Secretary-General st;ated that he would be very 
grateful if the Swiss Government could make an investigation concerning 
hacardia, SA, Lugano, and a Mr. Morgash of that company, who is reported to 
be engaged in large-scale trading with Southern Rhodesia. 
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"The Swiss authorities, wishing to comply with this request as fully as 
possible, have conducted an investigation which shows the extreme difficulty 
of obtaining clarifications in this matter. Repeated requests in writing to , 
Anacardia, SA, have thus far remained unanswered. Nor has it been possible to 
reach by telephone either Mr. Morgash or the sole member of the board of 
directors of the company. The company does not seem to have a regular staff, 
and there appear to be strong indications that it may be only domiciled in 
Switzerland, and be engaged in transactions involving goods of Rhodesian 
origin consigned directly to third countries. 

"However, since the possibility that Rhodesian goods have also been 
imported into Switzerland by Anacardia via a third country with false 
certificates of origin cannot be completely ruled out, it would be helpful. if 
the Swiss authorities could be provided with information as to the specific 
products involved in the alleged illegal transactions, to enable them, if 
necessary, to take legal action. 

'With reference to the export of motor vehicles which Mr. Morgash is 
reported to be supplying to 'Afro-Trade', various inquiries are being made in 
an attempt to determine whether this might involve material of Swiss origin, 
or material originating solely in third countries. 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to the United Nations would be 
grateful if the Secretary-General of the United Nations would inform the 
Security Council Committee ,., of the foregoing . .." 

5. A further reply dated 25 July 1975 was received from Switzerland, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to the United Nations ,,, in 
reply to communicationa PO 230 SORH (1-2-1) Case No. 197 of 17 December 1974, 
18 February and 21 March 1975, in which the Secretary-General indicated that 
he would be grateful if the Swiss Government could carry out an investigation 
concerning the Anacardia Company of Lugano, has the honour to inform him 
that the results of the investigation carried out by the competent federal 
authorities, acting in accordance with the legal means at their disposal, do 
not confirm the allegations contained in the annex to the Secretary-General's 
note of 17 December 1974. 

"When questioned, Anacardia, SA, categorically denied all the allegations 
in question and declared that it has never carried out, either on its Own 
behalf or as an intermediary, from Switzerland or through any third country, 
any commercial or fiduciary transaction whatsoever with Rhodesia. The 
conjectures entertained in the note of the Permanent Observer to the 
Secretary-General dated 22 April 1975 are thus not borne out. 

"In the absence of more specific and detailed information concerning 
transactions in which the above-mentioned firm allegedly took part, the 
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competent federal authorities are not able to pursue their consideration 
of this matter. Nevertheless, they remain entirely willing to resume their 
investigation in the event that the sanctions Committee should receive 
supplementary information in connexion with this case." 

6, In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 25lst meeting, a note 
dated 31 October 1975 was sent to Switzerland under the no-objection procedure. 
The substantive part of that note is reproduced below. 

"At its 25lst meeting, the Committee considered His Excellency's reply 
of 25 JUlY 1975 concerning the case rcf'crr~ii to above and expressed its 
appreciation for it. 

"The Committee considers this to be a most serious case, as it involves 
a possible violation of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, especially 
through the reported supply of motor vehicles for use by the military or 
police forces of the illegal re'gime. It felt, therefore, that in order to 
facilitate its task of implementing the mandate entrusted to it by the 
Security Council, further investigation into the matter by the Swiss 
authorities would be helpful. More particularly, the Committee would welcome 
assurance of a thorough investigation indicating that Anarcadia, S.A., the 
Swiss company involved, did not conduct any transactions with one Ian Malcolm 
or with the company called Afro-Trade, both of Southern Rhodesia. 

'*The Committee also noted that, in its reply of 22 April19'75, the 
Government stated that there were strong indications that Anarcadia, S.A. s 
the Swiss company in question, w as engaged in transactions involving goods 
of Southern Rhodesian origin. The Committee would be interested to know the 
basis upon which the investigating authorities had subsequently reached 
conclusive evidence that those indications were unfounded. 

"The Committee expressed the hope that it might receive a reply from 
His Excellencyvs Government at the earliest convenience, if possible within 
a month." 

7. At the same meeting, the Committee decided to request the Secretariat to 
prepare a study of all the cases involving Switzerland. 

Aircraft and/or aircraft sxares 

(158) Case No. 41. Aircraft spares: United Kingdom note dated 5 September 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the third report. 
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(159) case Bo. 67. Supply of aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: United Kingdom note 
dated ,21 January 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. On 13 October 1975, the Committee received information from published sources 
to the effect that the United States Department of Commerce had issued a bulletin 
on 4 August 1975, in connexion with this case. The text of the bulletin ,is 
reproduced below. 

"An indefinite denial of all U.S. export privileges has been issued 
against Overseas Holidays and Aircraft Hire, (Pty.), Ltd., Braamfontein, 
Transvaal, South Africa, and the company's Managing Director, Mervyn E. Eyett, 
the U.S. Department of Commerce announced today. 

"Reports on April 17 and 18, lY'j'3, that three Boeing 720 aircraft had been 
delivered to Salisbury, Rhodesia, in contravention of the United Nations 
sanctions against that country and in apparent violation of the U.S. Export 
Administration Regulations, resulted in initiation of an investigation by the 
Compliance Division, Office of Export Administration. The investigation 
revealed that Mervyn E. Eyett and Overseas Holidays had taken delivery Of 
three Boeing 720's several days prior to the reported arrival of such 
aircraft in Salisbury. As a part of the investigation, relevant and 
material interrogatories and a request for documents were duly served on 
Eyett and Overseas Holidays concerning the purchase, delivery, use and 
disposition of the aircraft delivered to them. J!Jo response has been reCeiVed 

and the period provided for its submission has passed. Good cause for this 
failure has not been shown. 

"Pursuant to Section 388.15 of the Export Administration Regulations, 
the respondents have been indefinitely denied all U.S. export privileges for 
failure to respond to the interrogatories and request for documents without 
good cause having been shown. Restoration of privileges will be considered 
only after a proper response or a showing of good cause for refusal to respond 
has been provided. 

"All outstanding validated licenses in which Cyett and Overseas Holidays 
have an interest have been cancelled. The U.S. Export Administration 
Regulations provide that, without authorization from the U.S. Department Of 
Commerce, no person may trade with a party who has been denied 
U.S. export privileges, in commodities exported from the United States-" 
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(161) Case NO. 162. Viscount aircraft: United Kingdom note dated 17 January 1974 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(162) Case NO. 206. Jet fighters and other milita~~uipment: information -.- --._-. 1 __ ___-- 
obtained from published sources 

1, At the 233x-d meeting on 10 April 1975, the representative of Iraq drew the 
attention of the Committee to information from published sources, according to which 
the illegal r6giine of Southern Rhodesia was mounting an undercover operation aimed 
at building up its air force by acquiring squadrons of jet fighters from certain 
countries in South America and by recruiting former Royal Air Force men in the 
United ;XrgLm to fly tYxx. The information stated that the re/Pire's nrcnts h?d 
travelled to South America and had offered to pay Venezuela $6.3 million in cash, 
on delivery, for 28 United States-made Sabre jets, The agents had also approached 
international arms dealers in a search for ground attack planes and helicopters, 

2. After considering that information, the Committee decided that appropriate 
draft notes should be prepared for its consideration, under the no-objection 
procedure, for transmission (a) to Venezuela, drawing the Government's attention 
to the pertinent information and requesting it to take all possible measures to 
prevent the occurrence of transactions that would he contrary to the application of 
sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, and (b) to all Member States, alerting them to 
the reported attempts by the illegal rggime to acquire military equipment abroad and 
requesting them to reject any such attempts, should they be directed to the 
Governments at all. The information was also drawn to the attention of the 
representative of the United Kingdom in the Committee. 

3. Accordingly, a note dated 30 April 1975 was sent to all Member States and a 
note dated 7 May 1975 was sent to Venezuela as indicated above. 

4. Acknowledgements were received from the United Kingdom (5 May), Austria and 
Gabon (6 Nay) and El Salvador and the Federal Republic of Germany (13 bIaY l%?)* 

5. A reply dated 14 May 1975 was received from Venezuela, the substantive Part Of 
which reads as follows: 

"After consultations with his Government, the Permanent Representative of 
Venezuela to the United Mations has received inStrUCtiOnS to CategCriCally 

deny this report. 

"me Permanent Representative of Venezuela accordingly requests the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations to inform all interested Parties Of 
the truth of the matter. 

--- 
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"In addition, the Government of Venezuela would be most appreciative 
if the Security Council Committee . . . would inform it of the source which 
Supplied the information in question." g/ 

6. A reply dated 14 August 1975 was received from Liberia, the substantive part 
Of which reads as follows: 

"The Charge' d'affaires LTf the Permanent Mission of Liberia to the United 
RationsT, consequent upon instructions from his Government, wishes to inform 
the Secretary-General that Liberia will, as in the past, take all possible 
measures to prevent the occurrence of activities such as would be contrary to 
the application of sanctions against the Southern Rhodesian rkgime and should 
be pleased if the Secretary-General would be good enough to inform the 
Committee established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) accordingly." 

(163) Case No. 232. ,Acquisition of DC-8 aircraft by Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 28 November 1975 

1. By a note dated 28 i7ovember 19'75, the United Kingdom reported information 
concerning the acquisition of a DC-8 aircraft by Southern Rhodesia. The text of 
the note is reproduced below. 

The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received reliable information that Southern Rhodesia has recently 
acquired a DC-8 aircraft. 

The information is to the effect that at the end of May 1975 a DC-8 
(55F series) aircraft arrived at Salisbury Airport, and was subsequently 
resprayed to remove identification marks. The aircraft, as indicated by its 
neTf registration number (TR-LVK), is operated by Compagnie Gabonaise 
D'Affretements Aeriens (Affretair) of ~~484, Libreville, a company believed to 
be owned by Rhodesian interests, although registered in Gabon. 

The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of the Security Council resolution 253 (1968) 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United I\Jations to draw the 
attention of the Government of Gabon to the possibility that an airline 
registered in their country is operating a Rhodesian aircraft. 

I 
The Committee may also wish to ask'the Secretary-General of the United 

Nations to alert all Nember States to the probability that the aircraft in 
question will be engaged in sanctions breaking and request them to ensure that, 
in the event of the aircraft entering their territories, it does not deliver 
cargoes from, or pick up cargoes destined for, Southern Rhodesia. 

2. In accordance with the established procedure, the United Kingdom note 
circulated to al.1 members of the Committee on 2 December 1975. 

f/ A copy of the published source from which the Committee obtained 
original information was transmitted to the Permanent Mission of Venezuela 
United Nations on 1.6 May 1975. 

. 

was 

its 
to the 
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3. On 15 December 1975, the representative of the United States submitted a 
statement on the matter, the text of which is reproduced below: 

'1 refer to the United Kingdom note distributed 2 December, Preliminary 
investigation has revealed that an aircraft, apparently identical to the 
DC-8 aircraft mentioned in the British note, was sold in the spring of 1975 
to a Belgian charter firm named Cargo Air Transport, of Brussels. 

"An export licence was issued to cover this transaction, There was no 
indication or evidence to suggest that there was any knowledge that this 
aircraft would be subsequently transferred to Affretair or would be used in 
any way in Rhodesian trade. 

"Apparently after delivery to Belgium, the plane was leased or sold to 
Affretair. The aircraft has also reportedly been registered by the 
Government of Gabon. 

"The Committee may wish to request further details on the illegal 
transfer of the aircraft from Belgium and Gabon." 

4. At the time of preparation of the present report action on the matter was 
still under consideration by the Committee. 

Others 

(164) Case No. 88. Cycle accessories: United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fifth report. 

(165) Case J!To. 141. Locomotives - "Beira": United Kingdom note dated 
24 April 1973 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

K. TEXTILE FABRICS AND RELATED PRODUCTS 

(166) Case No. 93. Shirts manufactured in Southern Rhodesia: United Kingdom 
note dated 21 August 1970 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the fourth report. 

(167) Case l!To. 150. Cotton corduroy - "Straat Nagasaki": United Kingdom note 
dated 23 July 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh 
report. 
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2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 6 January 1975 (also covering Case 1To. 152 ) was received from 
Japan, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"As the Permanent Representative of Japan stated in his notes dated 
17 April 1974 and 18 April 1974, respectively, in reply to the Secretary- 
General's inquiries, the Government of Japan has constantly kept these matters 
under review. 

"However, no further information regarding the above-mentioned cases, 
beyond that provided in the notes of the Permanent Representative dated 
18 January 1974 and 24 September 1973, respectively, has since come to light. 

'In view of the fact that no documentary evidence or any other 
information has become available to contradict the previous findings of the 
Government of Japan that the facts do not support allegations that the 
consignments in question were destined for Southern Rhodesia, the Government 
of Japan has concluded that there is no basis for maintaining the charge that 
the consignments in question were destined for Southern Rhodesia unless proof 
to the contrary is submitted. 

"Under these circumstances, the Government of Japan hopes that the 
Security Council Committee . . . is now in a position to bring these cases to a 
conclusive end, taking fully into account the above facts submitted by the 
Government of Japan." 

4. The representative of Japan on the Committee submitted 10 copies Of documents 
relating to the export of machine-printed cotton fabrics and corduroy. The 
documents, which were analysed and summarised by the expert consultant, showed that 
three of them carried no stamp or endorsement, while the others had been endorsed 
or sealed either by the Ministry of Trade and Industry of Japan or by Japanese 
Customs authorities, or by Nagao and Co., Ltd., the exporting company, or by bar&s. 
Some of them alsO showed the final destination of the goods to be South Africa, With 
the port of unloading given as Lourengo Marques. 

5. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 234th meeting, a note dated 
19 May 197'5 was sent to the Netherlands, requesting any additional information that 
might come to light from further investigations, as well as copies of the relevant 
shipping documents that might assist the Committee in its efforts to determine the 
final destination or consignee of the goods in question. 

6. A reply dated 10 June 1975 was received from the Government of the Netherlands, 
the substantive part of wh,ich reads as follows: 
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"The Netherlands authorities regret not being able t&reopen the inquiry 
into this matter due to the fact that a considerable period of time has 
elapsed since the inquiry was terminated. The Netherlands Government regrets 
also not to be able to accede to the request of the sanctions Committee to 
transmit to the Committee copies of documentation pertaining to the transport 
of the above-mentioned shipment. It has been previously indicated to the 
Committee that the Netherlands Government is not in a position to compel 
private companies to make such information public, since this documentation 
belongs to the company concerned and forms part of its operations." 

7. At the 252nd meeting on 16 October 1975, the representative of Japan informed 
the Committee, in response to a question put to his delegation previously as to 
why some of the documents submitted by Japan had not been approved by the Ministry 
of Trade and Industry, that, according to information received from that bfinistry, 
only export licences required ministerial approval, and that the other documents 
involved had been exchanged between the exporters and importers. 

8. At the 253rd meeting on 30 October 1975, the Committee considered the matter 
and decided that the case should be closed. 

(168) Case No. 152. Textiles - "Ise Maru" and "Acapulco Maru": United Kingdom 
note dated 7 August 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

b 2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below: 

3. A reply dated 6 January 1975 was received from Japan, for the substantive part 
of which see paragraph 3 of (167) Case No. 150, above. 

4. At the 252nd meeting on 16 October 1975, the representative of Japan informed 
the Committee that the matter had been kept under review but that no new information 
had come to light since January 1975. 



L. SPORTING ACTIVITIES AND OTHER INTERNATIONAL COMPETITIONS 

(169) Case NO. 120. Southern Rhodesia and the Olympic Games: note from the 
Federal Republic of Germany dated 5 April 1971 .-1_ 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the fifth report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. At the 233rd meeting on 10 April 1975, the representative of Iraq drew the 
attention of the Committee to information from published sources according to 
which the Executive Board of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) was to 
discuss a report on Southern Rhodesia at their meeting in Lausanne, Switzerland, 
from 20 to 22 February 1975. The information further stated that the report, which 
3Ta.s prepsred by a three-man IOC commission that had visited Rhodesia last year, 
contained general recomendations only and that it would be for the nine meJabers of 
the Executive Board, under the chairmanship of the IOC President to make 
recommendations for discussion among the 70 or so members of IOC when they met in 
plenary session at Lausanne in May. 

4. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the ssme meeting, a note dated 
29 April 1975 was sent to all Member States, under the no-objection procedure. 
The substantive part of that note is reproduced below. 

"According to information recently received by the Committee, the 
Executive Board of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) was to discuss 
a report on Southern Rhodesia at its meeting in Lausanne from 
20 to 22 February 1975. The information stated that the report, which was 
prepared by a three-man IOC commission that had visited Southern Rhodesia 
last year 9 contained general recommendations only and that it would be for 
the nine members of the Executive Board, under the chairmanship of the 
IOC President, to make recommendations for discussion among the 70 or SO 
members of IOC when they meet in plenary session at Lausanne in May. 

"The Committee, whose membership is the same as that of the Security 
Council, is entrusted by the Council with various duties in connexion with 
the application of the mandatory sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. The 
Committee views with serious concern any activities by persons from Southern 
Rhodesia, particularly those activities purporting to be undertaken at a 
representational level, which might enhance the status of the illegal rkgime 
in Southern Rhodesia or provide the possibility of a breach of the sanctions 
imposed by the Security Council, 

"The Committee would be grateful if His Excellency's Government could 
bring this letter to the attention of its National Olympic Committee prior 
to the May plenary session of IOC at Lausanne, with the Committee's urgent 
request that the mandatory sanctions of the Security Council be strictly 
observed, both in letter and in spirit, and that any team purporting to 
represent Southern Rhodesia not be allowed to participate in the Olympic 
Gsmes.yl 
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5. Acknowledgcments were received from Rl Salvador (5 May), the United Kingdom 
(5 May) 4 the F d e era1 Republic of Germany (6 May) and Zaire (23 bfay 1975). 

6. On 27 MaY 1975 3 the Committee received information from published sources, 
according t* which the International Olympic Committee voted on 22 May 1975 to 
withdraw its recognition Of Southern Rhodesia and to exclude it from the Olympic 
movement. 

7. * rePlY dated 2 June 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of Germany, 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has not failed to 
bring the contents of the LEecretary-GeneralDs note of 29 April 19727 to 
the attention of its national Olympic Committee." 

8. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 239th meeting, a press 
release on the matter, the text of which was adopted at the 240th meeting on 
12 June 1975, was issued on the same day. The text of that press release is 
reproduced below. 

"The Security Council Committee established in pursuance of 
resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia has been 
receiving information that Southern Rhodesian individuals and teams are 
participating or are attempting to participate in international or national 
sports competitions in many foreign countries, It is also known that foreign 
competitors participated or attempted to participate in sports events in 
Southern Rhodesia. The number of attempts by the illegal r6gime to obtain 
recognition at the international level through sporting activities and other 
types of competitions has increased since 1973. 

“The Committee has condemned such activities and considered them to be 
contrary both to the spirit and letter of Security Council resolution 
253 (1968), in particular paragraphs 4, 5 and 6. The Committee as* 
considered that such participation in addition to enhancing the image Of the 
illegal r6gime in the public eye and bringing to it favourable attention, was 
also a morale booster to the white Rhodesian die-bards. 

“It should be noted that the participation in matches and sporting 
activities abroad by persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia has Y 
in a number of cases, been facilitated by the fact that they held and 
travelled on foreign passports. In this regard, the Committee addressed notes 
to Member States of the United Nations requesting their co-operation- As a 
result of the Committee ‘s intervention 4 Southern Rhodesia was expelled 
from several international sports organizations and was barred from 
participating in some competition championships. 

"In order to enhance this trend the Committee WelC*mes the decision Of 
the International Olympic Committee made in LaWanne, Switzerland, On 
22 May 1975 to withdraw its recognition of Rhodesia and exclude it from the 
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1976 Olympic Games. This decision supports the whole conception and intent 
Of mandatory sanctions imposed against Southern Rhodesia by the Security 
Council and upholds fully the long-term activity of the Sanctions Committee in 
its effort to prevent any participation of Southern Rhodesian residents in 
international or national sporting events and similar activities, and of 
foreign individuals or clubs in competitions in Southern Rhodesia. 

IFThe Committee appreciates the initiative of the International Olympic 
Committee as an example for all international and regional sports 
organiaations in which Southern Rhodesia holds a membership to take identical 
measures to terminate the membership of Southern Rhodesia and to stop any 
relations with competitors and teams of this Territory. 

"The Committee has decided to renew its appeal to all Member States of 
the United Nations to take the necessary steps, through their nation& 
Sports associations and clubs as well as international sporting federations 
and associations, to have Southern Rhodesian membership of different 
international or regional sporting bodies regected and terminated; and to 
refuse any new application or membership by any Southern Rhodesian sporting 
team or association." 

(170) Case No a 148. Southern Rhodesia and the Maccabiah Games: information 
th supplied to e Committee by the Sudan on 21 June 1973 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the sixth report. 

(171) Case No. 166. Southern Rhodesia and the International Judo Federation (IJF)_: 
information obtained from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. Replies were received from Canada, the Federal Republic of Germany> Botswana, 
Chile, Guyana, Qatar and the President of IJF, the substantive parts of which 
read as follows: 

(i) _Note dated 13 December 1974 from Canada 

"The Canadian Government has drawn to the attention of appropriate 
Canadian Judo authorities the concerns expressed in the Secretary-Generalss 
note in question. The Permanent Representative wishes at the same time to 
draw to the attention of the Secretary-General the Canadian Government's 
policy on sports contacts with Rhodesia: while the Canadian Government 
discourages Canadian teams or individuals from taking part in sporting 
events in Rhodesia, it cannot prevent them from travelling there or from 
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competing as individuals, The Canadian Government does not however support 
such activities and does not provide financial support or sponsorship to 
such individuals or their organisations. Neither are they considered in 
any Official Way as representative of Canada.!' 

(ii) Note dated 19 December 1974 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"Travellers who present passports or travel documents issued by the 
Smith r&ime Will be returned by the border control authorities of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Since the persons referred to in the above- 
mentiOned notes did not attract notice when they entered the Federal Republic 
of Germany, it must be assumed that they travelled with documents of some 
other country. 

"Due to the enormous number of travellers into the Federal Republic of 
Germany, subsequent investigations of the entry documents are possible only 
if it is known at which border crossing point and at which time the persons 
in question entered. In hotels aliens are not registered separately. 

"The only possibility to find out details of the travel documents is to 
contact the sports associations which might have taken care of the visitors 
from Southern Rhodesia. This has been done. As an answer has not yet been 
received, a reminder was sent to the sport associations. As soon as the 
outcome of these efforts are available, the Federal Government will submit 
the requested information to the Secretary-General without delay." 

(iii) Note dated 31 December 1974 from Botswana 

"With regard to Case No. 166 9 Botswana has adhered strictly to the 
United Nations sanctions against Southern Rhodesia.!' 

(iv) Note dated 7 January 1975 from Chile 

"The Government of Chile , which respects the United Nations 
resolutions imposing sanctions against the regime in Southern Rhodesia, has 
requested Chilean sporting associations to refrain from maintaining contact 
with that club or any other similar institution in that Territory 19 

(v) Note dated 14 January 1975 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"The names of the gudokas who participated in the training Of Private 
German clubs have been confirmed to have been 

Gunter Maeser 
Louis Polome 
Frans Fyfer 
H, Otto 
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The athletes arrived in the Federal Republic of Germany from Rome and 
departed for Austria, where they were rejoined by the fifth judoka, who had 
stayed behind in Rome because of injuries. 

"The German Judo Association has not been able to establish the type 
of passport used by the athletes. However, the fact that other countries 
likewise granted them unimpeded entry and exit confirms that they cannot 
have travelled on Southern Rhodesian passports.F1 

(vi) Note dated 29 January 1975 from Guyana 

"The Permanent Representative wishes to inform the Secretary-General 
that action has been taken to alert all judo clubs and associations under 
the jurisdiction of the Government of Guyana to the danger involved in the 
attempts of the Salisbury Budokan Judo Club being admitted to membership 
of the International Judo Federation and the need to take action to prevent 
it. 

"The Guyanese public is reminded frequently of the importance of the 
relevant United Nations resolution as recommended by the Committee and 
approved by Security Council resolution 333 (1973).f' 

(vii) Note dated 5 March 1975 from Qatar 

'i1. The Government of the State of Qatar has taken stringent 
enforcement measures to terminate forthwith all economic, commercial, cultural 
and other relations with the Southern Rhodesia and South African rggimes, in 
accordance with the Amiri Statutes No. 2 of 1967 and No. 140 of 19'73. 

!'2 . The Ministry of Economy and Commerce has issued a decree to all 
local banks, oil companies reinforcing the mandatory sanctions imposed by 
the Security Council against the illegal r@me in Southern Rhodesia. 

"3. The Ministry of Economy and Commerce, with the co-operation of the 
Customs Department, examines all purchase contracts of Qatari imported goods 
in order to prevent any entry of goods produced by the above-mentioned 
r6gimes.y1 

Enclosure 

"I have the honour of informing that the Amiri Statute No. 2, 1967, has 
been issued in respect of economic boycott of Southern Rhodesia. Moreover, 
the Amiri Statute No. 140, 1973, provides for severing all economic, 
commercial, cultural and other relations with South Africa, Portugal and 
Southern Rhodesia. Immediately upon the issuance of the latter Statute, the 
Ministry of Economy and Commerce has taken the following measures: 

9 . The Ministry forwarded a copy of the Statute No. 140 of 1973 to 
Qatar Chamber of Commerce and requested the Chamber to circulate it 
to all commerci&l firms. 



"2 l The Ministry's Office of the Boycott of Israel has issued an 
order to all local banks and oil companies instructing them against 
accepting any letters of credit or drawings from any party in, and 
against the shipment of any goods on any means of transportation 
having the nationalities of the above-mentioned relevant States. 

9f3 . The Office of the Boycott of Israel in the Ministry of 
Economy and Commerce, in co-operation with the Customs Department, 
examines all customs documents of goods imported in Qatar and bans 
the entry of any goods produced by any of the above-mentioned three 
States. 

(viii) Letter dated 8 May 1975 from the President of IJF 

"I have at long last had an opportunity of considering your letter of 
24 October 1974, together with its enclosures. 

"I would like to say at once that my Federation in no way seeks to 
interfere with the valiant efforts and lofty ideals of your Committee. 

"We are, however, bound by our statutes, and, with respect, I do feel 
that perhaps your enthusiasm for your worthy task may have prevented you from 
seeing the matter in full perspective. 

*'It does not follow that because your Committee's view on what we should 
do is not accepted that this constitutes a failure to 'co-operate' or 
thereby in any manner any kind of acceptance of a racially based system. 

"It is not for us to endorse or otherwise the work of your Committee and, 
with respect, I do not think that the requirements of the resolution 
necessitate us amending our statutes in any wsy; indeed I think it would be 
very dangerous territory if we were to be used as a political weapon, and 
whether or not this was the intention such would seem to be the inevitable 
conclusion to be drawn were we to act in the manner which you suggest. AS 
I read it, the resolution expressly excludes educational purposes in certain 
areas and I would like to stress that so far as my Federation is concerned 
our view is not only that we are acting in accordance with out statutes 
and in the best interests of judo as a sport, but indeed sport at large and 
also in a manner which is not inconsistent with your Committee's work. 

"The enclosed extract from an interview which I gave to a representative 
of the press from the Csechoslovak Socialist Republic may be of assistance 
to YOU in amplifying my personal attitude. 

"I do not think, however, that there is anyt;hing I can usefully add on 
behalf of my Federation." 
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Enclosure 

"QUESTION 5 - And now a question very close to your heart. DO YOU think the 
discrimination or racism, in view of the present clear status, is a 
political disturbing of sport? 

ANSWER: 

"This is a question on which I could talk for hours, but I shall not 
do so or you will be unable to find space to publish my reply. 

'*In the first place, the statutes of my Federation state quite clearly 
that the IJF is non-political and does not recognize differences of race or 
religion, and with them I agree. I also feel that all these three things 8rf 
equally important. I would always fight against any form of discrimination 
within my sport of a political, racial or religious nature. I 

"1 think it is important to realize that I concern myself only with the 
administration of my sport. 
I am not a racist. 

I sm not a politician. I T not religious. 

*'There are such people in the world, and I do not particularly agree wit 
any of them. Remember, there are whole nations based on political, religiou: 
or racial beliefs, and what these nations do may displease, offend or even 
disgust me, but I do not allow that to interfere with my thinking or 
activities on behalf of International Judo. 

"My only task is to see that these things do not interfere in my sport. 
I leave the politicians, the religious leaders and the pro- or anti-racists 
to solve their own problems. The IJF has avoided any political problems by 
refusing to permit any political arguments or reasons to interfere in any 
way or to effect any of its decisions. The IJF has equally avoided any 
religious problems by refusing to accept any requests for special treatment 
in the selection of who should fight who in the early rounds of any 
competitions and has based its decisions on the democratic, free compliance 
with our statutes. 

"The only racialist problems the IJF has encountered is with South 
Africa and Rhodesia, The case of South Africa can be quickly resolved, since 
3udo in South Africa is not practiced and played on a multiracial basis yet, 
Although members of all ethnic groups play the sport, they have'different 
Federations and train generally apart. They, therefore, would not qualify 
for membership of the IJF. 

"The other case concerns Rhodesia and the IJF Directing Committee Was 
given evidence from black and white Rhodesians that judo was practiced 
non-racially in Rhodesia and therefore, although members of the Directing 
Committee and IJF may or may not agree with the politics and policies Of 
that country, the IJF does not or would not concern itself with these 
policies any more than it would concern itself with whether a country Was 
socialist, royalist or capitalist, etc. 
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"Rhodesia could therefore have been a possible candidate for membership. 
However, neither South Africa or Rhodesia has been refused membership of the 
IJF, because neither of them has yet applied and the reason is because members 
of the IJF are acquired through membership of one of the five Continental 
Unions, and although these countries have applied to their Continental Union 
for membership, they have never been considered or refused, since it is a 
requirement of the African Union, to which they would naturally belong., that 
candidate countries should personally attend a Congress of the Union. The 
delegations of these two countries have never been able to attend an African 
Union Congress, and therefore the question was in suspense within the IJF for 
several years. 

"However, I can safely say that with the current set-up within South 
Africa, if South Africa had applied it would not have been accepted. Not 
because South Africa runs its country on a racial basis but because, I 
repeat, the way the country is run does not concern the IJF, but because it 
runs its judo on such a basis. 

IsThe case of Rhodesia has also been resolved, since at its most recent 
meeting, held in Rio de Janeiro in September 1974, the IJF Directing Committee 
recognized that for one reason or another, very few member Federations of the 
IJF had any relations with Rhodesia and that even if investigations should 
prove that Judo was practiced on a perfectly non-racial basis, it would still 
be impossible for the vast majority of IJF member Federations to invite them 
to attend championships or for them to go there for championships. 

"The Directing Committee therefore decided for these reasons that it 
Would not be in the best interests of all the other member Federations to 
proceed any further with investigations. Since that time, the IOC Commission 
on Rhodesia has published its findings, in which judo is briefly mentioned 
and which information given to that Commission is at least the same as the 
information given to the IJF and we shall await the findings of the ICC on 
that report with interest. 

"So if I may sum up my feelings. Although there are many things in the 
world with which I disagree, I feel it would be quite wrong of me to try to 
use sport to change them, in exactly the same way in which I will always 
resist to the utmost any endeavour on the part of any such things to change 
our sport.g' 

(172) Case No. 167. Tour of Southern Rhodesian cricket player abroad: 
information obtained from published sources 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the seventh report. 
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(173) Case No. 174. Hockey team tour of Southern Rhodesia: information obtained 
from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below, 

3. TWO replies were received from the Federal Republic of Germany9 the 
substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 17 December 1974 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany had talks again with 
the sports associations on this subject. The Federal Government was informed 
that sport clubs only undertake tours to South Africa and Southern Rhodesia 
if the costs of travel, board and lodging are met by the host clubs. 
Normally, no funds are transferred from the Federal Republic of Germany to 
Southern Rhodesia; nor are any bookings made with travel agents in Southern 
Rhodesia. 

"The Federal Government would appreciate it if the conclusions of the 
IOC study on sport conditions in Southern Rhodesia could be made available 
to it for its talks with the sports associations regarding a complete stop 
of representative sports contacts with Southern Rhodesia.?' &/ 

(ii) Note dated 7 January 1975 

"At its 106th meeting on U-12 October 1974, the Executive Committee Of 
the German Sports Associations unanimously decided to maintain its pOliCy as 
laid down in the recommendations of 1970 and 1973 and to request the member 
organizations to continue to practice restraint in their relations with the 
Republic of South Africa, Wamibia and Rhodesia, especially in cases where the 
composition of the teams from these countries is not racially mixed. Sports 
meets of a representative nature are not to be arranged." 

(174) Case No. 175. Yachting coach on tour of Southern Rhodesia: information 
obtained from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report- 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

. . 

g/ See paras. 3 and 4 of (169) Case No. 120, above, and paras. 5, 6 and 9 Of 
(178) Case No. 192, below. 
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3. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 246th meeting, a note dated 
12 September 1975 Was sent to Belgium, under the no-objection procedure. The 
substantive part of that note is reproduced below: 

"The Committee has received information from published sources to the 
effect that a Spanish national yachting instructor named Paul Waes undertook 
a visit, at the end of April 1974, to Rhodesia in order to coach Southern 
Rhodesian teams. 

"The Committee requested the Secretary-General to inform the Spanish 
Government of the matter and to request it to make an inquiry concerning this 
information. 

"In its reply the Spanish Government indicated that Mr. Paul Maes, who 
works periodically as an instructor with the Spanish Yachting Federation, is 
domiciled in Belgium and is of Belgian nationality. 

"Last spring, during his vacation, Mr. Maes reportedly travelled to 
Belgium and from there, at the invitation of the Rhodesia Yachting Association, 
to Southern Rhodesia in a purely private capacity. 

"The Committee believes that the Belgian Government, in its efforts to 
ensure respect for the mandatory sanctions imposed by the Security Council 
against the illegal Southern Rhodesia r6gime, would be interested in being 
brought up-to-date on this information." 

4. An acknowledgement dated 17 September 1975 was received from Belgium. 

(175) Case No. 181. Southern Rhodesia and the Federation of International _ --..- 
Football Associations (FIFA): information obtained from 
published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 19 December 1974 was received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive portion of which reads as follows: 

"Travellers who present passports or travel documents issued by the 
Smith r6gime will be returned by the border control authorities of the 
T;deral Republic of Germany. Since the persons referred to in the 

ecretary-GeneralVs/ notes did not attract notice when they entered the 
Federal Republic of-Germany, it must be assumed that they travelled with 
documents of some other country. 

"Due to the enormous number of travellers into-the Federal Republic 
of Germany, subsequent investigations of the entry documents ark-'@se 
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only if it is known at which border crossing point and at which time the 
persons in question entered. In hotels aliens are not registered separately. 

'IThe only possibility to find out details of the travel documents is to 
contact the sports associations which might have taken care of the visitors 
from Southern Rhodesia. This has been done. As an answer has not yet been 
received, a reminder was sent to the sport associations. As soon as the 
outcome of these efforts are available, the Federal Government will submit 
the requested information to the Secretary-General without delay." 

4. At the 229th meeting on 13 March 1975, the representative of Iraq drew the 
attention of the Committee to information from published sources, according to 
which the President of the so-called National Football Association of Rhodesia 
(NFAR), Mr. John Madzima, after having held talks, in the course of a month-long 
visit abroad, with FIFA President, .Dr. Joao Havelange, in Brazil and having met 
other officials in Europe, took back the news that a delegation from FIFA would 
soon visit Southern Rhodesia for an on-the-spot investigation of the game in the 
country. Subsequent to Mr. Madzima's meeting with the FIFA President in Brazil, 
a Rio de Janeiro newspaper, Journal do Brazil, was said to have carried a report in 
which Dr. Havelange was quoted as saying that NFAR would be able to participate 
in FIFA, if they could show that racial discrimination was no longer present in 
their sporting teams. According to the same report, Dr. Havelange assured 
Mr. Madzima that FIFA would send a commission of inquiry to Southern Rhodesia, 
probably within the next two months, and that if the commission were to decide that 
there was no discrimination in soccer in Southern Rhodesia, Dr. Havelange would 
consider raising the question of admittance of the so-called NFAR to FIFA at that 
organization's next meeting. Mr. Madzima was reported to be optimistic that the 
Commission would be satisfied that there was no racial discrimination in soccer in 
Southern Rhodesia and that the delegation's findings would pave the way for 
Southern Rhodesia's re-entry into international football. Apart from his many 
meetings with Dr. Havelange and other top FIFA officials, Mr. Madzima was also 
reported to have visited several African States, where the aspirations of the 
so-called NFAR had been given "encouraging and sympathetic" hearing. He is 
reported to have said that two top African referees with international recognition 
from FIFA would be visiting Southern Rhodesia soon. 

5. After considering that information, the Committee decided that appropriate 
draft notes should be prepared for its approval, under the "no-objection" 
procedure, for transmission: (a) to all Member States, apprising them of the 
matter and requesting them to draw the attention of the sports organization in 
their countries to the situation; and (b) to Brazil, requesting information on how 
Mr. John Madzima, president of the so-called NFAR, had been allowed to enter 
Brazil. Similarly, the Committee decided that appropriate draft letters should be 
prepared for its approval, under the "no-objection" procedure, for transmission 
to FIFA and to the Organization of African Unity (OAU), bringing to their 
attention the information received by the Committee and,, in the former instance, 
again urging FIFAto comply with the United Nations sanctions, and, in the latter 
instance, among other things, requesting information in connexion with the so-called 
NFAR President's visit to African States and the reported visit to Southern 
Rhodesia by two internationally recognized African referees. 
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6, In accordance with the Committee's decision at the same meeting notes were 
sent to Brazil on 26 March and to all Member States on 1 April, and letters were 
sent to the Administrative Secretary-General of OAU and to the President of FIFA, 
on 26 March 1975 9 stating as indicated above. 

1. Acknowledgements dated 7 and 8 April 1975 were received from El Salvador, the 
Federal Republic of Germany and Gabon. 

8. 1 Replies were received from the Secretary-General of FIFA, Kenya and Ethiopia, 
the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(i) Letter dated 18 April 1975 from the Secretary-General of FIFA A-- 

l "FIFA received the letter dated 26 March addressed to FIFA president, 
Dr. Havelange, in connexion with the FIFA membership of the national 
football body of Rhodesia. 

"May we first of all refer to a similar letter you sent FIFA on 
9 September 1974 h/ and to which we replied with our letter of 
19 September 1974-i/ giving you full information as to the position of the 
football organiaatron of Rhodesia within FIFA. The basic problem as such 
has not changed whereas the organization of the football activities within 
Rhodesia was subject to some alterations. May we add that Rhodesia, under 
the name of Football Association of Rhodesia, is a member of FIFA since 1965. 

"As to the present internal situation in Rhodesia, may I be permitted to 
refer to the enclosed photocopy of a letter I sent to Dr. Havelange on the 
27 February (enclosure green copy in French original and English translation). 
As far as your questions are concerned, I would like to answer as follows: 

"(a) Several members of our Executive Committee including Dr. Havelange 
have had an opportunity to meet Mr. Madzima, who is the chairman 
of the national organization, as mentioned in para. 4 of my letter 
to Dr. Havelange; 

"(b) A commission has not yet been set up. This would be a matter for 
our Executive Committee; 

'l(c) The press reports are certainly wrong, as Congress alone would be 
entitled to grant membership to a new organieation. See my letter 
to Dr. Havelange. 

&/ See S/ll'j94/Rev.l, annex II, (169) Case MO. 181, para. 4 (iii>. 

i/ There was no record of the letter referred to having been received. 
However, efforts were made to obtain a copy of that letter from FIFA, which was 
subsequently received and is reproduced in para. 10 Of this case. 
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"(a) The visit to Rhodesia of two top African referees has nothing to do 

with the FIFA suspension nor with the FIFA Technical Committee. 
As individuals and if the visa difficulties can be overcome, they 
may go to Rhodesia. 

"Also concerning the lifting of the suspension, may I add that only the FIFA 
Congress is competent and would, of course, take its decisions after having 
thoroughly examined the situation." 

Text of letter to Dr. Havelange 

"Your letter of 18 February, together with the photocopied report of the 
IOC regarding Rhodesia, has just reached me, and I thank you. 

"Your letter crossed with mine - I mean the circular which I sent to all 
members of the Executive Committee enclosing a photocopy of the report 
received from the IOC secretariat, with the idea that all Executive 
Committee members should read this report, in order that, if need be, a 
fruitful exchange of ideas could take place at a future meeting of the 
Committee. This is the reason for circulating this documentation. 

"Perhaps you will remember that, as far as football is concerned, the 
Africans have never said that there was discrimination, but on the contrary 
justified their request for suspension stating that, in accordance with the 
decisions of the United Nations, no holder of a Rhodesian passport could 
enter countries affiliated to UNO, and that whilst and for as long as this 
situation lasted, Rhodesia would not be able to take part in competitions 
organized at FIFA or continental Confederation level. 

"In the field of football, to all this must be added the fact that 
far-reaching internal changes have taken place in Rhodesian football, i.e., 
that the National Association affiliated to FIFA at the moment no longer 
controls more than 5 per cent at the most of Rhodesian football, whilst the 
new organization, of which Mr. Madzima is the President, has in its ranks 
at least 95 per cent! 

"More than a year ago, we tried to make both sides understand that an 
agreement between them was essential for the affiliation to FIFA to be 
maintained - although as a 'suspended Associations. We explained to the 
former secretary of the FIFA member Association and to Mr. Madzima, Presidenj 
of the new organization, that if the former Association had to be expelled 
from FIFA, the new one would have to make an official request for 
affiliation; and that as long as there was no change in the political 
situation, it would probably have no chance of being admitted as a member; 
but that on the other hand, if the new and the former organizations could 
agree for the new association to take over directly all the rights of the 
National Association affiliated to FIFA, with the agreement of the latter, 
legally there would be no resignation or new affiliation, but simply a cha% 
of name. 
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"Up to the present, it seems that neither one nor the other has understood 
or wants to understand the basic problem. 

"Moreover, I have made a very careful examination of the file given to you 
by Mr. Madzima which you kindly passed on to me, and I would like to bring 
up the following points: 

pql. The minutes of 18 November 1973 falls within a period before the 
latest conversations we have had with Mr. Madzima and his friends. 
On the other hand, the President's report, which is attached to it, 
is dated December 1974. Unfortunately, in his report, he has not 
passed on t0 his members what we suggested should be done to achieve 
an automatic affiliation to FIFA - why, I do not know - in view of 
the fact that a take-over de jure et de facto of the old 
organization by the new one seemed easy to achieve given that 
Mr. I<err, former secretary of the Association affiliated to FIFA 
had resigned and returned to his own country, Scotland. 

"2, A very interesting document is President Madzima's memorandum dated 
11 January 1975. For the first time, it is quite clear that the 
Land Tenure Act divides the land of the country into three 
categories: 

I. Ground for exclusive use of Europeans (he probably means 
whites); 

II. Ground for exclusive use of the Africans; 

III. National ground reserved for national parks etc. 

"In addition, this law seems to contribute greatly to a division of those 
taking part in sport according to race. In reality, according to this 
report, the Europeans enjoy many privileges which the Africans do not. 
Thus, the sports grounds which have once been handed over to the clubs 
composed of Europeans are assigned to them for 99 or 60 years, without any 
municipal interference, and those who hold these grounds do not let them to 
African clubs; on the other hand, in the zones reserved for Africans, the 
clubs are not able to obtain possession of grounds on similar conditions 
to those available to Europeans, and Mr. Madzima draws the conclusion that 
African clubs do not have the same facilities for 'formation, He concludes 
that 'European' sports clubs were easily able to obtain their sports grounds 
and, even if they are not very active at the moment, they can keep them. 
New clubs within the European community easily obtain grounds made available 
by the municipalities, towns and villages, which is not the case in the 
sector reserved for Africans. Indirectly, a racial situation results, 
concludes Mr. Madzima, 

"In a further paragraph, he states that only Europeans can become members of 
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European clubs and that, even here, the clubs are often formed On an 
ethnic basis (Wingate Club = mainly Jews; Callies Club = mainly Scats; 
Hellenic Club = mainly Greeks; Portuguese Club = mainly Portuguese etc.), 
but, despite this, other Europeans can easily gain admittance, whereas 
non-Europeans may not become members of these clubs at all. 

FPIn his memorandum, Mr. Madzima, underlines that in Rhodesia all sports are 
controlled by National Associations to which the provincial organizations are 
affiliated, and the provincial organizations are formed by the clubs. And 
he adds that with the possible exception of football and athletics, no sport 
is allowed to affiliate members on an integrated basis - with very rare 
exceptions. 

"According to him, multiracial sport consists of competitions between teams 
made up of players of the same race against teams possibly made up of players 
of another race; in any case, it is rare for there to be people of different 
races in the same team. (Remark from the General Secretary: in any case, the 
national team of Rhodesia was a completely mixed team and at one time the 
President was black with a Greek name.) 

"Sport in schools follows the same system of the schools, which are completely 
separate for the different races. Whereas students of European origin, says 
Mr. Madzima, have the opportunity to practice any sport, African pupils are 
restricted to football and some other sports. Another difficulty seems to be 
the lack of funds and coaches. Football seems to be the most popular sport 
and he says that progress in football is mainly due to the fact that it is the 
only sport in the country which has a completely non-racial character. Its 
constitution is non-racial and its officials are elected on a non-racial 
basis. The clubs admit members from any ethnic origin and one can really say 
that football is an integrated sport, which is not the case for other Sports+ 
Then he speaks of the other different sports, which is very interesting but 
does not concern us as footballers. 

"The report, I repeat, is very interesting, particularly if it is read in 
relation to the report drawn up by the IOC Commission of Enquiry. 

"I will write to Mr. Madzima again to try to convince him of the need t0 
reach an agreement with the former officials of the almost defunct National 
Association affiliated to FIFA, in order to avoid the formalities of the 
expulsion Of the organization which does not effectively control football any 
longer in Rhodesia and the improbable admission to FIFA of a new organization 
however African or mixed it may be. 

"I would like to add that on page 22, under point 7, the Olympic report 
refers to the Land Tenure Act but without drawing the conclusions made by 
Mr. Madzima in his memorandum (facilities for Europeans to have sports grounds 
near-impossibility for the Africans to obtain grounds in the areas which are 
none the less reserved for them). 
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9. 

“PerSOn~lY, 1 think that for as long as the politic& situation in 
Rhodesia remains unsolved, we will have difficulties a$ fn.r as sport is 
concerned, less from the racial discrimination point of view, but rather for 
Practical reasons (impossibility for Rhodesian passport-holders to travel to 
countries affiliated to ‘Lhc United Nations, 
I wish to bring up." 

These are the essential points 

(ii) Note dated 29 April 1975 from Kenya 

"The Permanent Representative of the Republic of Kenya to the United 
Nations . . . with reference to the note regarding Case No. 181, brought to the 
attention of the Permanent Mission at the request of the Security Council 
Committee ...9 has the honour to inform that its contents have been brought to 
the attention of the Government of the Republic of Kenya. 

'!The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Kenya has in turn 
informed the Ministry of Housing and Social Services, specifically 
requesting it to see to it that the so-called 'National Football Association 
of Rhodesia' does not gain admission to FIFA. The relevant sporting 
authorities in Kenya will therefore be fully appraised of the situation, with 
a view to asking them to block any moves that may be made by the Football 
Association of the illegal Southern Rhodesia r6gime to obtain admission to 
FIFA." 

(iii) Note dated 28 May 1974 from Ethiopia 

“The Ministry of Foreign Affairs wishes to inform the Secretary-General 
that the contents of his note has been transmitted to the NationaJ, Ethiopian 
Sports Confederation and would also like to assure him that every step will 
be taken to insure the effective implementation of SeCWitY Council sanctions 
against Southern Rhodesia. Furthermore, in order to apprise the SeCretarY- 
General of the actions previously taken by the Ethiopian Football Federation 
on the matter, some pertinent documents are enclosed herewith." L/ 

A first reminder was sent to Brazil on 28 May 1975. 

10. The text of the letter referred to in foot-note i-/ above, originally 
addressed to the Chairman of the Committee by the Secretary-General Of FIFA, 
reads as follows: 

--- 

J/ The documentation submitted by Ethiopia consisted of photocopies of the 
minutes of FIFA Congress in Mexico City, 1970, showing the various prOpOSdS on 
the matter put forward or supported by Ethiopia, as well as of a letter dated 
26 November 1969 from the Secretary-General of the Ethiopia Football Federation 
addressed to the Secretary-General of FIFA, putting Ethiopia's case for the 
@x:Pulsion of the Rhodesian Federation from FIFA. 
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"We acknowledge receipt of your letter of 9 September concerning 
tFc Football Association of Rhodesia., 

"We feel that it is necessary to give you the full information: 
Rhodesia became a member of FIFA in 1965 under the name of the Football 
Association of Rhodesia. According to the provisions of article 1, para. 3 
of the FIFA statutes, FIFA as such is not concerned with political changes 
leading up to the United Nations resolution 253 (1968), but at the 
1970 Congress in Mexico, a majority of Congress delegates accepted an 
African proposal to suspend the Football Association of Rhodesia 'for the time 
being' 9 as due to the aforesaid resolution and the instructions issued, no 
Rhodesian passport holder was permitted to enter countries bound by the 
resolution of the United Nations. 

"Rhodesia is still suspended and the Football Association of Rhodesia 
has in the meantime lost its authority as the controlling body of football 
because a breakaway organization incorporates approximately 95% of the 
football clubs and footballers in that country. 

"The internal organization of sport is a matter for the clubs and 
leagues in Rhodesia as it is FIFA's policy not to interfere in the domestic 
problems of the affiliated national associations. 

"The suspension means that Rhodesian football clubs cannot play against 
teams belonging to other national associations in membership with FIFA, 
either at home or abroad. 

"Sport and sporting organizations should be immune from politics and 
it is in fact a pity that all over the world political influence on sport 
is increasing. 

"If you have further questions on this subject, please do not hesitate 
to let us know. 

11. A letter dated 6 June 1975 was also received from the Permanent Representative 
of Brazil, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"With reference to your note of 26 March 1975, I have the honour to 
inform you that the Erazilian Government is investigating the reported 
meeting in Brazil between Mr. John Madzima, president of the National Football 
Association of Rhodesia, and Mr. Joao Havelange, president of FIFA. 

"Mr. Havelange, however, being president of the above-mentioned 
international football association, is the sole person responsible for his 
actions in that capacity. Consequently, the Brazilian Government cannot 
accept responsibility for the actions undertaken by Mr. Havelange in his 
capacity as president of FIFA." 
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12. In accordance with the Committeess decision at the 246th meeting, a note 
dated 7 October 1975 was sent to all Member States, under the no-objection 
procedure. The substantive part of that note is reproduced below. 

"The Committee would like to refer to the note dated 1 April 1975 which, 
at its request, the Secretary-General addressed to the Permanent 
Representative on the question of attempts by a sporting association in 
Southern Rhodesia to obtain international recognition. 

"In that note, the attention of His ExcellencyDs Government was drawn 
in particular to the reported efforts of the so-called NationaL Football 
Association of Rhodesia (NFAR) to be admitted to the Fe'd&ation internationale 
de football association (FIFA). 

'!The Committee has also been informed that another organization called 
the Football Association of Rhodesia (FAR), which in 1970 was suspended 'for 
the time being! from FIFA, is trying to obtain its re-admission. 

"The Committee would be grateful if His Excellencyss Government could 
bring this matter to the attention of football clubs and associations under 
its jurisdiction so that no football association in Southern Rhodesia could 
receive any type of recognition; and furthermore that the so-called 
Football Association of Rhodesia (FAR) be expelled from the International 
Federation (FIFA).:' 

13; rn Acknowledgements were received from Canada (9 October), the Federal Republic 
of Germany (14 October), Austria (4 November) and Zaire (17 November 1975). 

14. . Replies were also received from Guinea and India, the substantive parts of 
Which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 9 October 1975 from Guinea 

"With reference to your note of 7 October 1975 (Case No. 181)~ I have 
the honour to inform you that the Government of the Republic of Guinea has no 
relations with the minority racist rggime of Rhodesia; moreover, it takes both 
political and diplomatic action against that dgime. Accordingly, no sports, 
cultural or other association has any relations with Rhodesian or South 
African associations. 

"The Government of the Republic of Guinea will certainly StrOnglY 

condemn the participation of the National Football Association of 
Rhodesia (NFAR) and the Football Association of Rhodesia (FAR) in the 
International Federation of Association Football (FIFA). 

"The National Youth Committee of Guinea, to which, as the appropriate 
national body responsible for sports matters, we are referring the note, 
Will not fail to bring this violation of United Nations resolutions t0 the 
attention of the international sports authorities and to take action3 
together with the African associations, against the Federation." 
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(ii) Note da-ted 2 December 1975 from India 

"The Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations .-. has 
the honour to state that India maintains a complete boycott of the racist 
illegal minority r6gime of Southern Rhodesia and that this extends to 
participation in sports events also. Consistent with this policy, the 
Government of India has informed the All India Football Federation of the 
contents of the Secretary-General's note referred to above so that appropriate 
action is taken." 

(176) Case No. 186. Southern Rhodesia and the International Chess Federation r..-----L-yp-"-p 
(FIDE): information obtained from P ublished sources 
-- --.. -. _-_.._ -.: _____- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the seventh report. 

(177) Case No. 191. New Zealand cricket club tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
information obtained from published sources 

I* Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 24 January lg'j'5 (also covering Case No. 192) was received from 
the Secretary-General of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"1 have the honour to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 
31 December 1974 in which you were kind enough to inform me that a hockey 
team from the Federal Republic of Germany and a cricket team from 
New Zealand had travelled last September to Southern Rhodesia to 
participate in competitive sports events with Southern Rhodesian teams. 

"I most sincerely thank you for this important communication, which is 
further evidence of the spirit of co-operation prevailing between your 
Committee and our Organization. 

'!The secretariat of OAU holds that all sports or other activities with 
Southern Rhodesia inevitably represent support for it and undoubtedly 
constitute a flagrant violation of United Nations and OAU resolutions on the 
question of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. For that reason, it 
completely agrees with and strongly supports the Security Council Committee's 
position on the question of Southern Rhodesia, which is in accordance with 
OAUps views on this matter." 

4. A first reminder was sent to Nero Zealand on 28 February 1975. 
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5. A reply dated 26 March 1975 was received from New Zealand, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

1 
"The Char& d'affaires has the honour to advise the Secretary-General 

that the inquiries into the circumstances of the visit which were undertaken 
bY the New Zealand authorities did not reveal any breach of the United 
Nations sanctions resolution 253 (1968) on Southern Rhodesia or of the 
Exchange Control Regulations 1965, the two sets of New Zealand legislation 
which implement sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. The inquiries were 
centred on the method employed to transfer funds to Southern Rhodesia to 
finance the tour and on whether the transfer of funds and their use offended 
under the Sanctions Regulations or the Exchange Control Regulations. The 
New Zealand Government is satisfied that, in this case, there is no evidence 
capable of sustaining a prosecution for any alleged breach of these 
Regulations." 

6. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 247th meeting, a note 
dated 13 October 1975 was sent to New Zealand, under the no-objection procedure. 
The substantive part of that note is reproduced below: 

"The Committee considered the reply dated 26 March 1975 from the 
Permanent Mission of New Zealand concerning a tour to Southern Rhodesia by 
a cricket club of New Zealand. The Committee was grateful for the information 
it contained, in particular that no evidence had been found that the method 
employed to transfer funds to Southern Rhodesia to finance the tour had 
offended under the New Zealand legislation on sanctions. 

"The Committee, however, expressed its concern that to limit the 
mandate of the investigating authorities in such a way might have entailed 
a corresponding limitation in their possibility to discover some sort of 
violation of the sanctions. In that connexion, the Committee would like to 
reiterate its views expressed in the Secretary-General's note of 
5 November 1974, that participation by foreigners in sports events in 
Southern Rhodesia enhances the position of the illegal rkgime and is contrary 
to the spirit and intent of the sanctions imposed on Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Committee, therefore, wonders whether additional information 
could be provided to it; in particular concerning the banking facilities 
used by the New Zealand team during that trip, the carriers which transported 
it to and from Southern Rhodesia and the itinerary followed. The Committee 

also would like to know whether the Government of New Zealand expressed its 
disapproval for such a trip to the persons concerned. 

"The Committee would appreciate receiving the information indicated 
above and any further comments which could assist it in its work at the 
earliest convenience of His Excellencyvs Government and if possible within 
a month.i' 
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7. A reply dated 12 December 1975 was received from New Zealand, the substantive 
part of which reads as "follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of New Zealand to the United Nations 
has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General's note PO 230 SORH (l-2-1) 
of 13 October requesting additional information on the circumstances 
surrounding the visit to Southern Rhodesia by the Tui Cricket Club. 

"So far as the team's banking facilities are concerned, the New Zealand 
authorities have noted that the direct remittance of funds from New Zealand 
to Southern Rhodesia is blocked by the Reserve Bank of New Zealand under the 
Exchange Control Regulations, 1956; that the United Nations Sanctions 
(Southern Rhodesia) Regulations, 1968 prohibit the remittance of funds 
to any place within Southern Rhodesia by a New Zealand citizen outside 
New Zealand; and that the latter regulations also stipulate that a New 
Zealand citizen may not cause funds to be transferred to Southern Rhodesia 
either directly or indirectly. Current exchange control policy permits 
trading banks to allocate up to NZ$l,OOO in foreign currency to travellers 
planning to be away from New Zealand for up to one month. It has been 
ascertained that members of the Tui Cricket Cltlb employed the usual banking 
channels in applying for funds to travel overseas. Since all funds so 

issued are freely convertible and can be used anywhere in the world, 
however 9 the Reserve Bank of New Zealand is not able to exercise control 
over the fiends once they have been issued. 

"AS regards the teamss travel arrangements, the New Zealand authorities 
have established that arrangements wcrc made in New Zealand only for the 
teamss travel as far as South Africa. The following carriers were used: 

Journey 

Auckland to Sydney 
Sydney to Johannesburg 
Johannesburg to Blantyre 
Blantyre to Salisbury 
Salisbury to Johannesburg 
Johannesburg to Perth 
Sydney to Auckland 

Carrier Date 

Air New Zealand 23.8.74 
South African Airways 24.8.74 

17 19 rI 26.8.74 
91 ?I ?I Open 
11 11 Fl Open 
11 I1 11 20.9.74 

QANTAS 26.9.74 

"The New Zealand authorities do not have ds-tails of the team’s 
itinerary in Southern Rhodesia. It has been informed however that three 
matches were played in Malawi, four in Southern Rhodesia, one in South Africa 
and one in Australia, 

"The New Zealand Government's position on the tour was set out fully 
in a press statement issued by the then Associate Minister of Foreign Affairs 
on 16 September 19'74. Two copies of that press statement are attached, 
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Enclosure 

Text of the press statement by the Hon. A. J. Wslding, 
the Associate Minister of Foreign Affairs 

"The Associate Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Hon. J, A. WaILding, 
said today that Ministers and Members of Parliament had received many 
telegrams and letters protesting about the Tui CLricket Club's tour to 
South Africa and Southern Rhodesia, The question was constantly asked 
whether any breach of the United Nations (Southern Rhodesia) Regulations 1968 
which imposed economic sanctions on Southern Rhodesia had been made. These 
Regulations were passed in New Zealand by the previous Government after the 
United Nations Security Council adopted resolutions, in particular No. 253 
of 1968, to prevent trade with the illegal rkgime of Southern Rhodesia and 
called on nations to prevent the transmission of funds there. 

"These regulations are still in force,' said Mr, Walding, 'and this 
Government like the last continues to observe strictly the economic 
sanctions on Southern Rhodesia and has blocked all trade between the two 
countries, as all member states of the United Nations are obliged to do by 
the mandatory decision of the Security Council. No links of any kind exist 
between the illegal Smith r6gime in Southern Rhodesia (or Zimbabwe as it 
is sometimes known) and the New Zealand Government. Southern Rhodesian 
passports are not recognised and travel agents in New Zealand in particular 
have been advised from time to time that these Regulations and the Exchange 
Control Reuglations 1965 together make it an offence either to remit funds 
from New Zealand to Southern Rhodesia or to cause funds to be transferred 
directly or indirectly there. New Zealand citizens are also prohibited, 
no matter where they are, from entering into or being concerned with dealings 
in any goods knowing that they are to be imported into Southern Rhodesia. 
Since the illegal Smith rdgime declared its independence in 1965, there 
have been a number of Security Council resolutions imposing sanctions of 
one kind or another on Southern Rhodesia', said Mr. Walding, 'but there has 
been no specific reference to sporting exchanges.' 

"Mr. Walding stated that there is no New Zealand law which prevents 
New Zealanders, either individuaLly or in groups, from going to Southern 
Rhodesia or to South Africa. New Zealanders are free to travel wherever 
and whenever they wish and no Government would seek to deprive citizens 
of this country from exercising this right, What the law does is render 
illegal certain economic, trading and financial activities by New Zealanders 
in respect of Southern Rhodesia. 

"Mr, Walding said the Government's position with regard to Sporting 

contacts with South Africa and its non-recognition of the iUega;L Smith 
re'gime in Southern Rhodesia were well known to all by now. The Tui Cricket 
Club and its organisers can hardly claim ignorance of the Government's 
attitude to racist sport nor of the restrictions on dealings with Southern 
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Rhodesia. And certainly they must have been aware of the opposition of 
many New Zealanders to attempts of this kind to bolster apartheid policies 
of the South African Government or give support to the illegal rbgime in 
Southern Rhodesia. 

"Mr, Walding said that the information at the Government's disposal 
was principally based on press reports and that there was insufficient 
evidence at the moment that any breach of any of the regulations in respect 
of Southern Rhodesia had in fact taken place. The Government proposed to 
seek clarification of the situation from those responsible for organising 
the tour and would take whatever action seemed appropriate in light of 
the outcome of its inquiry." 
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(178) Case No. 192. Hockey Club tour of Southern Rhodesia: informaLion obtained 
from published sources ..- 

1, Previous information Concerning this case is contained in the seventh report, 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

31 A reply dated 24 January 197.5 was received from the Secretarv-General of ON. v 
'or the substantive part of which see paragraph 3 of (177) Case No. 191, above. 

I, A reply dated 3 March 1975 was also received from the Federal Republic of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany had thorough talks 
with the competent sports associations on this subject. The Federal Government 
was informed that, at the time, a number of senior players of the hockey club 
Frankfurt 1880, together with players of other clubs, some of them accompanied 
by their wives, were touring several African countries, including Southern 
Rhodesia. However, no player of the European men's hockey club champions had 
joined the Frankfurt tour party. As in other cases, the voyage was neither 
carried out by nor booked with a German airline. 1Jo funds have been 
transferred from the Federal Republic of Germany to Southern Rhodesia, as the 
players and their wives were guests of the host clubs. 

'"Under these circumstances, it seems that the sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia imposed by the Security Council have not been violated. 

"In this connexion, the Federal Government would like to refer to its ' 
former notes in similar cases and its request to obtain the conclusions of the 
IOC (International OlymPic Committee) study on sports conditions in Southern 
Rhodesia. k/ This stugy would be most useful for the Federal Government's 
talks with-the sports associations regarding a complete stop of sports contacts 
Of a representative nature with Southern Rhodesia.' 

51 A letter dated 15 September 1975 was sent to the Secretary-General of the 
International Olympic Committee requesting a copy of the report on sports conditions 
in Southern Rhodesia. 

6. By a letter dated 2 October 1975 the Director of IOC transmitted copies of the 
WWt of IN Commission of Inquiry for Southern Rhodesia. 

71 In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 247th meeting, a note aated 
13 October 1975 was sent to the Federal Republic of Germany, requesting further 
details on the tour of Southern Rhodesia by the Frankfurt 1880 hockey club, 
Particularly with regard to the means of transport used by the team, the itinerary 
which was followed and the banking arrangements provided to the Participants* 

\ 

,73) Case No. 174, am* 
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8. An acknowledgement dated 22 October 1975 Was received. from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

9. Cn 14 November 197.5, a copy of the IOC report on sports in Southern Rhodesia 
was sent to the Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic of Germany to the United 
Nations. 

(179) Case No, 198. Southern Rhodesia and golf championships in Colombia: 
information obtained from published sources 

1. In November lg74, the Committee received information from published sources 
according to which the Rhodesia Golf Union had accepted an invitation from the 
Colombian Golf Federation to send a team to the 1975 World Pairs Championships, 
Bogota, Colombia. The information further indicated that the Southern Rhodesian 
team of two players and a manager would have their air fares and accommodations 
paid by the Colombian Golf Federation as a bonus for the teem's performance 
previously in the Eisenhower Trophy. &/ 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 219th meeting, a note 
dated 24 January 19'75 was sent to Colombia, un der the no-ob j e&ion procedure 9 
transmitting a copy of the source of the information and requesting comments 
thereon. The note also expressed the Committee's concern at the possibility of 
participation by a Southern Rhodesian team in a sports event abroad, particularly 
if such an event was of a representative nature, which would be contrary to the 
spirit and intent of the Security Council sanctions against Southern Rhodesia;the 
Committee considered that in such circumstances the admission of persons ordinarily 
resident in Southern Rhodesia was in conflict with the provisions establishing 
those sanctions. 

3. A first seminder was sent to Colombia on 17 March, a second reminder on 
25 April 1975 and a third reminder on 1 July 1975. 

4. A reply dated 8 July 19'75 was received from Colombia, the substantive part Of 
which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Colombia to the United IlTations .,. has the 
honour to reproduce below the communication sent on 2 May 1975 by the 
President of the Colombian Golf Federation to Mr. J. Horn, Secretary of the 
Rhodesian Golf Union (P.O. Box 3327, Salisbury, Southern Rhodesia). 

” ‘This letter. will refer. to our previous correspondence concexninfi 
our formal invitation to the III International Team Championship in 
August this year. Subseq.uent to our invitation and your very kind 
acceptance we received several communications concerninp your countryts 
,repxesentation at our forthcominG tournament. 

I;/ See (1.80) Case No. 199, below. 
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5. 

"'These communications led to several visits with the Ministry of 
Foreign Relations, and it is with considerable regret on our part that 
the Colombian Golf Federation must now withdraw its invitation. 

"'There really are no words to express our personal feelings in this 
matter but we must follow the guidelines set for us in this matter by our 
Government. 

"'Please accept our sincerest apologies for any inconveniences 
caused you in this matter and we look forward to the time when we shall 
again, be competing with your team in our tournament." 

In July 1975, the Committee received information from published sources 
according to which the Colombian Golf Federation had renewed its invitation to the 
Southern Rhodesian team. The same sources further announced in August 1975 that 
the Southern Rhodesian team had won the World Pairs Trophy and the individual 
competition at Bogota. 

6, In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note' dated 24 September 1975 was sent to Colombia, under the 
no-objection procedure. The substantive part of that note is reproduced below: 

"The Committee would like to refer to the note dated 14 January 1975 
which, at its request, the Secretary-General addressed to the Permanent 
Representative of Colombia bringing to his attention a press report according 
to which an organization called the Rhodesian Golf Union had accepted an 
invitation to the World Pairs Championships in Bogota in August 1975. In its 
reply dated 8 July 1975, the Government of Colombia transmitted copy Of a 
letter dated 2 May 1975 from the President of the Colombian Golf Federation 
according to which the invitation had been withdrawn. 

?-Since then, the Committee has received information from published 
sources that, nevertheless, the Rhodesian team participated in Bogota's 
championships and won various trophies. 

"The Committee expressed its surprise at such information and requested 
the Secretary-General to ask the comments of His Excellency's Government on 
the matter. 

"In case the Rhodesian team would have eventually participated in the 
tournament, the Committee would like to be informed of all the details 
available on the circumstances of that participation. In particular, the 
Committee would like to know the names of the Rhodesian participants, the 
type and country of origin of their travelling documents, as well as the 
financial facilities given to the team. 

"Also the Committee would be grateful to be informed Of the,measures 
taken by the Government in connexion with that case and of the dlspositlons 
taken in case of possible similar attempts of that sort in the fUtUl%. 
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"The Committee would appreciate receiving the comrnenl;s and information 
referred to above at the earliest convenience of His Excellency's Government 
and, if possible, within a month.?' 

7. A first reminder was sent to Colombia on 4 December 1975. 

(180) Case No. 199. Golf championships in the Dominican Republic (1974): 1 (I _I_. 
information obtained from published sources 

j 
,j 

1. In October 1974 the Committee received information from published sources, j 
I 

according to which a team of golfers from Southern Rhodesia arrived in Santa 
Domingo, the Dominican Republic, on 21 October 1974, for the purpose Of 
participating in the Eisenhower Trophy World Tournament there. 

2, In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 239th meeting, a note dated 
24 June 1975 tras sent to the Dominican Republic, under the no-objection procedure, 
transmitting a copy of the source of the information and requesting comments 
thereon. The note also expressed the Committee's concern at the possibility Of 
participation by a Southern Rhodesian team in a sports event abroad, particularly 
if such an event was of a representative nature, which would be contrary to the 
spirit and intent of the Security Council sanctions against Southern Rhodesia; the 
Committee considered that in such circumstances the admission of persons ordinarily 
resident in Southern Rhodesia would be in conflict with the provisions establishing 
those sanctions. 

3. A first reminder was sent to the Dominican Republic on 25 August, a Second 
reminder on 1 October and a third reminder on 19 November 1975. 

4. A reply dated 8 December 1975 was received from the Dominican Republic, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of the Dominican Republic . . . has the honour t0 
inform /The Secretary-Generalithat the competent Dominican authorities have 
established that, through an-unfortunate oversight, some citizens of Southern 
Rhodesia participated in an international sports event held in the Republic 
in October 1974. 

"The Government of the Dominican Republic wishes expressly to reaffirm 
that it maintains its traditional policy of full respect for and compliance 
with the principles and norms governing international life and that 
accordingly, in the specific matter in question, it will continue faithfully 
to comply with the Security Council provisions concerning the sanctions 
imposed on the Government of Southern Rhodesia and regrets the oversight 
which gave rise to the requests in the notes referred to above." 

(181) Case No. 205. Irish rugby team tour of Southern Rhodesia: information 
obtained from published sources 

1. At the 233rd meeting on 10 April 1975, the representative of Iraq drew the 
attention of the Committee to information obtained from published sources accordinf 
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to which the Public Schools WancTcrers rugby team would be touring Rhodesia and 
Participating in five matches on 7, 10, 14, 17 and 19 May 1975. The Committee's 
particular attention was drawn to the fact that the team would reportedly include 
nine Irish internationals, one of whom would captain it. 

2. After considering that information, the Committee decided that an appropriate 
note should be Prepared for its approval, under the no-objection procedure, for 
transmission to Ireland requesting the Government of Ireland to take all possible 
measures to prevent the occurrence of any activities by Irish nationals which 
would, in the view of the Committee, be contrary to the spirit and intent of the 
Security Council sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. 

3. In accordance with the decision of the Committee, a note dated 24 April 1975 
was sent to Ireland, under the no-objection procedure, stating as indicated above. 

4. A first reminder was sent to Ireland on 24 June 1975. 

5. In the absence of a reply from Ireland, the Committee included that Government 
in the seventh quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 10 July 1975. 

6. A reply dated 29 July 1975 was received from Ireland, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"The Government of Ireland are deeply conscious of their obligation under 
the Charter of the United Nations to give effect to binding decisions of the 
Security Council. Ireland has fully applied the mandatory sanctions imposed by 
the Council on Southern Rhodesia and will continue to do SO. 

"While the Irish Government have in the past taken and will continue to 
take whatever steps are open to them to discourage visits to Southern 
Rhodesia, the Government are not in a position to prevent private visits of 
the kind referred to in the Secretary-General's note.' 

(182) Case No. 211. Tour of certain European countries bY Southern Rhodesian 
hockey club: information obtained from published sources 

1. In May 1975, the Committee obtained information from published sources, 
according to which a hockey team from Southern Rhodesia travelled to Austria and 
Played a match there against the Austrian under-23 team on 1 May; the team had then 
travelled to the Federal Republic of Germany and played a match there against the 
national reserve team on 4 May 1975. The information also stated that the Southern 
Rhodesian team had subsequently travelled to Spain and planned to play three 
matches there against a Spanish junior select team on 6 May, the Real Polo Club of 
Barcelona on 7 May and against the Club Egara on 8 May 1975, respectively. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 241St meeting, notes dated 
1 July 1975 were sent to Austria, Federal Republic of Germany and Spain, under 
the no-objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information 
and requesting comments theron. The notes also expressed the Committee’s COnCern 
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at the possibility of participation by a Southern Rhodesian team in sports events 
abroad9 particularly if such events were of a representative nature, which would 
be contrary to the spirit and intent of the Security Council sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia; the Committee considered that in such circumstances the 
admission of persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia would be in conflict 
with the provisions establishing those sanctions. 

31 An acknowledgement dated 11 July and a reply dated 25 August 19'75 were 
received from the Federal Republic of Germany. 

4. The substantive part of the reply reads as follows: 

"The Government of the Fedreal Republic of Germany was informed by the 
competent sport association, the Deutscher Hockey Eund e.V., that the Rhodesian 
hockey club 'The Sables' participated in various matches in Europe from 
20 April to 8 May 1975. 

"During this time also some games took place in the Federal Republic of 
Germany against German teams. However, the matches were not organized by the 
Deutscher Rockey Bund, but by local hockey clubs. 

"It was further ascertained that the voyage was carried out by the 
Portuguese airlines TAP and that all the travelling expenses were met by the 
visitors themselves, who entered the Federal Republic of Germany with British, 
South African and Portuguese passports respectively. Two or three of the 
Rhodesian hockey players apparently had to stay behind because they did not 
succeed in obtaining passports form other countries. 

"In this connexion, the Deutscher Hockey Bund pointed out that according 
to the statutes of the association its members are free to play against any 
other member of the International Hockey Federation (IHF). This applies also 
to Southern Rhodesia, which is member of this federation. 

"Under these circumstances it seems that the sanctions against Southern 
'Rhodesia imposed by the Security Council have not been violated." 

5. First reminders were sent to Austria and Spain on 8 September 1975. 

6. A reply dated 11 September 1975 was received from Austria, the substantive 
part of lqhich reads as follows: 

'lInvestigations carried out by the competent Austrian authorities after 
receiving the relevant information provided by the Committee ,.. have shown 
that a number of hockey matches, such as the one referred to in the newspaper 
report transmitted with the above cited note, have indeed been played in 
Austria by a hockey club from Southern Rhodesia, 

“Al1 the members of this team, with one exception, entered Austria with 
British passports. On the basis of existing agreements between Austria and 
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the United Kingdom, the Austrian authorities have no possibility to refuse 
entry to holders of British passports, 

"It might be further Pointed out that the matches were played in a, 
strictly local context and were neither given publicity in the Austrian 
public, nor did they receive mention in the Austrian press,‘: 

7. A second reminder was sent to Spain on 13 October 1975. 

8. A rePlY dated 14 October 1975 was received from Spain, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"With reference to your notes dated 7 July and 8 September 1975, and on 
instructions from my Government, I have the honour to inform you that in 
May 1975 the Rhodesian national hockey team asked to hold some matches in 
Spain and their request was refused by the Spanish Hockey Federation. 

"Furthermore, the Spanish sports authorities made the appropriate 
inVeStigatiOn and found no evidence that any Rhodesian team or players had 
participated in sports competitions , even on a friendly basis, in Spain. 
For the dates referred to in the press report annexed to the aforementioned 
notes there is evidence only that two Catalan clubs were hosts to a European 
club, in matches of a completely private nature, but not to any Rhodesian 
team." 

(183) Case No. 215. Southern Rhodesia and the World Association of Girl Guides 
&a Girl scouts (WAGGS): information obtained from published 
sources 

:1. In June 1975 the Committee received information from published sources 
according to which a delegation of the so-called Southern Rhodesia Girl Guides' 
Association and Girl Scouts would attend the 22nd congress of WAGGS scheduled to 
open in Sussex, England, on 23 June. It was the first year that Southern Rhodesia 
,would be represented as a full member of WAGGS, having been elected to that status 
et the Toronto, Canada9 conference in 1972. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting, a note 
dated 6 August 1975 was sent to the United Kingdom, transmitting a COPY of the 
source of the information and requesting comments thereon. The note also stated 
that, should the information be correct, the Committee considered that the 
participation of a Southern Rhodesian delegation in that conference cou1d be 
exploited to enhance the position of the illegal rggime in Southern Rhodesia; such 
a development would be contrary to the spirit and intent of the sanctions imposed 
on Southern Rhodesia by the Security Council, and in such circumstances the 
admission into the territory of a State Member of the United Nations of particular 
persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia is in conflict with the provisions 
of Security Council resolution 253 (1968)* 
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3. A reply dated 2 September 1975 was received from the United Kingdom, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The -press report which is the subject of this note was circulated to all 
members of the Security Council Committee established in pursuance of 
resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia. As a 
member of the Committee, the United Kingdom delegation reported the facts to 
the appropriate authorities in London, who immediately undertook the necessary 
investigations. The investigations revealed that the newsparser report was 
substantially accurate. 

"The organizers of the 22nd Conference of the World Association of Girl 
Guides and Girl Scouts had invited four guides from Southern Rhodesia to 
attend the Conference. Two members of the delegation were United Kinpdom 
citizens and therefore held United Kingdom passports, but the other two did 
not. Since the United Kingdom -passport holders were white and the other two 
were not, the United Kingdom authorities took the view that they should 
issue concessionary United Kingdom passports to the two African guides in 
order to ensure that the party was balanced and that the Southern Rhodesian 
Girl Guide Association should be given the opportunity to demonstrate that 
it was a multiracial organization. This was done against an assurance that 
guiding in Southern Rhodesia is multiracial, non-political and educational. 
The issue of the concessiunary united Kingdom passports was therefore deemed 
to be consistent with the relevant United Nations Security Council 
resolution. 

"It was also made clear to the organizers that the attendance of these 
girl guides from Southern Rhodesia was acquiesced in on condition that the 
party concerned ,was representing the Southern Rhodesian Girl Guide 
Association and not in any way the illegal dgime. The organizers were 
instructed to ensure that the party should be described as coming from 
Southern Rhodesia rather than from Rhodesia, and that it should not use any 
of the trappings of the illegal rggime, such as flags, nameplates etc." 

(184) Case No. 216. United States basketball coach tour of Southern Rhodesia: 
information obtained from published sources 

1. In June 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a basketball coach from the United States, Ronald Wyckoff, 
would be touring Southern Rhodesia for three months, during which period he would 
hold basketball clinics at schools and clubs in Salisbury, Bulawsyo, Gwelo and 
Umtali. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting on 
17 July 1975, a note was prepared for transmission to the United States, under the 
no-objection procedure, enclosing a copy of the source of the information and 
requesting comments thereon. Before the note was dispatched, the representative 
of the United States made a statement on the matter at the 245th meeting on 
31 July 1975, the text of which is reproduced below: 
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"Appropriate American authorities are actively engaged in gathering 
whatever information may become available concerning an American basketball 
coach who allegedly is holding a series of basketball clinics in schools in 
Southern Rhodesia. I hope to have that information available for the 
Committee within the next few weeks and will report to the Committee at that 
time.!* 

3. At the 254th meeting on 13 November 1975, the representative of the United 
States made a further statement to the Committee, the text of which is reproduced 
below: 

"Further to my statement of 31 July concerning Case 216, I am able to 
inform the Committee that Mr. Ronald Wyckoff visited Southern Rhodesia in a 
private capacity. He had no official status; nor was he representing the 
Cakes School. We have obtained this information as a result of the inquiries 
which I indicated we would pursue since that time." 

(185) Case NO. 217. Visit to Southern Rhodesia by Argentinian hockey umpire: .-I 
information obtained from published sources - 

1.. In June 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which an Argentinian hockey umpire, known as Horatio Servetto and 
described as the best umpire in the world, was scheduled to make an eight-day 
visit of Southern Rhodesia, during which he would undertake various hockey 
activities under the auspices of the so-called Rhodesian Hockey Umpires Association. 
The information further stated that Mr. Servetto had officiated in the 1972 
Glympics final in Munich, in the World Cup final in 1973 and in the Europe-against- 
Asia anniversary match in 1974. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting, a note 
dated 6 August 1975 was sent to Argentina, under the no-objection procedure, 
transmitting a copy of the source of the information and requesting comments 
thereon. The note also expressed the Committee's concern that, if the information 
thus,received was correct, the visit to Southern Rhodesia by a prominent 
Argentinian sports official could be exploited to enhance the position of the 
illegal rggime; such a development would be contrary to the spirit and intent of 
the janctions imposed on Southern Rhodesia by the Security Council. 

3. A reply dated 25 August 1975 was received from the Permanent Representative 
of Argentina, the substantive part of which reads as follws: _I 

"On instructions from my Government, I wish to convey the following 
information: 

I 

"(a) Mr. Servetto's journey was purely private and personal. 

"(b) He is resident in Spain, where the invitation was presumably sent 
tb him and whence he departed for Rhodesia. 
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l'(c) Consequently, the competent Argentine authorities had no knowledge 
of the Journey and could not have discouraged Mr. Servetto from undertaking it. 

"(a) Mr. Servett o is not at present a member of the Argentine Hockey 
Umpires Association but of the International Association, with headquarters 
in Brussels, Belgium. 

"(e) Furthermore, the authorities of the Argentine Republic have no 
legal power to impede or prevent private travel by Argentine citizens, since 
the National Constitution guarantees them the right to enter, stay in, travel 
through and leave the country freely. 

"(f) It is appropriate to recall that, as the then Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of the Argentine Republic, Mr. Eduardo McLaughlin, indicated at the 
1664th meeting of the Security Council on 28 September 1.972, all sporting 
activities with Southern Rhodesia were prohibited by Act 19846/72. 

"(g) The Government of the Argentine Republic greatly regrets that, 
simply on the basis of a press report referring to an isolated episode Of 
very minor importance, the Committee should have thought it necessary to 
express its "disappointment" and trusts that the above information will be 
helpful in the tasks entrusted to it under Security Council resolution 
253 (1968) and other Council resolutions. 

'l(h) In conclusion, I would request that, when the Committee meets to 
consider this question, it will allow me to be present so that I may have an 
opportunity to comment on the matter." 

4. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 250th meeting, a letter 
dated 30 October and a note dated 11 November 1975 were sent to the Secretaxy- 
General of the International Hockey Federation (FIH) and to Argentina, respectively 
under the no-objection procedure. The substantive texts of the letter and the note 
are reproduced below: 

(i) Letter to the Secretary-General of FIH 

"I have been requested by the Security Council Committee established 
in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern 
Rhodesia to draw your attention to information that has been received by the 
Committee from published sources, According to that information, an Argentine 
hockey umpire named Horatio Servetto, and described as a member of the 
International Association, visited Southern Rhodesia during the latter part Of 

June 1975 and took part in various activities with local hockey umpires, The 
information further states that Mr. H, Servetto had officiated in the 1972 
Olympics final in Munich, the World Cup final in 1973 and in the Europe 
against Asia anniversary match in 1974. A copy of the relevant newspaper 
article is attached for ease of reference. 
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'The Committee, whose membership is the same as that of the Security 
Council, is entrusted by the Council with various duties in connexion with 
the application of the mandatory sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. The 
Committee views with serious concern any action which might enhance the status 
of the illegal rkgime in Southern Rhodesia or provide the possibility of a 
breach of the sanctions imposed by the Security Council, 

"In that connexion, the Committee decided at its 250th meeting that the 
above information should be drawn to the attention of the International 
Hockey Federation, requesting any clarification which the Federation might be 
able to give concerning the status of Mr, H. Servetto and the nature of his 
reported visit to Southern Rhodesia. The Committee would be particularly 
interested to know in what capacity the visit was made, and what financial 
arrangements were made to facilitate its occurrence. 

"The Committee would welcome receiving an early reply, if possible 
within a month." 

(ii) Note to Argentina 

"The Committee examined carefully His Excellency's reply dated 
25 August 1975 concerning the case referred to above and expressed its 
appreciation at its prompt reply. The Committee considered that the 
information thus provided was satisfactory. The Committee also decided that 
under the circumstances it was not necessary for the Permanent Representative 
to appear before it to comment further on the matter as he had kindly offered 
to do. If the Permanent Representative of Argentina, however, does have any 
information that is of a particular interest to the Committee, he should feel 
free to communicate such information to the Chairman of the Committee. 

"The Committee expressed the hope that His Excellency's Government would 
continue to exert vigilance to ensure that the mandatory sanctions established 
by the Security Council against the illegal rkgime of Southern Rhodesia are 
fully implemented."' 

A reply dated 10 November 1975 was received from the Secretary-General of the 
International Hockey Federation, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"As a preliminary general remark, allow me to state that this Federation 
is an independent body governing the sport of hockey throughout the world 
without allegiance to any State or any political organixation. 

"Seventy-four affiliated National Hockey Associations enjoy full 
membership of the FIH and among them the Rhodesian Hockey Association, which 
Was admitted in 1961. It belongs to each one of the seventy-three other 
member Associations to decide if they agree or not to play against Southern 
Rhodesia at home and/or away. 

-177- 



"To cone to the object of your letter, I have been told that 
Mr. Servetto, who was touring Southern Rhodesia in June last as a member of a 
private Party, was asked by the Rhodesia Hockey Association to give a lecture 
to their local umpires, and he agreed to do so. 

"Mr. Servetto is indeed a Grade I International Umpire but he is in no 
way a member of the International Federation, Besides and contrary to what 
you write, he is not described as such in the cuttings attached $0 your letter 
of 30 October. 

'?On the other hand, as he toured Southern Rhodesia in his personal 
capacity, I am unable to inform you on his journey." 

6. In view of the fact that the so-called Rhodesian Hockey Association had 
continued to enjoy full membership of FIH since 1961, and in accordance with the 
Committee's practice in similar, past cases, m_/ the Committee decided, under the 
no-objection procedure, that an appropriate note should be sent to all Meinber 
States whose national hockey associations are affiliated with FIH, and a further 
letter to FIH itself, appealing for any action that might result in the expulsion 
of Southern Rhodesia from FIH. The substantive texts of the letter and the note 
are reproduced below: 

(i) Note dated 15 December 1975 to all Member States concerned ----___11- 

"According to information recently received by the Committee, the 
so-called Rhodesian Hockey Association has been permitted to continue enjoying 
full membership of the International Hockey Federation since its admission 
in 1961. 

"The Committee, which is concerned at the possibility of violation of 
the sanctions against the illegal rggime, and in particular, paragraph 5 (a) 
and (b) of resolution 253 (1968), furthermore considers that accession to 
membership of a Rhodesian association in an international organization is 
likely to encourage further the illegal r4gime in its unlawful actions. Thus, 
the Committee is bringing the matter to the attention of the International 
Hockey Federation, urging it to support the implaentation of the sanctions, 
both in letter and in spirit, and recommending that the Southern Rhodesian 
association be expelled forthwith from membership of the Federation. 

"The Committee would be grateful if His Excellencyss Government could 
draw this matter to the attention of hockey associations under its 
jurisdiction and impress on them the seriousness of the matter. 

nd See, e.g. (ls?) Case No. XX, (177) Case No. 181, (18G) Case NO. 219, 
am (i%7) Case No. 220. 
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"In that connexion, 
its second special report 

the Committee would like to recall paragraph l&&& 
(Official Records of the Security Council, 

Twenty-eighth Year, Supplement for-Asil, May and June 1973), which, as 
approved by Security Council resolution 333 (1973), reaKs follows: 

'The Committee thinks that awareness on the part of Member States 
of the whole purpose of the United Nations sanctions policy is vital and, 
therefore, that it should periodically request Member States to draw the 
attention of their public to the importance of the relevant United 
Nations resOlutions.7" 

(ii) Letter dated 11 December 1975 to the Secretary--General of FIH 

"At the request of the Security Council Ccmmittee established in pursuance 
of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia, I 
have the honour to refer to your letter of 10 November 1975 and the information 
contained therein, of which the Committee has taken note. 

"However, as was previously brought to your attention, the Committee is 
entrusted by the Council with various duties in connexion with the application 
of the mandatory sanctions against Southern Rhodesia and views with serious 
concern any action which might enhance the status of the illegal rggime in 
Southern Rhodesia or provide the possibility of a breach of the sanctions 
imposed by the Security Council. It was therefore with great concern that it 
learnt that the Southern Rhodesian association has been permitted to continue 
enjoying full membership of the International Hockey Federation since its 
admission in 1961. 

,'The Committee examined the matter carefully and requested me to appeal 
to you, and through you to your organization, in the hope that in order to 
have the mandatory sanctions established by the Security Council implemented 
both in letter and in spirit the International Hockey Federation would decide 
to expel forthwith the Southern Rhodesian association from membership of the 
Federation, 

"The Committee also indicated that it would appreciate it if this 
communication could be circulated to all national hockey associations members 
of FIH.'; 

(I-86) Case No. 219. Southern Rhodesia and the International Lawn Tennis Federation 
-(?EF): information obtained from published sources 

I,, In July 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
u!ccrding to which Southern Rhodesia had been readmitted to the Davis Cup tennis 
C~nPetitions at a meeting of ILTF held in Barcelona9 Spain. The information 
filrther indicated that Southern Rhodesia had been drawn to play against Ireland in 
amatch scheduled for the end of September 1975. 

2,) At the 245th meeting on 31 July 1975, the Committee decided that communications 
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should be prepared for its consideration, under the no-objection procedure, as 
follows; (a) a note to all Member States whose national tennis associations were 
members of ILTF, deploring the readmission of Southern Rhodesia into that 
organization; and (b) a separate note to Ireland suggesting that the Irish team 
should refuse to play against the Southern Rhodesian team in the Davis Cup match 
and (c) a letter from the Chairman of ILTF expressing the Committeevs disappointment 
at Southern Rhodesia's readmission into that organization. 

3. On the same day, a letter dated 31 July 1975 addressed to the secretariat of 
the Committee was received from the Chargg dlaffaires of Ireland to the United 
Nations, indicating that his Government was dealing with that matter and would 
keep the Committee informed. 

4. A further communication dated 11 August 1975 was received from the Charg6 
d'affaires of Ireland to the United Nations, the substantive part of which reads 
as follows: 

"1 have the honour to submit for your information the text of a letter 
dated 7 August 1975 conveyed on behalf of Dr. Garret FitzGerald, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs to the Secretary of the Irish Lawn Tennis Association. A 
reply from the Irish Lawn Tennis Association is awaited." 

Enclosure II-- 

"1 am directed by the Minister for Foreign Affairs to refer to your 
letter of 22 July 1975 regarding the proposed Davis Cup match between Ireland 
and Southern Rhodesia and to your request for information as to Ireland's 
obligations under international law in this regard. 

"As you are aware, the rggime in Southern Rhodesia is illegal and is the 
subject of mandatory sanctions imposed by resolutions of the Security Council 
of the United Nations, Resolutions of the Security Council are binding on all 
Member States, and, consequently,-the Government is obliged under international 
law to carry out their provisions. 

"The Minister considers that participation in an international competition 
such as the proposed Davis Cup match by persons purporting to represent 

"Paragraph 5 (b) of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) of 
29 May 1968 provides that all States Members of the United Nations shall: 

'Take all possible measures to prevent the entry into their territories 
of persons whom they have reason to believe to be ordinarily resident 
in Southern Rhodesia and whom they have reason to believe to have 
furthered or encouraged, or to be likely to further or encourage, the 
unlawful actions of the illegal r6gime in Southern Rhodesia or any 
activities which are calculated to evade any measure decided upon in 
this resolution or resolution 232 (1966) of 16 December 1966.1 
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Southern Rhodesia in a national capacity would be at variance with the 
provisions of resolution 253 (1968) and could encourage the unlawful actions 
of the illegal r6gime in Southern Rhodesia. 

"In these CiJXUIUStaIlCeS the Minister would be grateful if the Irish Lawn 
Tennis Association would assist him in discharging our international obligation 
to respect the decisions Of the Security Council by declining to proceed with 
the proposed match. 

"If the governing body of the ILTF feels unable to meet the Minister's 
request, the matter will have to be considered further. I would be grateful, 
therefore, if You could inform the Department, as soon as possible, of the 
governing bodyls decision." 

5* In accordance with the Committee's decision indicated in paragraph 2 above, 
the proposed notes were sent to Ireland on 24 September and to all Member States 
whose tennis associations were members of ILTF on 30 September, and the proposed 
letter was sent to the General Secretary of ILTF on 26 September 1975. 

6, Acknowledgements were received from the Federal Republic of Germany 
(6 October), Canada (29 October) and Austria (4 November 1975). 

'I* Replies were received from the General Secretary of ILTF and Ireland, the 
substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(a) Letter dated 7 October lg'(5 from the General Secretary of ILTF 

"This @atte$Twill be placed before the Committee of Management of the 
Davis Cup and the Committee of Management of the ILTF at their meetings later 
this month." 

(b) Note dated 9 October 1975 from Ireland 

"The Permanent Representative /o-f Ireland to the United Nations-Thas the 
honour, on behalf of the Government%f Ireland, to acknowledge the Committee's 
expression of appreciation for its action in regard to a proposed Davis CUP 
match between Ireland and Southern Rhodesia. The Permanent Representative is 

pleased to confirm that, as the Committee will no doubt be aware, the Southern 
Rhodesian team has withdrawn from the proposed match. The Irish Government, 
mindful of the obligations under the terms of Security Council XSOlutiOn 

253 (1968) 9 was careful to maintain the closest possible contact with the 
Irish Lawn Tennis Association throughout developments relating to the proposed 
match. While the Government did not receive a formal rePlY to the letter of 
7 August, sent to the Secretary of the Irish Lawn Tennis Association on 
behalf of the Irish Minister for Foreign Affairs, it was on the basis of the 
contacts which were established that the Government was informally advised Of 
the decision on the part of the Southern Rhodesian team to withdraw, Permitting 
the Irish Davis cup team to go through the second round of the competition. 

,  
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"The Permanent Representative is in receipt of the Committee's note of 
30 September bringing the matter of the readmission of the so--called 
Rhodesia Lawn Tennis Association into the Davis Cup Tennis competition to the 
attention of Member States. The contents of the Committee's note has been 
brought to the attention of the Irish Government." 

a. The Committee took note of the additional information supplied by Ireland, 

9. Further to paragraph 7 (a) above, a reply dated 20 November 1975 was received 
from the Secretary of the Davis Cup Nations, the substantive part of which reads 
as follows: 

"Your letter of 26 September (Case 219) has now been received by the 
Davis Cup Committee of Management, and they have asked me to point out to you 
the following facts. 

"The Rhodesian Lawn Tennis Association is affiliated to the International 
Lawn Tennis Federation, and eligible to compete in the Davis Cup Competition, 
Rhodesia submitted their entry for the 1976 Competition and at the Annual 
General Meeting of the Davis Cup held in July this year in London, none of 
those present objected to its acceptance. 

'\The draw for the Competition was made here in London on 4 July, and 
Rhodesia was drawn against Ireland in the 2nd round. At a later date, the 
Irish Lawn Tennis Association said that it would not be possible for them to 
play against Rhodesia, and therefore they were prepared to withdraw from the 
Competition. Upon hearing this the Rhodesian Lawn Tennis Association withdrew 
from the Davis Cup Competition 1976 'to ensure a satisfactory Competition for 
all nations'. 

'tMy Committee has aksed me to inform you that Rhodesia remains a member 
of the International Lawn Tennis Federation and will remain so unless or 
until, they withdraw of their own free will or their membership is terminated 
by the required majority under the rules of the International Lawn Tennis 
Federation." 

10. A communication dated 2 December 1975 was also received from India, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations . . . has the 
honour to state that India maintains a complete boycott of the racist illegal 
minority r6gime of Southern Rhodesia and that this extends to participation 
in sports events also. Consistent with this policzy, the Government of India 
has informed the All India Lawn Tennis Association of the contents of the 
Secretary-"Generalss note referred to above so that appropriate action is 
taken." 
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(1.87') Case No. 220. Southern Rhodesia and the International Amateur Swimming 
Federation (FINA): information obtained from published sources 

1. In July 1975, the Committee received information from published sources 
according to which FINA might lift the b,an imposed against Southern Rhodesia in 
1973 and readmit that country as a full member of FINA, apparently on the ground 
that the country had achieved racial integration in swimming sports, 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
a letter dated 26 September was sent to the President of FINA and a note dated 
30 September 1975 was sent to all Member States whose swimming associations are 
members of FINA. The substantive parts of the letter and the note are reproduced 
below: 

(i) Letter from the Chairman of the Committee to the President of the 
International Amateur Swimming Federation (FINA) 

"At the request of the Security Council Committee established in pursuance 
of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia, I have 
the honour to draw your attention to information that has been obtained by the 
Committee from published sources to the effect that the International Amateur 
Swimming Federation might lift its ban against Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Committee, whose membership is the same as that of the Security 
Council, is entrusted by the Council with various duties in connexion with 
the application of the mandatory sanctions against Southern Rhodesia and views 
with serious concern any action which might enhance the status of the illegal 
regime in Southern Rhodesia or provide the possibility of a breach of the 
sanctions imposed by the Security Council. It was therefore with great 
concern that the Committee received the information reported above. 

"The Committee examined the matter carefully and requested me to appeal 
to you0 and through you to the International Federation, in the hope that in 
order to have the mandatory sanctions established by the Security Council 
implemented both in letter and in spirit the International Amateur Swimming 
Federation would refrain from taking the decision indicated above. 

"The Committee also indicated that it would appreciate it if this 
Communication could be circulated to all national swimming associations members 
of FINA.'~ 

(ii) Note to all Member States whose swimming associations are members of FINA 

"According to press reports published in Southern Rhodesia and recently 
received by the Committee, the International Amateur Swimming Federation may 
decide to readmit Southern Rhodesia as one of its members. 

"The Committee which is concerned at the possibility of violation of the 
Sanctions against the illegal r6gime and,, in particular, paragraph 5 (a) and 
(b) of resolution 253 (1968), furthermore considers that accession to 
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membership of a Rhodesian association in an international organization is 
likely to encourage further the illegal rggime in its unlawful actions. Thus, 
the Committee has brought the matter to the attention of the International 
Amateur Swimming Federation, urging it to continue to support the 
implementation of the sanctions, both in letter and in spirit, and recommending 
that Southern Rhodesia not be readmitted. 

"The Committee would be grateful if His Excellencyis Government could 
draw this matter to the attention of swimming associations under its 
jurisdiction and impress on them the seriousness of the matter. 

?tn that connexion, the Committee would like to recall paragraph 16 of 
its second special report (Official Records of the Security Council, 
Twenty-eighth Year, Supplement for April, May and June), which, as approved 
by Security Council resolution 333 (1973), reads as follows: 

'The Committee thinks that awareness on the part of Member States 
of the whole purpose of the United Nations sanctions policy is vital and, 
therefore, that it should periodically request Member States to draw the 
attention of their public to the importance of the relevant United 
Nations resolutions.l" 

3. Acknowledgements were received from El Salvador (6 October), the Federal 
Republic of Germany (6 October), Canada (29 October), Austria (4 November) and 
Zaire (18 FJovember 197.5). 

4, Communications were received from El Salvador and India, the substantive parts 
of which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 28 November 1975 from El Salvador 

"The Permanent Mission of El Salvador to the United Nations .eD has the 
honour to state that it has been informed by the Olympic Committee of 
El Salvador that, in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) 9 the Salvadorian 
position will be to oppose the readmission of Southern Rhodesia to membership 
in the International Amateur Swimming Federation." 

(ii> Note dated 2 December 1975 from India 

"The Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations . . . has the 
honour to state that India maintains a complete boycott of the racist illegal 
minority regime of Southern Rhodesia and that this extends to participation in 
sports events also. Consistent with this policy, the Government of India has 
informed the Swimming Federation of India of the contents of the Secretary- 
GeneralPs note referred to above so that appropriate action is taken.'? 

5. A letter dated 8 December 19'75 was also received from the President of FINA, 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: 
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"Your letter dated 26 September 1975 is acknowledged with apologies for 
the late reply due to travel commitments which I have had during these past 
two months. 

"Your concern regarding the Rhodesian Amateur Swimming Federation is 
noted and I shall pass this concern on to my colleagues in the FINA Bureau at 
our next meeting." 

(188) Case No. 222. Participation of Southern Rhodesian yachtsman in World Fireball 
Regatta,, France: information obtained from p ublished sources -- 

1. In October 1973 the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a Southern Rhodesian yachtsman had made a two-month visit of 
certain European countries, during which he had participated in the World Fireball 
Regatta in France, winning second place, and had also won the French national 
fireball regatta. The information also indicated that the Southern Rhodesian flag 
had been flown both at the opening ceremonies of the regatta and at the presentation 
of the winner3s medal to the Southern Rhodesian competitor. 

2. In accordance with the Committeevs decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 17 October 1975 was sent to France, under the no- 
objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information and 
requesting the Government to undertake the necessary investigations so as to 
determine, and inform the Committee of the circumstances in which the sportsman in 
question was admitted into France, his full name and any details of his travel 
documents and the transport facilities which he used from and to Southern Rhodesia. 

(189) Case NO. 223. International sq_uash tournament in Southern Rhodesia: 
information obtaia from published sources 

1. In September 1975 the Committee received information, according to which an 
international squash tournament was held in Salisbury, Southern Rhodesia, during 
that month, in which individuals from Australia, Canada, Egypt, Pakistan and the 
United Kingdom had participated. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, notes dated 20 October 1975 were sent to Australia, Canada, Egypt, 
Pakistan and the United Kingdom, transmitting a copy of the source of the 
information. The notes also drew the attention of each Government concerned to the 
fact that such participation in sports events in Southern Rhodesia enhanced the 
position of the illegal regime there and was, in the Committee's view, contrary to 
the spirit and intent o f Security Council resolutions imposing sanctions against 
that rggime; the Committee had, therefore, asked the Secretary-General to request 
each Government concerned to investigate the travel, banking and other arrangements 
that had facilitated the participation of the foreign nationals concerned in the 
tournament, 

3. Replies were received from Canada, Pakistan and the United Kingdom, the 
substantive parts of which are reproduced below: 
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(i) Note dated 29 October 1975 from Canada(alsoNo. 224) -- 

"The Permanent Mission of Canada to the United Nations ..m has the honour 
to refer to Case Nos. 223 and 224 . . . concerning, in the first instance, the 
question of the participation of a Canadian squash player in an international 
squash tournament held in Southern Rhodesia, and, in the second, concerning 
the participation of two Southern Rhodesian ploughmen in the September 1975 
World Ploughing Match in Canada. 

"These two communications are being forwarded to the Canadian authorities, 
who will give them the close and early attention which they have always given 
to such communications from the Secretary-General which have been made at the 
request of the Security Council Committee. The Permanent Mission of Canada 
wishes to point out, however, that the suggested period within which the 
Security Council Committee hopes to receive a reply, namely, one month, will 
normally be insufficient, particularly if the facts of the cases concerned 
are not instantly available. We note that the time limit has been amended 
from that previously employed, namely, two months. We consider that this 
proposed time limit is unrealistic and would request that the Committee 
return to its previous practice, with which the Canadian Government has made 
concerted efforts to comply." 

(ii) Note dated 28 October 1275 from Pakistan 

"The Permanent Representative of Pakistan to the United Nations . . . has 
the honour to state that the squash player mentioned in the press report is n0 

longer a Pakistani citizen. He is a naturalized Canadian now, as has also 
been acknowledged by the correspondent of The Rhodesian Herald. It is ---- .-- 
therefore suggested that the Government of Canada be approached by the 
Security Council Committee in connexion with his reported visit to Southern 
Rhodesia to participate in a sports tournament. 

"The contents of the note have been communicated to the Government of 
Pakistan, which would undoubtedly strengthen existing measures against 
contravention of resolution 253 (lg68).!' 

(iii) Note dated 4 November 1975 from the United Kingdom 

"The competent British authorities have looked into the question of 
participation by a British national (Jonah Barrington) in this tournament. 
They have discovered that his participation in a tournament held at the 
Salisbury Squash Club was part of an international tour he was making in a 
private capacity. He did not infringe existing sanctions regulations by taking 
funds from the United Kingdom to Southern Rhodesia, since all his expenses in 
Southern Rhodesia were met by the organizers of the tournament. He travelled 
to Southern Rhodesia from South Africa, where he had been taking part in 
other squash tournaments. 
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"Investigations also made clear that Mr. Jonah Barrington travelled on 
his tour in a purely private capacity and did not represent in any way an 
official or semi-official British team. The United Kingdom Government have 
long held the view that no British sportsmen or sporting teams should 
participate in sporting .events in Southern Rhodesia. They will continue to 
make known to those concerned their opposition to such visits." 

(190) Case NO. 224 e Participation of Southern Rhodesia in World Ploughing Match, 
Canada: A- information obtained from published sources 

1. In October 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a team of two ploughmen from Southern Rhodesia had participated 
in a five-day World Ploughing Match at Oshawa, near Toronto, Canada, in 
September 1975. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting, concerning 
sports events, a note dated 20 October 1975 was sent to Canada9 under the no- 
objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information, and 
requesting comments thereon. The note also expressed the Committee's concern at 
the possibility of participation by a Southern Rhodesian team in a sports event 
abroad3 particularly if such an event was of a representative nature', which would 
be contrary to the spirit and intent of the Security Council sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia; the Committee considered that in such circumstances the admission 
of persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia would be in conflict with the 
provisions establishing those sanctions. 

3. A reply dated 29 October 1975 was received from Canada, for the substantive 
part of which see paragraph 3 (i) of (189) Case No. 223, above. 

(191) Case NO. 225. Visit of English polo team to Southern Rhodesia: information 
obtained from published sources 

1. In September 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a polo team from England known as Corsley travelled to 
Southern Rhodesia earlier that month and participated in several polo championship 
matches there. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 29 October 1975 was sent to the United Kingdom, 
transmitting a copy of the source of the information, reauesting comments thereon. 
The note also drew the Government's attention to the fact that such participation 
in a sports event in Southern Rhodesia enhanced the position of the illegal r6gime 
there, and was, in the Committeeqs view, contrary to the spirit and intent of 
Security Council resolutions imposing sanctions against that re'gime; the Committee 
therefore requested the Government to investigate the circumstances of that visit, 
including, in particular, the banking, travel and other arrangements that 
facilitated the travel of the team to and from Southern Rhodesia, 
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(192) Case NO. 226. International Wanderers Cricket team visit to Southern 
Rhodesia: information obtained from published sources 

1. In September 1975 the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a 12-man cricket team, the International Wanderers, would tour 
Southern Rhodesia starting on 21 September 1975. The team was to be composed of 
players from New Zealand, Pakistan, the United Kingdom and the West Indies. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, notes dated 29 October 1975 were sent under the no-objection procedure 
to New Zealand, Pakistan and the United Kingdom, transmitting a copy of the source 
of the information. The note also expressed the possibility of participation of a 
team of foreign nationals in a sports event in Southern Rhodesia, which would be 
contrary to the spirit and intent of Security Council resolutions establishing 
mandatory sanctions against the illegal rggime there; the Committee therefore 
wished to know how the banking, travel and other arrangements had been organized 
to facilitate the visit of the individual members of the team concerned to 
Southern Rhodesia. 

3. A note of the same date was similarly sent to Trinidad and Tobago, the seat of 
the West Indian Cricketing Board of Control. The note requested information 
concerning the names of the members of the team described as being from the West 
Indies, as well as the banking, travel and other arrangements that had facilitated 
the visit of those members to Southern Rhodesia as part of the International 
Wanderers. 

4. A reply dated 11 @z.c_ember 1975 was received from Trinidad and Tobago, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The West Indies Cricketing Board of Control is an Association of 
national cricketing authorities in the West Indies with a rotating Chairman. 
The present Chairman of the Board of Control is a national of Trinidad and 
Tobago. 

"The West Indies Cricketing Board of Control exercises control over 
individual West Indian cricketers only insofar as their participation as 
members of a West Indies cricket team engaging in internationally recognized 
test tours is concerned. 

"The two cricketers to whom reference has been made as participants in 
a cricketing team to tour Southern Rhodesia, it should be pointed out, are 
nationals of Barbados. Any investigation therefore into the arrangements 
which permitted the two cricketers to travel to Southern Rhodesia and 
participate in cricketing matches there should properly be undertaken by the 
Government of Barbados." 
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(193) Case 228. Visit of Southern Rhodesian karate coach to France: information 
obtained from published sources 

1. In October 1975 the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which Barry Stranack, described as a Southern Rhodesian national 
karate coach, had visited France and undertaken a three-week training course in 
Paris. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 12 November 1975 was sent to France, under the no-. 
objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information and 
requesting the Government to undertake the necessary investigations so as to 
determine, and inform the Committee of, the circumstances in which the sportsman 
in question was admitted into France and any details of his travel documents and 
the transport facilities which he used from and back to Southern Rhodesia. 

(194) Case No. 229. Participation of Southern Rhodesian player in the International 
Tennis Championships in Spain: information obtained from 
published sources 

1. In October 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a Southern Rhodesian player named Colin Dowdeswell had travelled 
to Spain and participated in the International Tennis Championships there. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 14 November 1975 was sent to Spain, under the no- 
objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information and 
requesting the Government to undertake the necessary investigations so as to 
determine, and inform the Committee of, the circumstances in which the sportsman 
in question was admitted into Spain and any details of his travel documents and the 
transport facilities which he used from and back to Southern Rhodesia. 

(195) Case NO. 230. Participation of Southern Rhodesian in the commemorative 
marathon in Greece: information obtained from published 
sources 

1. In October 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which a Southern Rhodesian named Chris Charlton was due to travel to 
Greece) where he would participate in the commemorative marathon run from 
Marathon to Athens, scheduled to take place in the last week of October 1975. 

2. In accordance with the Committeevs decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 24 November 1975 was sent to Greece, under the no- 
objection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information and 
reqUeSting the Government to undertake the necessary investigations so as to 
determine, and inform the Committee of, the circumstances in which the sportsman in 
question might have been admitted into Greece and, if so, any details of his travel 
documents and the transport facilities which he might have used from and back t0 
Southern Rhodesia. 
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(196) Case No. 231. Participation of Southern Rhodesians i_n the.Dewar Tennis Cup- 
matches: information obtained from published sources .~-. __ 

1. In November 1975, the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which two Southern Rhodesians had entered the Dewar Tennis Cup 
matches to be played in Edinburgh and London, United Kingdom, between 6 and 
15 November 1975. The names of the Southern Rhodesians were given as 
Andrew Pattison and Colin Dowdeswell. 

2. ln accordance with the Committee*s decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note dated 24 November 1975 was sent to the United Kingdom, under 
the no-obJection procedure, transmitting a copy of the source of the information 
and requesting the Government to undertake the necessary investigations so as to 
determine, and inform the Committee of, the circumstances in which the sportsmen 
in question were admitted into the United Kingdom and any details of their travel 
documents and the transport facilities which they used from and back to Southern 
Rhodesia. 

(197) Case No. 234. Visit of the American All-Stars College Basketball Team to 
Southern Rhodesia: information obtained from published 
sources 

1. In November 1975 the Committee received information from published sources, 
according to which the American All-Stars College Basketball Team had played 
three matches in Southern Rhodesia during the week-end of 11 October 1975. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 244th meeting concerning 
sports events, a note was prepared for transmission to the United States, under the 
no-objection procedure, enclosing a copy of the source of the information and 
requesting comments thereon. Before the note was dispatched, the representative 
of the United States made a statement on the matter at the 255th meeting on 
20 November 1975, the text of which is reproduced below: 

'!I have referred to my Government the information relating to a reported 
visit of an American All-Stars College Basketball Team to Southern Rhodesia. 
Investigations have revealed that the team had no official status either from 
any college or from the United States Government." 
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M. BANKING, INSURANCE AND OTHER RELATED FACILITIES 

(198) Case No. 163. Swiss COIIlP~y lOan t0 Rhodesia lhilWa,ys: United Kingdom 
note dated 22 January 1974 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In the absence of a reply from Switzerland, the Committee included that 
Government in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
13 Marc@ 1975. 

4, A reply dated 14 March 1975 was received from Switzerland, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"On 13 March 1975, the Committee issued the sixth list, covering the 
period up to 31 January 1975, of the Governments that had not replied within 
the two-month time-limit to the Committee's questions regarding possible 
violations of sanctions. In the list mention was made inter alia of the Swiss 
Government in connexion with Case No. 163, Swiss company loan to Southern 
Rhodesia. Yet, on 25 September 1974, the Observer had sent the Secretary- 
General a note on this matter which read as follows: 

'The investigation of this case conducted by the Federal authorities 
gives no basis whatever for concluding that Industrie-Maschinen Zurich, AG, 
agreed to, or was in any way prepared to make, a loan of $6 million tc 
Rhodesia Railways. 

'Mr. Egli, the President of the Board of Directors and owner of the 
company in question, has given his formal assurance that no such 
transaction was contemplated or carried out by Industrie-Maschinen 
Zurich, AG. 

'The Federal authorities would be prepared to reopen the investigation 
Of this case if they received new and specific information calling into 
question the above statement.' 

"On 28 October 1974, the Secretary-General, acting at the Committee's 
request, sent a further note to the Observer, asking if the Swiss authorities 
were in a position to report the results of the thorough investigation into the 
matter. Since this communication contained no new and specific information 
calling into question the results of the investigation referred to in the 
communication of 25 September, the Observer, in his reply of 1 November 1974 to 
the Secretary-Geneml, merely referred to the position of the Swiss authorities 
as outlined in the above-mentioned note. 
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"Under the circumstances, the Observer considers he has replied to the 
Committee's questions concerning possible violations of sanctions and 
invites it to delete the name of his Government from those mentioned in the 
sixth list in connexion with Case No. 163.” 

5. At the 239th meeting on 29 May 1975, the Committee considered the matter and 
decided that in view of the involvement of Mr. Egli in this case, as well as in 
Case No. 171 (RISCO), the present case should be examined when the Committee 
considered Case lVo. 171 again. 

(199) Case No. 171. Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation (RISCO): information 
obtained from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the Committee's 
special report to the Security Council (S/11597) II-/ dated 15 January 1975. 

2. Additional information obtained since the submission of that report is given 
below: 

3. By a note dated 20 December 1974, published in annex IV to the special report 
of the Committee (S/11597), the Federal Republic of Germany provided information on 
the RISC0 case and requested the names of "internationally renowned experts who are 
able reliably to distinguish Southern Rhodesian from South African steel". 

4. A copy of a letter dated 26 February 1975 addressed to the President of the 
Commission of the European Communities by the International Confederation of Free 
Trade Unions (ICFTU), a non-governmental organization based in Brussels, was 
received from ICFTU by the Secretary-General and forwarded to the Committee. The 
substantive text of the letter reads as follows: 

"The International Confederation of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU) is dismayed 
by the report that the EEC Technical Research Committee has approved a grant Of 
about P20,OOO towards a project which will be undertaken jointly by the 
Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation, the British Pig Iron Group and their 
counterparts in France, Italy, Finland, Norway and Sweden. 

"We should like to bring to your attention that the involvement of the 
Rhodesian illegal minority rggime in such a project is in breach of United 
Nations mandatory sanctions. Moreover, such co-operation with a r$gime, which 
is consistently violating human and trade union rights and has been condemned 
time and again by international opinion, can only prejudice the current efforts 
made by African Governments to return Rhodesia to legality through a 
constitutional conference on the principle of one man, one vote. 

"We understand that the project has still to be approved by the EEC Coal 
and Steel Consultative Committee. We should therefore appeal to you to use 
your good offices to ensure that Rhodesia's involvement in the project be 
rejected on the above-mentioned considerations." 

,,,&e-8.fficia-L Records of the, Security Council, Thirtieth Year, Special -- 
Supple&en;+ .$c.. 3;. 
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5. An acknowledgement was sent to ICFTU. 

6. Further to paragraph 3 above, and in accordance with the Committee's decision, 
under the no-objection procedure, a note dated 27 March 1975 was sent to the 
Federal Republic of Germany enclosing the list of experts, established by the 
Committee in accordance with paragraph 12 of its second special report (S/10920) and 
published in the Committee's seventh report (see document S/115$+/Rev.l, annex VIII). 
l'he note also requested the Government to submit any further relevant 
information that might subsequently come to light, 

7. In connexion with paragraph 4 above, a letter was prepared, under the 
no-objection procedure, for consideration by the Committee for transmission to the 

‘President of the Commission of the European Communities. The letter would request 
the President to investigate the matter, particularly the circumstances in which 
the EEC Technical Research Committee might have approved the grant for a project 
in which RISC0 would participate, and to take all possible measures to prevent such 
a grant from being effected. Before the letter could be dispatched, the 
representative of the United Kingdom made a statement to the Committee at the 
231st meeting on 27 March 1975. The text of the statement is reproduced below: 

"1 Would like to explain to the Committee why 1 have asked the Secretariat not 
to go ahead with the dispatch of the proposed letter to the President of the 
Commission of the European Communities which was circulated to the Committee 
on 17 March 1975. 

"My motive was not to attempt to shield the Commission of European Communities 
from the suggestion they mi&t have been involved in a breach of sanctions. 
But I did wish to save this CnmmiLtec'ti sccretaria-t; from wasting its time. 
When the proposed letter was circulated, I had already seen the text of a 
question asked in the British House of CwlrnUns on 11 March on the same subgect, 
and a similar question asked in the House cJf pr.?u.*.-*--- '-, 12 March. It was 
quite clear to me from these answers that no breach of saK*b-T q was involved. 

I 

"1 propose to read the texts of the two questions and replies, Copies or b-.. . 
1 will make, available to the' Secretariat. 

"Although these answers are cast in a way which relates primarily to the 
British participation, which is explained easily by the fact that the questions 
were asked in the British parlia,ment, I think the Committee's members will 
conclude that the possibility of a breach of sanctions was'avoided at an early 
stage and that a letter to the President of the Commission of the European 
Communities on the lines proposed would be a sterile exercise. 

"In the light of the foregoing information, I believe that there is no point 

in sending the proposed letter." 

1 

I 

The full texts of the questions and answers read out by the representative Of the 
United Kingdom are reproduced below. 
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Written answers 

Rhodesian Project (EEC Participaticn) 

Mr. Hooley asked the Secretary of State for Industry (1) if he will ask 
the Director of Public Prosecutions to investigate, with a view to prosecution, 
the connivance of the British Steel Corporation in breaching sanctions against 
Rhodesia by becoming involved, through the EEC Technical Research Committee, 
in a pig iron research project to be undertaken by the Rhodesian Iron and 
Steel Corporation; 

(2) if he will veto the proposal by the EEC Technical Research Committee 
to approve a grant of f20,OOO for the development of a new pig iron casting 
process to be undertaken by the Rhodesia Iron and Steel Corporation; and if 
he will raise the matter at the next meeting of the Committee in connection 
with the maintenance of sanctions; 

(3) if, at the next meeting of the EEC Coal and Steel Consultative 
Committee, he will raise the matter of the Committee's dealings with the 
Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation, 

Mr. Meacher, pursuant to his reply /Official Report, 3rd March 1975; 
Vol. 887, c. 297./, gave the following information: 

The International Pig Iron Secretariat, a commercial organisation of 
users and producers in which the British Steel Corporation participates through 
the British Pig Iron Group, requested financial assistance from the European 
Commission towards a research project to be undertaken in France. The 
Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation would have made a very small financial 
contribution to the project. Following objections by BSC to Rhodesian 
participation a new proposal for the same project in which the Rhodesian 
Corporation will not now participate has been submitted. I understand that this 
is to be put to the ECSC Consultative Committee - comprising representatives of 

producers, trade unions and consumers - since the technical merit of the 
project has already been endorsed by the ECSC Technical Research Committee. 
Subsequently, the proposal will be scrutinised by the official level Working 
Group on ECSC questions. This will provide the first opportunity for 
Governments of member States to comment, as part of the procedure whereby the 
Commission is required to obtain the assent of the Council of Ministers to the 
assistance being sought. 

There is no question of BSC being involved in any breach of sanctions 
against Rhodesia. 

. 
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b) Telegram from the Central Office of Information, London 

Item: PC fifteen Rhodesia - sanctions 

'!I'n the commons today 12 March 1975, Mr. Bryan Gould asked the Secretary 
f State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, wheter it is still the policy 
f Her Majesty's Government -to promote the international application of 
anctions against the illegal Rhodesian rggime. 

"Mr. James Callaghan: Yes, sir. 

"Mr. Gould: Is my right honourable friend aware that the Committee of the 
uropean Coal and Steel Community recently approved the grant of financial aid 
o a research project in which the Rhodesian Iron and Steel Corporation would 
articipate? Will he ensure, when this matter is further discussed tomorrow 
n Brussels by the research project Subcommittee, that the British policy of 
anctions is properly represented and adhered to? 

"Mr. Callaghan: I understand that the International Pig Iron Secretariat 
as drawn up a revised proposal in which Rhodesia is not involved. I hope that 
hat is true, because I certainly agree with my honourable friend that there 
hould be no encouragement of EEC countries to trade with Rhodesia. At my 
nstigation the European Community set up a committee of legal experts six 
Dnths ago to try to block the loopholes," 

urther to the Committee's special report (see S/11537, annex IV, item (c) under 
ia"), a reply dated 2 April 1975 was received from Austria, the substantive 
f which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Austria to the United Nations . . . has the honour 
> transmit the following reply of the Austrian Government to several questions 
Lised in December 1974 in the Committee established in pursuance of Security 
luncil resolution 253 (1968), concerning Case No. 171 (RISCO). 

"(1) At the outset, it has to be stressed again that the Austrian 
rthorities have been carrying out from the beginning all the investigations, 
XlUested by the Committee and are still pursuing them intensively. In the 
)urse of these investigations they have not only repe-atedly requested 
:presentatives of VOEST - Alpine, AG, and of Girozentrale to appear before them 
1 order to supply necessary information but have also extended their 
lvestigations to persons who, in the meantime, have left these firms and have 
{sumed other functions. 

"The two above-mentioned firms, as well as all persons questioned, have, in 
l@ course of these investigations, fully co-operated with the Austrian 
tthorities and have readily provided information on all questions raised. 
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"However, the impounding of the relevant documents and accounting books 
of VOEST for an official examination could not be effected, since, according 
to Austrian law, such a procedure is possible only in the case of a concrete 
indication of a punishable offence. 

"(2) Regarding the particular questions raised by the sanctions Committee 
in December 1974, concerning the alleged participation of an Austrian firm 
in the expansion of the steelworks of RISCO, the following should be noted: 

"Re meeting in Vienna on 8 August 1972 

"Both Girozentrale and VOEST Alpine AG were subjected to detailed 
investigations concerning this meeting, 

"The representatives of Girozentrale could not furnish any information 
either on the participants or on the results of the meeting, since no 
representative of Girozentrale had participated in this meeting and since 
there had been no knowledge in Girozentrale of even the scheduling of such a 
meeting. 

"Similarly, the representatives of VOEST who were questioned could not 
provide any details about such a meeting. 

"Re participation of Girozentrale in the financing of the expansion of 
RISC0 

"The representatives of Girozentrale have declared that the particulars 
contained in the documents referring to a participation of Girozentrale in the 
financing of the projected expansion of RISC0 in no way correspond to the facts. 

"Neither with the amounts mentioned, that is, $US 3,667,OOO and 
$US 5.5 million, respectively, nor with any other amounts has Girozentrale 
participated in this financial scheme. As proof, Girozentrale has pointed out 
that it does not possess any documents concerning this transaction and that, in 
particular, they do not have the necessary written authorization of the 
Austrian National Bank, which is legally indispensable in the case of any 
foreign currency loan. 

"The representatives of Girozentrale pointed out that no business 
relationship existed or exists between them, on the one hand, and HGZ and the 
European American Financing Corporation, on the other. 

"Re supplying of a continuous casting machine to RISC0 

'sInvestigations show that VOEST did not supply a continuous casting 
machine to RISCO. 
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"A contract concerning the supplying of such a machine was, however, 
concluded with the South African firm NEDCO, and additional details concerning 
this contract are still under investigation. 

"Re examination of accounts of VOEST by Austrian authorities 

"As has already been mentioned, an examination of the relevant accounting 
books of VOEST-Alpine, AG, as was suggested by the Committee established in 
pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1.968), in order to determine the 
receipt of any payments for the supply of steel-mill equipment, could not be 
carried out, since the legal requirements for such a procedure were lacking 
in the absence of an indication of a criminal act within the meaning of 
Austrian criminal law. 

"VOEST Alpine AG does not contest in any way, however, the receipt of 
payments, via the banking institutes mentioned in the documentation, for 
steel-mill equipment supplied to the South African firm SAEPIC. 

"Re relations between VOEST and the European American Financing 
Corporation 

"According to the statements made by representatives of VOEST-Alpine, 
AG, VOEST has agreed to guarantee a credit in the amount of $US 5.5 million, 
which was opened by EAF to SAEPIC. 

"This credit was, among others, destined for the payment of steel-mill 
equipment supplied by VOEST to SAEPIC. In this connexion, representatives of 
VOEST pointed out that this transaction thus appeared in the accounts of 
VOEST-Alpine, AG, as an ordinary cash sale. Therefore, modalities Of the 
transaction were such that VOEST never made or received any payments to or 
from either the European American Financing Corporation or the Swiss firm 
FEMETCO, AG, Zurich. 

"Re Exports of VORST to South Africa in the years 1972/73 

"During the years 1972/73 no transactions concerning the supply of 
foundry products took place between VOEST and South African firms. 

"Solely on the basis of individual, specific orders, machines and, in 
Particular, lathes were delivered to South Africa, as well as the remainder of 
the steel-mill equipment which formed the subject of the contract Of 
6 December 1.967 with SAEPIC. 

"Re relationship between VOEST and SAEPIC 

"The relations between VOEST and the South African firm SAEPIC are based 
on the contract of 6 December 1967, concerning the supply of steel-mill 
equipment. 

"The supplying of any other items was not provided for in that contract. 
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"Re the possible supplying of steel-mill equipment by VOEST to RISC0 

"In this respect reference is made to the Austrian note of 
15 October 1974, in which it was clearly stated that VOEST has not had any 
business relations with the Rhodesian Iron and Steel Co., Ltd. (RISCO). 

"Re meeting in Paris of 18 August 1972 

"On the agenda of that part of the meeting held in Paris on 18 August 19'72, 
in which a representative of VOEST had participated as an observer, were 
questions of financing concerning the winding-up of the contract concluded on 
6 December 1967 for the supply of steel-mill equipment, between VOEST, on the 
one hand, and the South African firms SAEPIC (South African Engineering 
Projects and Industrial Installations Consortium) and CISCO Steel Sales 
Co. (PTY.), Ltd., Johannesburg, on the other hand. During this discussion, 
the possibility of a further order concerning the supplying of additional 
steel-mill equipment was discussed. However, because of resolution 253 (1968) 
concerning Southern Rhodesia, which the Security Council had adopted in the 
meantime, VOEST did not show any interest in this matter. 

"A protocol of the meeting was never delivered to VOEST. Since the 
representative of VOEST had only been present as an observer during part of it, 
and since he does no longer possess any personal notes concerning this 
meeting, he could not provide any additional details concerning the 
participants at the meeting. 

"A smiliar reply was given to a note verbale of 17 January 19'75 from the 
Embassy of the Federal Republic of Germany in Vienna, in which details 
concerning this meeting were requested. 

"( 3) It should be emphasized, in conclusion, that the Austrian Federal 
Government will continue to do everything possible to prevent a violation of 
Security Council sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, The Federal Government 
repeats its full readiness to co-operate with the Committee established in 
the pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) and is prepared to transmit to the 
Committee additional information, should this prove necessary." 

9. A reply dated 7 April1975 was also received from Switzerland, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"Acting within the framework of the legal procedures available to them, 
the competent Federal authorities reopened their investigation on the basis of 
the additional information provided by the Secretary-General in his note 
of 18 November 1974. 

?l!he investigation confirmed that the contracts concluded between the 
Zurich firm Femetco, AG, and the Duisburg firms Neunkirchner Eisenwerke and 
Kloeckner and Cie involved iron and steel products declared in South Africa as 
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being of South African origin. 
Federal Republic Of Germany. 

This merchandise was shipped di--,.,.,Y 
The Swiss customs authorities were there~r~~ot 

in a position to carry out a physical inspection or to examine the certif;c&teR 
of origin; nor did they have competence to do SO, 

"The Fern&co company does not deny having been contacted in late 1972 to 
serve as an agent for loans from European-American Finance, Ltd. (Bermuda) to 
the RISC0 company. In the light of objections raised by the Swiss National 
Bank to such a transaction after it had been approached on the matter by 
Femetco, the latter states that it refused to act as intermediary in the 
affair. 

"As for the South African firms South African Steel Corporation (Pty.), 
Ltd. and Southern Transvaal Steel (Pty.) Ltd., it did not prove possible to 
establish in the investigation that Mr. Egli maintains business relations with 
these firms. Moreover, the Swiss authorities were not requested by any Swiss 
bank to approve a credit which could be drawn upon in the name of either firm. 

"Thus, the Federal authorities canrlut be suspected of having lent any aid 
whatsoever in such transactions as the Committee assumes took place." 

10. A communication dated 17 April 1975 was received from the representative of the 
United Kingdom, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"In the course of discussion on the above case last year, the United 
Kingdom representative confirmed that investigations were being carried out in 
Bermuda into the possible involvement of European American Finance (Bermuda), 
Ltd., in the RISC0 case. He also promised that he would report back to the 
Committee when the investigations were completed. Since that date, the most 
thorough inquiries have been carried out by the police authorities in Bermuda. 
I believe that the best way to make clear to the Committee the nature of these 
investigations and what they have discovered is to circulate the following 
documents: 

“1. A report of March 1975 by the Attorney-General of Bermuda; 

"2. An interim investigation report by Chief Inspector Sheehy of the 
Bermudan police, dated 18 June 19'74; js/ 1, 

"3. A chart showing the loan cash flow of the RISC0 transaction prepared _I 
I 

by Detective Sergeant Rose of the Bermuda police; 
‘i 

"4. Questions submitted by the Bermudan police to Mr. Klaus Jacobs 
(Vice-Chairman of European American Banking Corporation and President 
of European American Finance (Bermuda), Ltd.), together with his 
replies thereto; 

The documents, which the representative of the United Kingdom subsequently indicated 
to the Committee as having been received from the Bermuda authorities on the+baais+of 
confidentiality, are kept in the Committee's secretariat files. 



.-.. 

11. At the 235th meeting on 30 April 1975, the Committee considered the 
information submitted by the representative of the United Kingdom and decided 
that appropriate notes should be prepared for transmission to Austria, the Federal 
Republic of Germany and Switzerland, under the no-objection procedure, enclosing 
copies of the documents thus received as soon as the representative of the United 
Kingdom would ascertain that there was no objection from the Bermuda authorities. 
The notes would request the Governments concerned to examine the content of the 
documents, in the hope that they might yield further information on the companies 
involved, and to transmit to the Committee any comments available on the matter. 
At the same meeting, the Committee also decided that the proposed letter referred 
to in paragraph 7 above should be dispatched, taking into account the information 
supplied by the representative of the United Kingdom, as indicated in that 
paragraph. 

12. A cable dated 6 May 1975 was received from the Research Group for 
Interparliamentary Questions, the text of which reads as follows: 

"We want to confidentially inform you that we know personally an 
Austrian national. who is willing to testify to VOEST's involvement in RISC0 
construction projects. The witness himself is in his turn able to n&me a 
number of VOEST employees who were involved in the realization of RISC0 
contracts with VOEST. 

"We assume that testimony from first-hand witnesses is the best form of 
evidence for legal. purposes. We therefore want to suggest that the Austrian 
representative be informed. If the Austrian Government would accept that 
this might produce the prima facie evidence for an investigation by the 
Vienna authorities, then we shall be prepared to arrange a meeting between 
a duly empowered Austrian attorney and our witness. 

"We hope that we may hereby assist your Committee in its arduous task 
of clarifying the RISC0 affair." 

13. An acknowledgement was sent to the Research Group. 

14. At the 236th meeting on 8 'May 1975, the representative of the United Kingdom 
informed the Committee that the Bermuda authorities had raised no objection to 
transmitking their documents to the Governments of Austria, the Federal Republic 
of Germany and Switzerland, but that no such clearance had been obtained for 
transmission of the documents to a non-governmental organization. The Committee 
then decided that the proposed notes to the three Governments should be dispatched, 
and a letter should be sent to the Research Group, enclosing a summary of the 
information contained in documents to be prepared by the expert consultant0 

15. At the same meeting, the Committee also decided that a letter should be 
prepared for transmission to the International. Pig Iron Secretariat, under the 
no-objection procedure, as soon as that organization's address could be 
ascertained, urging that organization to expel RISC0 from its membership and 
requesting a full list of the organization's membership. It was also decided 
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that, under the no-objection procedure, a note ShOLiki be sent to Austria 
transmitting the information supplied by the Research Group, requesting dhe 
Government to consider the possibility of granting an interview with the inaivid.ua.1 
concerned. It was further decided that a letter should similarly be serlt to the 
Research Group, requesting it to COIImUniCate to the Committee the name of the 
Austrian individual involved and the testimony that might be obtained from him, 
as well as any other relevent information. 

16. In accordance with the Committee's decisions indicated in paragraph 14 above, 
the proposed notes were sent to Switzerland on 8 May and to the Federal Republic 
of Germany and Austria on 13 May, and the proposed letter was sent to the President 
of the Commission of the European Communities on 15 May 1975. The text of that 
letter is reproduced below: 

"At the request of the Security Council Committee established in 
pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern 
Rhodesia, I have the honour to inform you that, recently, the Committee 
received information from a letter addressed to you on 26 February 1975 by 
the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU), a copy of which 
was sent to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, according to which 
the EEC Technical Research Committee had approved a grant of about f20,OOO 
towards a project which would be undertaken jointly by the Rhodesian Iron 
and Steel Corporation, the British Pig Iron Group and their counterparts in 
France, Italy, Finland, Norway and Sweden, 

"Subsequently, the Committee was informed by the Representative of the 
United Kingdom that, as a result of objections by the British Steel 
Corporation the International Pig Iron Secretariat had drawn up revised plans 
which, it was hoped, would not involve participation by RISC0 in the proposed 
research project, 

"The Committee examined the information thus received and decided that 
the matter should nevertheless be brought to your attention. In the first 
place, the Committee expressed great concern that a grant for a research 
project in which it was known that RISC0 would participate was considered 
and approved at all. The Committee has already submitted to the Security 
Council a special report on RISCO, which, in the Committee's opinion, 
constitutes an extremely significant case of sanctions evasion. The reported 
action by the EEC Technical Research Committee, if carried out, could only be 
viewed as promoting such evasion of sanctions. The Committee would therefore 
Welcome assurances from you that the EEC-assisted a project involving 
participation by Southern Rhodesia was not actually effected and that, in 
future, all possible measures will be taken to prevent any action or actions 
within the purview of the community that might be contrary to the Security 
Council provisions establishing sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. 

"In view of the seriousness of this matter, the Committee expressed the 
hope that it might receive your comments thereon at your earliest convenience 
if possible within a month." 
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17. In accordance with the Committee's decisions indicated in paragraph 15 above, 
the proposed note and letter were sent to Austria and to the Research Group, 
respectively, on 23 May 1975. 

18. A further cable dated 27 May 197.5 was received from the Research Group, the 
text of which reads as follows: 

"We would like to request that the Sanctions Committee be informed of 
the fact that we have evidence of participation by the Austrian company, 
VOEST, in the RISC0 project. We know personally an Austrian national who is 
willing to testify as an eye-witness and participant in VOEST's work on the 
project which took place both in Austria and in Southern Rhodesia. The 
witness is, in turn, in a position to provide the names of several VOEST 
employees who were involved in this project. 

"We request, therefore, that the Security Council infarm the Austrian 
Government that witnesses can provide the necessary evidence for a successful 
prosecution of VOEST. Assuming that the Austrian authorities are prepared to 
conduct a complete investigation and prosecution, we suggest that they contact 
Mr. Spilker in Bonn at 53 Bonn., Kurt Schumacher Str. 1, tel. 02221-223939, 
Telex 8-861~02 (Respi), and he will then arrange a meeting between the witness 
and a duly empowered investigation attorney. 

"Please inform us of any action taken by the Committee on the basis of 
this information." 

19. An acknowledgement was sent to the Research Group. 

20. In accordance with the Committee!s decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
the text of the cable given above was transmitted to the Government of Austria on 
20 June as a follow-up to the note already addressed to that Government on 
23 May 1975. 

21. A reply dated 20 June 1975 (to the note sent on 23 May 1975) was received 
from Austria, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"In the interest of a continued close co-operation with the Committee 
established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968), the Federal Government 
of Austria declares its readiness in principle to hear the testimony proposed 
by the Committee. Such a testimony would have to be made before those 
Austrian authorities carrying out the investigations into the 'RISCO' case. 

"However, the Federal Government of Austria would appreciate receiving, 
before further steps are taken, more precise data about the proposed witness 
and, in particular, his name," 

22. Letters addressed to the Chairman were received from the Director-General for 
External Relations of the Commission of the European Communities and from the 
Assistant General Secretary of the International Confederation of Free Trade 
Unions (ICFTU), the substantive parts of which read as follows: 
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(i) Letter dated 8 July 1975 from the Director-General for External. Relations 
of the Commission of the European Communities 

"Thank YOU for Your letter under reference concerning the possible 
granting of financial aid from the Commission for an iron and steel research 
project in which one of the participants would be a Southern Rhodesian body. 

"You refer in particular to a letter from the International Confederation 
of Free Trade Unions dated 26 February 1975. 

"I have the honour to inform you that, as is indicated in the reply sent 
to the Intcrnationsl Confederation of Free Trade Unions, a copy of which is 
enclosecl, the research in question will be carried out in France jointly by 
Soci&6 Saulnes et Uckange and the Institut de Recherches de la Sidgrurgie 
Fransaise. Therefore, there is in fact no relationship between this project 
and the question of Southern Rhodesia." 

"Enclosure 

"Letter addressed to ICFTU bv the President Of the Commission of the 
_European Communities .- 

"Thank YOU for your letter of 26 February 1975 regarding the press 
report on the approval given by an ECSC Technical Research Committee for an 
investigation inVOlVin@; the participation of Rhodesia through its membership 
Of the International Pig Iron Secretariat. This approval, I should add, 
related solely to the technical merit Of the proposal due to the considerable 
interest in the study within the Community. 

"I would like to stress that the concern you have expressed about the 
Possible involvement of Rhodesia in this research has, from the outset, been 
shared by the Commission. We have always felt that it would not be acceptable 
for the Commission to support the project when it involved co-operation with 
this rEgime. 

"Due to the imp ortance of the project in relation to the specific needs 
of the Community's steel industry, however, we still believe the work needs 
to be carried out. The Commission has taken the necessary steps, therefore, 
to change the contractor for this proposed research, which, if finally 
approved, will now be undertaken in France jointly by Soci6t6 SaUlneS et 
Uckange and the Institut de Recherches de la Siderurgie Frangaise. As a 
result of this change that we have made, I can assure you that Rhodesia would 
in no way be involved in the programme. 

(ii) Letter dated g July 1975 from the Assistant General Secretary of ICFTU 

"With reference to your letter of 21 May, c-/ we should like to Point out 

c/ Refers to the acknowledgement sent to that OrgmizatiOn, as indicated in 
Para.- of this case. 



that our organisation has maintained close vigilance as far as the application 
of United Nations sanctions and decisions regarding Rhodesia is concerned. 
Whenever violation of such sanctions and decisions has come to light, we have 
alerted affiliates in the countries concerned, so that appropriate action 
could be taken. 

"As an example of our most recent action, we are sending you enclosed a 
copy of our letter addressed to the European Communities and their reply 
thereto. 

"Particular emphasis has also been put on the discouragement of white 
emigration to Rhodesia, Attached is a copy of a circular in this connection 
and of our letter to the British Prime Minister." E/ 

23. First reminders were sent to Austria, the Federal Republic of Germany and 
Switzerland on 18 July 1975. 

24. By a note dated 24 July 1975, the representative of the United Kingdom 
informed the Committee's secretariat that, pursuant to the Committee's request at 
the 236th meeting, his Government's efforts had yielded the following as the most 
likely address of the International Pig Iron Secretariat, an organization said to 
comprise 14 companies from different countries: 4 Diisseldorf 1, Breite Strasse 69, 
Federal Republic of Germany. 

Acknowledgements were received from.Austria (1 August) and the Federal 
E$ublic of Germany (11 August 1975). 

26. A second reminder was sent to Switzerland on 25 August 1975. 

27. A reply dated 28 August 1975 was received from Austria, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"Re participation of,VOEST in imports of steel from South Africa or 

Southern Rhodesia respectively 

"On the basis of the investigation material provided by the Bermudan 
police and the statements of the President of the European-American Finance 
(Bermuda), 'Ltd. (EAF), Mr. Klaus Jacobs, VOEST-Alpine A.G., was interrogated 
about its alleged participation in steel imports from South Africa or 
Southern Rhodesia respectively. As a result of these interrogations, it has 
been established that VOEST has never carried out such imports. 

.E/ Matters relating to immigrat&i are dealt'with under the general subject 
sPImmigration, tourism and sporting activities invol?ing Southern Rhodesia" (see 
chap, I, paras, 5 and 'i"(c), and chap. VI, "Immigration and tourism", above), 
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"Re guarantee for a credit in the amount of $US 5.5 million given bx 
VOEST to European-American Finance (Bermuda), Ltd. (JQQ) 

lsVOEST-Alpine A.G. does not in any wsy contest that it assumed the 
I guarantee for a credit of $US 5.5 million by European-American Finance 

(Bermuda), Ltd. (EAF). 

"As already stated in the Permanent Representative's note NO. 1146-~/75 
of 2 April 1975 this credit was destined for the payment of steel mill 
equipment of VOEST to the South African firm SAEPIC, but not for the purpose 
of assuring payments of imports of semi-finished products from South Africa 
or Southern Rhodesia respectively. 

"Re partiCiP%tiOn Of Creditanstalt-Bankverein in a credit granted by 
the European-American (Bermuda), Ltd. 9 (EAF) in the amount of 
$US 5.5 million to the Swiss firm FEMETCO 

"Creditanstslt-Bankverein confirms to have participated - as a partner 
of the European-American Banking Corporation (EABC) as well as of the 
European-American Bank and Trust Company (EABTC) - in a credit of 
$US 5.5 million by EAF TO FEMETCO with a share of $US 2.75 million, 

"Considering the fact that this credit had been fully (up to 
$US 5.5 mill ion) guaranteed by VOEST, Creditanstalt-Bankverein did not 
investigate into the purposes for which such credit was requested. Since 
YOEST had guaranteed the credit, it could, however, be assumed that this 
Credit was connected with export transactions planned by VOEST. 

"Finally, the Acting Permanent Representative of Austria would like to 
point out that the investigation material of the Bermudan police as 
presented - apart from the incorrect allegations as to participation by VOEST 
in steel imports from South Africa or Southern Rhodesia respectively - 
contains no clues for the establishment of 'hitherto unknown facts about a 
participation of VOEST and Creditanstalt-Bankverein in the business case in 
question." 

28, Further to paragraph 24 above, and in accordance with the Committee's decision 
indicated. in paragraph 15 above, the proposed letter was sent to the International 
pig Iron Secretariat on 4 September 1975. 'The text of that letter is reproduced 
below: 

"On instructions of the Security Council Committee established in 
Pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern 
Rhodesia, I have the honour to bring to'your attention certain information 
received by the Committee recently concerning the possibility of participation 
by the Rhodesia Iron and Steel Company'(RISCO), through its membership of the 
International Pig Iron Secretariat, in a joint research project. According 
to that information the European Coal and Steel Community Technical Research 
Committee had approved a grant of about f20,OOO towards a research Project 
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that would be undertaken jointly by RISCO, the British Pig Iron Group and 
their counterparts in Finland, France, Italy, Norway and Sweden. Subsequent 
representations at different levels resulted in cancellation of the research 
contract to that group and its award, instead, to another consortium that 
excluded RISCO, 

"Nevertheless the Committee felt that it should address itself to the 
International Secretariat with regard to RISC0 membership in that organization. 
The Committee considers that such membership might be exploited to enhance the 
position of the illegal rggime in Southern Rhodesia and that participation of 
RTSCO, or any other organ of the rggime, in such international economic 
activity is, in any case, contrary to the Security Council sanctions against 
that rggime; 

"The Committee expressed great disappointment at the information that 
RISC0 continued to be a member of the International Pig Iron Group. It 
therefore decided to request from the Group comments on the circumstances of 
that membership, as well as information on the measures contemplated by the 
constituent members of the organization to ensure the expulsion of RISC0 
therefrom. 

"The Committee also indicated its desire to receive, at the earliest 
convenience, if possible within two months, the organization's comments on 
this matter." 

29. In accordance with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
a note dated 4 September was sent to the Research Group, transmitting the text of 
the note of 20 June 1975 from Austria (see para. 21 above), and again requesting 
the name of the Austrian witness, as well as any other relevant information on the 
matter, so that the Committee might communicate it to the Austrian authorities. 

30. Also on 4 September 1975, a letter was sent to ICFTU, expressing the 
Committee's appreciation for that organization's intervention with the Commission 
of European Communities in connexion with the reported research project involving 
participation by RISCO. 

31. Similarly, a letter of the ssme date was sent'to the Director-General for 
External Relations o‘f the Commission of European Communities, expressing the 
Committee's appreciation for the measures undertaken by the Commission to ensure 
non-participation of RISC0 in the research project , and expressing the Committee'fl 
hope that the Commission would dontinue,to exercise the utmost vigilance to enforce 
strictly Security Council mandatory sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. 

32. Further to paragraph 29 abbve, a cable dated 16 September 1975 was received 
from the Research Group for Interparliamentary Questions, transmitting the.name 
of the individual in question with a request that the information be kept 
confidential. 

33. 'In accordance with'the Com&ttee"s' decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
the text of the d&bie from the Research‘Group was transmitted to Austria on 
14 October 1975. 
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1 34. An acknowledgement dated 16 October 1975 was received from Austria. 

35. A reply dated 31' October 1975 was received from the Federal Republic of Germany 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The intensive investigations conducted by the competent German 
authorities have not yet brought to light any further findings. 
investigations are being continued in various locations. 

However, the 
The Federal 

Government would be grateful to learn from the Security Council Committee . . . 
if it has any further information that could be of help to the German 
authorities in their investigations." 

36. A letter dated 3 November 1975 (also partly covering Case No. INGO-7) was 
received from the Research Group for Interparliamentary Questions, Bonn. The 
relevant portion of the letter is reproduced below. 

“YOU may be interested to learn that, so far, no attempt has been made 
by the Austrian Government to establish contact with our witness for 
Case No. 171." 

37. An acknowledgement was sent to the authors of the communication in paragraph 36 
above. 

38. In the absence of a reply from Switzerland, the Committee included that 
Government in the eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
4 November 1975. 

39. A reply dated 13 November, which crossed with & third reminder sent to that 
Government on 14 November 1975, was received from gwitzerlsnd, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

%?he Federal authorities have taken note with interest of the documents 
concerning the inquiries carried out in Bermuda regarding the possible 
participation of European American Finance (Bermuda), Ltd., in the RISC0 case. 
They are continuing to give careful attention to this case and are pursuing 
their investigations within the legal means available to them. They will not 
fail to communicate as soon as possible to the Secretary-General the eventual 
outcome of their detailed inquiry into this case." 

40. A further cable dated 24 November 1975 was, reoeived from the Research Group, 
the substantive part of which reads as follows: .' 

"We wish to inform the Committee on sancti,ons that the Austrian 
authorities still have not contacted us in order to secure the testimony of the 
witness named by us in our telex'of 16 September 1975. 

"Since Wednesday, lg November 1975, we are receiving information from 
Vienna about an extensive cover-up operation being organized within VOEST. 
Potential witnesses are being threatened with immediate dismissal should they 
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offer their testimony. At the same time, documentary (:v/ldence of VOEST's 
involvement in the RISC0 case is being withdrawn from archives and registers, 

"We therefore have reason to suspect a breach of confidence. As you will 
recall, in our telex of 16 September 19'75, we provided the witness' name, 
with an explicit request that his identity be protected. It goes without 
saying that we expected the witness to be heard by the Austrian authorities 
carrying out the investigation into the RISC0 case before the management of 
VOEST is advised of the testimony. 

"We wish to inform the Committee that we are closely observing the 
present cover-up operation within VOEST. We shall not hesitate to publicise 
the details in due course." 

41. As in paragraph 37 above, an acknowledgement was sent to the authors of the 
cable. 

42. Further to paragraph 35 above, a reply dated 24 November 1975 was received 
from the Federal Republic of Germany, the substantive part of which reads as 
follows: 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has solicited the 
opinions of experts in the matter whose names were given in the list attached 
to the Secretary-General's aforementioned note of 27 March 1975. The British 
experts, the Geo-Chemical Division of the Institute of Geological Sciences in 
London, came to the conclusion 

'that it is not possible nowadays to ascertain by means of chemical 
analysis (including modern instrumental methods) the country of origin 
of steel blooms and billets. Modern steel technology is designed to 
eliminate all unwanted inclusions in the production of a uniform 
composition.t 

This confirms the opinion of the Technical Laboratories of the German customs 

authorities (Zolltechnische Priifungsanstalt) in Cologne. 

"On being presented with the documents attached to the Secretary- 
General's note of 13 May 1975 and other material ascertained during the 
investigations, the German representatives involved in the case repeated 
their former statements that no one from their companies had taken part in the 
talks in Vienna on 8 August 1972 and in Paris on 18 August 1972. It was not 
possible to prove the contrary either on the basis of travel expense reports 
or as a result of an examination of the register of the Bristol Hotel in 
Paris by French customs officers. The representatives of the German companies 
maintained that the only subject of their talks with their South African 
counterparts had been imports of South African steel and that the idea of 
possible supplies from Southern Rhodesia w/ould have been rejected from the 
outset. They insisted that it was wrong that Femetco had been established on 
the initiative of Kldckner and Co. Femetco had, in fact, been brought in 
by the South African side. 
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"According to the present state of the investigations, the German 
companies involved cannot be charged with maintaining unlawful economic 
relations with Southern Rhodesia, 
business relations. 

nor with having any knowledge of such 

IsThe Government of the Federal Republic of Germany would be pleased if the 
Security Council Committee continued to assist it in its investigations and is 
prepared, on its part, to continue fully to co-operate with the Committee." 

(200) Case No. 176. New Zealand insurance companies: information obtained from 
published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 246th meeting, a note dated 
12 September 1975 was sent to New Zealand, under the no-objection procedure, the 
substantive part of which is reproduced below: 

"At its 246th meeting, the Committee examined the reply dated . 
22 October 1974 from the Government of New Zealand and expressed its 
appreciation for the information it contained. 

"In its efforts to obtain as much information as possible towards the 
implementation of its duties, the Committee wonders whether the Government of 
New Zealand could provide it with further details concerning in particular 
the relationship between the New Zealand companies involved and'their 
subsidiaries in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Committee indicated that it would appreciate receiving the information 
requested above, together with any additional comments or details which might 
be relevant to the case, at the earliest convenience of His Excellency's 
Government and if possible within one month." 

4. A reply dated 30 October 1975 was received from New Zealand, the substantive 
Part of which reads as follows: 

I "The Permanent Representative of New Zealand to the United Naticns . . . 
has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General's note of 12 September 
seeking additional information on the relationships between the New Zealand _ .- 
Insurance Company, Limited, and the New Zealand Insurance Company (S.A.), 
Limited, and the New Zealand-based South British Insurance Company Limited 
and the firm of the same name reported to be operating in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The New Zealand authorities have ascertained that the New Zealand 
Insurance Company (S-A.), Limited is a subsidiary of the New Zealand-based firm 
entitled The New Zealand Insurance Company, Limited, and that the other firm 
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reported to be operating in Southern Rhodesia, the South British Insurance 
Company, Limited, is a separate company from, although under the control of, 
the New Zealand-based firm of the same name, Enquiries have been made with the 
New Zealand Registrar of Companies as to the nature of the relationship between 
the companies, but it appears that no information could be found in New 
Zealand's company records to shed further light on the question. The New 
Zealand authorities have however suggested that information concerning the 
relationships might be obtainable from the Southern Rhodesian register of 
companies. The New Zealand authorities will, in the meantime, continue their 
research into the question, and any further information on the subject will be 
forwarded to the Secretary-General." 

(201) Case No. 203. Payment by Southern Rhodesian bank to Austrian company: 
United Kingdom note dated 7 March 1975 

1. By a note dated 7 March 1975, the United Kingdom reported information 
concerning a payment said to have been made by a Southern Rhodesian bank to an 
Austrian company. The text of the note is reproduced below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation that an Austrian company is trading with Southern Rhodesia. 

?Fhe information is to the effect that early in January 1975 a payment of 
approximately 72,000 Austrian schillings was made by a Southern Rhodesian bank, 
possibly through intermediary banking channels, to the Creditanstalt Bankverein, 
Vienna, for credit to the Austrian company, Simmering-Graz-Pauker, AG, Vienna. 
The payment was made by order of a Southern Rhodesian company, Miner Metals 
(PTY), Ltd., and was in settlement or part settlement of Simmering-Graz- 
Pauker's invoice No. 10602 of 10 December 1974 to the Southern Rhodesian 
concern. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to draw the above information 
to the attention of the Government of Austria to assist them with their 
investigations into the possibility that Simmering-Graz-Pauker has been 
trading with Southern Rhodesia." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's standard practice, under the no-objection 
procedure, a note dated 20 March 1975 was sent to Austria, transmitting the Lnited 
Kingdom note and inviting the Government's comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 9 April 1975was received from Austria, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"Simmering-Graz-Pauker AG, does not contest that they did receiT*e, in 
January 1975, via the Creditanstalt Bankverein, a payment in the amount of.’ 

71,900 Austrian schillings from the South African firm Miner Metals (PTY), Ltda, 
Johannesburg. The transaction in question concerned the supply of hard steel 
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Plates to the above-mentioned firm, for which Simmering-Graz-Pauker billed the 
said firm by invoice No. 
Delivery was made, 

10602 the amount of 71,900 Austrian schillings. 
as is shown on the invoice, c,i.f. Port Elizabeth. 

"The transmittal of the said amount to Creditanstalt Bankverein for credit 
to Simmering-Gras-Pauker, AG, was made by order of the South African firm 
Miner Metals (PTY), Ltd., 
(Overseas), Ltd., Geneva, 

Johannesburg, through the Swiss Discount Bank 

"The relevant documents, which were readily submitted by Simmering-Graz- 
Pauker, AG, to the competent Austrian authorities did not contain any 
indication, from which one could conlude that the client has been a Southern 
Rhodesian firm or that payment was made through a Southern Rhodesian bank." 

4. BY a note dated 6 June 1975, the expert consultant informed the Committee that 
the company, Miner Metals (PTY), Ltd., had been reported by the United Kingdom 
as Southern Rhodesian, but that the Austrian Government, in reply to the Committee 
concerning the firm in question, indicated that it was South African. The company 
was notlistedin Beerman's Financial Yearbook of South Africa (1973), vol. 1 or 2 
Or under companies on the Johannesburg Stock Exchange or under the alphabetical 
index of South African companies. Nor was it listed in the Cape Transvaal Printers, 
Ltd., Directory of South Africa 1973 or in the section of that directory covering 
Southern Rhodesia. The representative of the United Kingdom delegation on the 
Committee had been contacted on 1 May 1975 for any clarification he might be able 
to give on the matter. On 14 May 1975, the representative of the United Kingdom 
informed the expert consultant that according to information just received from 
South African sources, there apparently was no address of Miner Metals (PTY), Ltd., 
listed in the register. The only address available was that of the company's 
secretary, which was given as: 

Irish, Smithers and Co., (accountants) 
1301 Edura Building 
40 Commissioner Street 
P.O. Box 9616 
Johannesburg 
South Africa 

(202) Case No. 208, Financial lOan to a Southern Rhodesian Company: United 
Kingdom note dated 13 May 1975 

1. By a note dated 13 M~;Y 1975, the United Kingdom reported information concerning 
arrangements by a bank in Luxembourg to finance Wholly or Partly a loan to a 
Southern Rhodesian company. The text of the note reads aS follows: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that 
they have received information of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation that a I;uxembourg bank has been involved in the financing Of a 
loan to a Southern Rhodesian concern. 
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"The information is to the effect that the Cormnerzbank International of 
Luxembourg was responsible for either wholly or partly financing a loan, 
equivalent to DM 10.5 million, to a Southern Rhodesian company, Rhodesian 
Alloys, Ltd., which has already drawn the total loan mainly in DM but partly 
in Swiss francs and United States dollars. 

'The information also indicates that the laon is to be repaid in three 
equal instalments and that the first instalment of DM 3.5 million fell due for 
payment on 14 March 1975. The information further indicates that in order to 
disguise the fact that the loan was made to a Southern Rhodesian concern, all 
matters relating to the servicing of the loan are handled by a South African 
company, Union Acceptances, Ltd., of Marshall Town, Johannesburg. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to draw the above information 
to the attention of the Government of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg to assist 
them with their investigations into the possibility that the Commerzbank 
International may have financed, wholly or in part, a loan of the equivalent 
of DM 10.5 million to Rhodesian Alloys, Ltd." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's standard practice, under the no-objection 
procedure, a note dated 20 May 1975 was sent to Luxembourg, transmitting the United 
Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon, 

3. A reply dated 2 June 1975 was received from Luxembourg, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"According to that note, a bank established in Luxembourg, namely the 
Commerzbank International, has participated in the financing of a loan 
granted to a Southern Rhodesian enterprise, The Commerzbank International of 
Luxembourg apparently undertook the total ox partial financing of this loan, 
amounting to the equivalent of 10.5 million DM, to a Southern Rhodesian 
company, Rhodesian Alloys, Ltd., which has already taken out the entire loan, 
largely in deutche mark but also in Swiss francs and United States dollars, 

'sWishing to co-operate fully with the Security Council Committee 
established in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968), the competent Luxembourg 
authorities initiated an in-depth inquiry in order to shed full light on this 
matter. As a result of the inquiry, carried out by the Commissariat 

.luxembourgeois aux Banques , it was found that neither the administrative 
documents consulted nor the bank's records show any sign of the Commerzbank 
International of Luxembourg having carried out the operation in question.' 

4. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 250th meeting, notes 
dated 22 October 1975 were sent to the Federal Republic of Germany and to 
Luxembourg under the no-objection procedure. The substantive parts of those notes 
are reproduced pelow: 
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(i) Note to the Federal Republic of Germany 

'*The Committee is currently engaged in inquiries into a loan to a Southern 
Rhodesian company reported by the United Kingdom to have been financed by the 
Commerzbank International of Luxembourg. A copy of the relevant United 
Kingdom note is herewith enclosed for ease of reference. The Committee has 
already requested the Government of Luxembourg to undertake the necessary 
investigations to determine if, and in what circumstances, such a loan might 
have been made available to the illegal rggime in Southern Rhodesia. 

"Meanwhile, the Committee has received information that the Luxembourg 
bank is a subsidiary of the Commerzbank established in the Federal Republic 
of Germany. Accordingly, the Committee decided, at its 250th meeting, to 
request His Excellency's Government to undertake the necessary investigations 
which might help to determine whether or not the parent bank was aware of, or 
'took part in, the reported loan transaction. 

"The Committee also expressed the hope that it might receive a reply from 
His Excellency's Government at the earliest convenience, if possible within 
a month." 

(ii) Note to Luxembourg 

"At its 250th meeting the Committee considered His Excellency's reply of 
2 June 1975 concerning the above-mentioned case of a financial loan reported 
to have been made to a Southern Rhodesian company by the Commerzbank 
International of Luxembourg, The Committee expressed its appreciation for the 
reply thus received and for the Government's co-operation in assisting in its 
inquiries into the matter. 

"The Committee considers this case as particularly serious because it 
deals with possible financing of industrial development in Southern Rhodesia, 
a matter about which the Committee has repeatedly expressed its concern. It 
therefore felt that further investigations could be usefully conducted by the 
Luxembourg authorities with a view to ascertaining more conclusively that the 
transaction in question was never conducted by the bank. In particular the 
Committee would welcome inform&,ion that the investigating authorities 
received assurance from the bank thatnot only did it not take part in, but ak30 

had no knowledge of, the financing of the reported loan to the Southern 
Rhodesian company. 

"The Committee expressed the hope that it might be able to receive a rePlY 
from His Excellency's Government at the earliest convenience, if possible 
within a month." i 

I 
5. An acknowledgement dated 30 October 1975 was received from the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 

-213- 



N. TOURISM AND OTHER RELATED MATTERS 

(203) Case No. 143. Southern Rhodesian representational offices abroad: 
information obtained from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information received since the submission of that report is given 
below. 

(a) Rhodesia National Tourist Board: Basel? Switzerland 

3. There is no new information concerning this matter in addition to that 
contained in the sixth report. 

(b) Rhodesian information centre and Air Rhodesia office: Sydney, Australia 

4. There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(c) Rhodesia information office: Washington, D.C.. U&ted States of 
America, and Rhodesia National Tourist and Air Rhodesia offices, New 
York, New York, United States of America 

5. There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report. 

(d) Rhodesia information office: Paris, France 

6. For original information concerning this matter, see Case No. INGO- in 
annex V to the present report. 

(204) Case No. 190, Tourism agencies and Southern Rhodesia: information 
obtained from published sources 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. Replies were received from the Netherlands, Sweden and the Federal Republic Of 
Germany, the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 'j February 1975 from the Netherlands 

"'Acting on the note of the,Secretary-General, the Netherlands authorities 
contacted the management of Royal Dutch Airlines, N-V. (ELM), which gave 
information to the effect that a representative of ELM had indeed attended a 
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conference of the Association of South Africa Travel Agents held in Southern 
Rhodesia during September 1974. The KLM management, furthermore, confirmed 
that the manager of its affiliate in South Africa had given permission to 
send one of its representatives to the conference in question, According to 
the management of KLM, the attendance of a representative at the conference 
was related only to the interests of the company in South Africa and not to 
commercial activities in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Netherlands authorities pointed out to KLM that they considered the 
presence of a representative hf the company at the conference, which was 
attended by a great many Southern Rhodesian authorities with a view to 
promoting tourism in Southern Rhodesia, a violation, if not of the letter of 
Security Council resolution 253 (1968), then at least of the spirit of the 
sanctions imposed against Southern Rhodesia." 

(ii) Note dated 12 February1975 from Sweden 

"The case in question has been forwarded to the Chief Public Prosecutor 
for investigation. The result of the investigation will be communicated at 
the time when he has taken the decision either to prosecute or to dismiss the 
case. For the time being it cannot be stated when the Prosecutor in the 
District of Stockholm, who has been assigned to the investigation, will be in 
the position to take such a decision. 

"Meanwhile, it should be noted that the Scandinavian Airline System, a 
joint venture of Swedish, Danish and Norwegian companies;has assured that it 
has neither participated in the conference in question nor authorized anyone 
to participate in it. In this context, it may be recalled that SAS was one 
of the first international airlines to cancel its previously existing 
interline agreement with Air Rhodesia in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) 
concerning the question of Southern Rhodesia." 

(iii) Note dated 10 February $975 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"The Association of Sou 
li 

African Travel Agents is a South African 
organization which, like 0th r associations of its kind, holds annual 
Conf'erence~lternatively in its own and in neighbouring countries, A 
representative of Lufthansa, the airlines of the Federal Republic of Germany 
in South Africa, attended the conference, because it was imperative for him 
for business reasons to use the opportunity of such meetings to speak to 
the leading travel agents and their senior executives in South Africa. His 
attendance did not, however, involve any travel or financial arrangements 
that might have violated the sanctions imposed by the Security Council on 
Southern Rhodesia. Moreover, Lufthansa has no intention of encouraging 
tourism to Southern Rhodesia. Therefore, it has terminated the interline 
agreement with Air Rhodesia, effective 31 December 1974." 
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(iv> Note dated 20 March 1.975 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"The news in the article published by the Chronicle, according to which 
Mr, Hans Junges, president of the German Travel Agents' Association, had been 
attending the annual conference of the Association of South African Travel 
Agents in Rhodesia, is incorrect. 

"The German Travel Agents ' Association (Deutscher Reisebcroverband) 
does not take part in the meetings of other organizations of its kind, either 
in Europe or in other parts of the world. Questions of general interest to 
the trade are being dealt with by the Universal Federation of Travel Agents' 
Associations. The German association only attends the meetings of this latter 
organization." 

4. First reminders were sent to Brazil, Israel and South Africa on 15 April 1975. 

5. A reply dated 7 May 1975 was received from Israel, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"The Government of Israel regrets the attendance of a representative of 
El Al at the annual conference of the Association of South Africa travel 
agents held in Southern Rhodesia during September 1974. El Al and companies 
of this nature in other countries do not always act in accordance with 
specific directives of the Government. It is our understanding that 
representatives of airline companies from other States which are implementing 
the sanctions stipulated in Security Council resolution 253 (1968) were also 
present at that conference, The Israeli authorities have drawn appropriate 
conclusions from the above occurrence and an effort will be made to prevent 
the repetition of such cases in the future." 

6. Second reminders were sent to Brazil and South Africa on 29 May 1975. 

7. Replies were received from Sweden and Brazil, the substantive parts of which 
read as follows: 

(i) Note dated 21 August 1975 from Sweden 

"The investigation by the Chief Prosecutor has now been concluded. The 
information obtained shows that a Norwegian citizen, representative of the 
Scandinavian Airlines System (a joint venture of Danish, Norwegian and 
Swedish interests) attended the yearly meeting of South African Travel Agents, 
which took place in Southern Rhodesia in September 1974. It was reported that 
the site of these conferences, which is decided by the above-mentioned 
organization, in which SAS is not represented, changes from year to year - 
in 1975 it will take place in Mauritius, The conference was an ordinary 
conference of its kind,, with some 300 participants from international travel 
crganixations and air companies, and the SAS representative himself deemed 
it a matter of routine to participate, 
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"It has also been reported that the transport from South Africa to 
Southern Rhodesia was arranged by the Association of South African Travel 
Agents and free of charge for the participants. The same association had 
also arranged hotels. The costs were paid by the participants in South 
African rands in Johannesburg. 

“The Chief Public Prosecutor has seen no reason to question the 
aforementioned information obtained from SAS, It is the view of the 
competent authorities that there is no reason to believe that anyone within 
the SAS administration in Sweden has been implicated in violation of any of 
the rules concerning sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. The Chief Public 
Prosecutor therefore has ruled that there are no reasons to initiate 
prejudicial inquiry." 

,:ii) Note dated 8 September 1975 from Brazil 

"With reference to your note of 28 August 1975, I have the honour to 
inform you that no representatives of Brazilian tourist organizations ,or 
airlines attended the annual conference of the Association of South Adrican 
Travel Agents held in Southern Rhodesia in September 1974. 

"The Brazilian Government regrets the delay with which this information 
is transmitted to Your Excellency. The delay was caused by the need to 
proceed to a careful investigation in order to ascertain all facts pertinent 
to this case, and consequently should not be interpreted as reflecting any 
lack of interest on the part of the Brazilian Government relative to the 
decisions of the Security Council Committee. I would further, in this 
context., mention the fact that resolution 253 (1968) of the Security Council 
was incorporated into Brazilian law through the enactment of Decree 62.980 
of 12 July 1968." 

8, In the absence of a reply from South Africa, the Committee included that 
bvernment in the eighth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
4 November 1975. 

kO5) Case No. 194. Holiday Inns and car rentals: information obtained from 
published sources 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 
in the seventh report, but for information on the general subject of franchises 
ana trade names in Southern Rhodesia, see the Committee's special report to the 
Security Council (S/11913). 

(206) Case No. 200. Publication of tourist guide to Southern Rhodesia: 
information obtained from published sources 

1, In December 1974 the Committee received information from published sources, 
aceerding to which a &i-page booklet entitled Reisefiihrer Rhodesien had been 
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published in Berlin and Munich, the Federal Republic of Germany, as a result of 
which it was claimed that tourism to Southern Rhodesia had been given a boost in 
Austria and in the Federal Republic of Germany. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
notes dated 30 January 1975 were sent to Austria and the Federal Republic of 
Germany, transmitting copies of the source of the information. The notes also 
expressed the Committeess concern that, should the information prove well-founded, 
actions contrary to the provisions of mandatory resolutions of the Security Council 
might follow; the Committee had therefore decided to bring that information to the 
attention of the Governments, in the hope that the Governments would take a most 
serious view of any such actions. 

3. An acknowledgement dated 5 February 19"/5 was received from the Federal 
Republic of Germany, 

4. A reply dated 19 March 1975 has been received from the Federal Republic Of 
Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Special Committee for the supervision of the sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia established by the Federal Government has examined the 
'Reisefiihrer Rhodesien' , published by Polyglott and found that it refers 
also to the sanctions imposed by the Security Council. In that regard, the 
brochure might unwittingly even contribute to making the sanctions known 
to the German public. 

An acknowledgement dated 2 April 197.5 was received from Austria. 5* 

(207 

1. 

Case No, 213. Flights to and from Southern Rhodesia: case opened at 
the 243rd meeting 

The original information concerning this case is contained in the report 
submitted to the Committee by the secretariat on 5 June 1975, during the 
Committee's consideration of the question of interline agreements with Air RhOdsia, 
The report indicated that Malawi, Fortugal and South Africa had direct air-links 
with Southern Rhodesia, whereby services existed between them and Southern. 
Rhodesia, operated either by Air Rhodesia, or by both Air Khcdesia and their 
airline companies. The airline companies involved were given as Air Malawi, Ltd. 
(Malawi) 9 DETA and TAP (Portugal) and South African Airways (South Africa) (see 
para. 9 of Case Fl\'o. INGO- in annex V to the present report). 

"As the freedom of speech and information is granted by the constitution 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, the Federal Government is in no position 
to suppress the publication of the brochure." 
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2, In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 243rd meeting, a case was 
opened on the matter and notes dated 28 July 1975 were sent to Malawi, Portugal 
and South Africa, under the no-objection procedure, 
note is reproduced below: 

The substantive part of the 

"The Committee examined again recently the question of interline 
agreements with Air Rhodesia and deplored that no reply had as yet been 
received from His Excellency's Government to the Secretary-General's note 
dated 13 May 1974 despite a reminder dated 27 June 1975 (case INGO-4). 

"Meanwhile, in addition to the possibility of interline agreements, the 
attention of the Committee has been brought to the information that 
had direct air services with Southern Rhodesia. 

"Once again, the Committee would like to recall that in paragraph 6 of 
resolution 253 (1968), the Security Countil decided that 'all States Members 
of the United Nations shall prevent airline companies constituted in their 
territories and aircraft of their registration or under charter to their 
nationals from operating to or from Southern Rhodesia and from linking up 
with any airline company constituted or aircraft registered in Southern 
Rhodesia'. 

"The Committee takes the view that such an air-link would be a clear 
violation of that provision. 

"The Committee would be grateful if His Excellency's Government would 
investigate the matter urgently and take all necessary action to ensure the 
full implementation of the sanctions established by the Security Council 
against the illegal r6gime. 

"The Committee would welcome in particular the texts of legislation or 
administrative orders relevant to the implementation of paragraph 6 of 
resolution 253 (1968), together with any comments His Excellency's 
Government may wish to make, on the whole question of direct or indirect 
airlinks with Southern Rhodesia, at its earliest convenience, if possible 
within a month." 

3. First reminders were sent to Malawi, Portugal and South Africa on 
? October 1975. 

4. In the absence of replies from Malawi,, Portugal and South Africa, the 
Committee included those Governments in the eighth quarterly list, which was 
issued as a press release on 4 November 19'75. 
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(208) Case NO. 227. Organized tours abroad for persons using Southern Rhodesian 
passports : -̂_ information obtained from published sources 

1. At its 253rd meeting the r+resentative of the United Republic of Tanzania 
drew the Committee's attention to information obtained from published sources9 
according to which advertisements had appeared in a Southern Rhodesian newspaper 
offering tours abroad for persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia. The 
advertisements indicated that tours could be arranged to Greece, Portugal and 
Switzerland for 22 days at a cost of $R 650. The tour organizers, Thomas Cook, 
gave assurance that Southern Rhodesian passports were acceptable. 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at that meeting, a note dated 
18 November 1975 was sent to Greece, Portugal and Switzerland, under the no- 
objection procedure. The substantive part of the note is reproduced below. 

"The Committee has received information fYom published sources, according 
to which ed'vcrtistiments k&t-c appeared ic a Southern Rhodesian newspaper 
offering tours abroad for persons ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia. 
The advertisements indicate that tours of certain European countries including 

are available for 22 days at a cost of $R 650. The tour 
organizers, Thomas Cook, also give assurance that Southern Rhodesian passports 
vi.11 %e accepted, presumably by the receivirg countries. 

"At its 2.53rd meeting, the Committee decided that the above information 
should be brought to the attention of His Excellency's Government for urgent 
necessary action. Should the information be correct, the Committee wished to 
point out that the admission of persons holding Southern Rhodesian passports 
would certainly be in violation of the Security Council provisions 
establishing mandatory sanctions against the illegal re'gime in that Territory. 
The Committee also considers that the admission of any other persons 
ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia is contrary to the spirit and intent 
of those provisions. In this connexion the Ccrrmittee felt it necessary to 
recall in particular the provisions of paragraph 5 of Security Council 
resolution 253 (1968). 

i "Consequently, the Committee expressed the hope that His Excellency's, 
Government might exercise the greatest vigilance to ensure the complete 
implementation of the relevant Security Council provisions. In the event 
that such persons might have been already admitted into s the 
Committee would appreciate receiving from the Government, at the earliest 
convenience, if possible within a month, information as to the circumstances 
in which entry by such persons was permitted." 

3. Also, in accordance with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection 
procedure, a letter dated 11 December 1974; was sent to the manager of Thomas Cook, 
at the international headquarters address of that organization in London. The 
text of that letter is reproduced below. 
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"I have been instructed by the Security Council Committee established 
in pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) to address this letter to you in 
connexion with advertisements for tourist travel abroad, under the auspices 
of Thomas Cook, Pearl Assurance House, First Street, Salisbury, that have 
recently appeared in a Southern Rhodesian newspaper. According to the 
advertisements, offers are made to persons ordinarily resident in Southern 
Rhodesia for a 22-day tour of the European countries of Greece, Portugal, 
and Switzerland at a cost of $R 650. The tour organizers, Thomas Cook, also 
give assurances that Southern Rhodesian passports will be accepted, 
presumably by the receiving countries. 

"Should the information be correct, the Committee wishes to point out 
that the admission of persons holding Southern Rhodesian passports would 
certainly be in violation of the Security Council provisions establishing 
mandatory sanctions against the illegal rggime in that Territory. The 
Committee also considers that the admission of any other persons ordinarily 
resident in Southern Rhodesia is contrary to the spirit and intent of those 
provisions. Consequently, the Committee has already contacted the 
Governments concerned, requesting them to undertake any necessary measures 
and to exercise the greatest vigilance to ensure the complete implementation 
of the relevant Security Council provisions. 

"Meanwhile, the Committee has also decided to address itself to your 
establishment, which is the international headquarters of Thomas Cook, with 
a request for a clarification of the basis upon which the Southern Rhodesian 
passports have been declared acceptable for travel abroad by the Thomas Cook 
agency in Southern Rhodesia. The Committee would also like to know whether 
that agency has received confirmed assurances from its correspondent 
agencies in the countries concerned that Southern Rhodesian passports would 
be accepted as valid travel documents by the respective countries, or whether 
some other arrangements to circumvent the sanctions provisions were to be 
used." 
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0. OTHER CASES 

(209) Case No. 133. Supply of medical equipment to the University of Southern 
Rhodesia: Swedish note dated 7 June 1972 

See annex IV. 

(210) Case No. 154. "Tango Romeo" - Sanctions-breaking activities via Gabon: 
information obtained from published sources and supplied by 
the United Kingdom on 30 August 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 214th meeting, as indicated 
in the seventh report, the proposed notes were sent to Gabon, the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Greece and the Netherlands on 16 December 1974, under the no-objection 
procedure. 

4. A note dated 30 December 1974 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Acting Permanent Representative of thesingdom of the Netherlands 
to the United Nations . . . with reference to /T@/ note of 28 December 1973, 
concerning movements by aircraft owned by persons ordinarily resident in 
Southern Rhodesia and having operated within the Netherlands, a copy of 
which is herewith attached, (see para. 3 (ii) of (179) Case No. 154 in the 
seventh report as indicated above) has the honour to inform him as follows. 

"In the aforesaid note the name 'Herab' was mentioned which should have 
been 'Herat'. The names of the pIaces indicated in the note are final 
destinations which are reached either directly or through transshipment, 
Since Affretair, as far as known, does not execute flights to Afghanistan, 
and Afghanistan authorities are unaware of any activities of Affretair in 
their country, the Netherlands Government supposes that in the matter in 
question transshipment might have taken place." 

5. In the absence of a reply from Malawi, Portugal, South Africa, Sudan, Zaire 
and Zambia, the Committee included those Governments in the sixth quarterly list, 
which was issued as a press release on 13 March 1975. 

6. For additional information concerning the action taken on this case, see 
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of (63) Case No. 114, above. 

7. At the 236th meeting on 8 May, the representative of the United States 
submitted the text of a statement issued on 3 March 1975 by the United States 
Department of Commerce, and previously communicated to the Committee by him at the 
229th meetinghan 13 March 1975. The text of the statement is reproduced below: 
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"An indefinite denial of all US export privileges has been issued 
against Compagnie Gabonaise d'Affretement Aerien (Affretair) of Libreville, 
Gabon, the US Department of Commerce announced today. This action 
followed the issuance in October 1974 of a 6C-day temporary denial order 
against the firm. 

"Evidence that Affretair falsely represented to officials of the 
US Government that a Douglas DC-8-55F Jet Trader aircraft would not be 
utilized in any traffic with Southern Rhodesia or in any manner contrary 
to the United Nations sanctions against that Territory was the basis of 
the initial denial action and the continuing investigation by the 
Department's Compliance Division. 

"As a part of the investigation, relevant and material interrogatories 
and a request for documents were duly served on the Director of the 
respondent company. No response has been received and the period provided 
for its submission has passed. Good cause for this failure has not been 
shown. 

"Pursuant to section 388.15 of the Export Administration Regulations, 
the respondent has been indefinitely denied all US export privileges for 
failure to respond to interrogatories and a request for documents, without 
good cause having been shown. Restoration of privileges will be considered 
only after a proper response or a showing of good cause for refusal to 
respond has been provided. The issues presented by evidence of substantive 
violations of the Export Administration Regulations which gave rise to the 
temporary denial order will, however, remain to be resolved. 

"All outstanding validated licences in which Affretair has an interest 
have been cancelled. The US Export Administration Regulations provide that, 
without authorization from the US Department of Commerce, no person may trade 
with a party who has been denied US export privileges in commodities 
exported from the United States." 

8. In accordance with the,Committee's decision at the same meeting, notes dated 
13 May 1975 were sent to Gabon and the Netherlands. The text of the note to 
Gabon, which was adopted by the Committee at that meeting, is reproduced below: 

O'The Secretary-General of the United Nations ,,, has the honour to 
inform him, at the request of the Security Council Committee established in 
Pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern 
Rhodesia, that the Committee has considered His Excellency's note of 
23 August about the operations of Compagnie Gabonaise d'Affr&ements 
Akiens (Affretair). 

"The Committee has viewed with concern the fact that, as was reported 
to the Government of Gabon in the Secretary-General's note of 16 December 
1974, and according to a new statement issued on 3 March 1975 by the United 
States Department of Commerce, the United States Government has found it 
necessary to suspend the export privileges of Affretair because Of 
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allegations that Affretair falsely represented to officials of the United. 
States Government that a Douglas DC-8-55F Jet Trader aircraft would not be 
used in any traffic with Southern Rhodesia. This action, together with the 
action of the Gabonese authorities and that of the Government l f Greece, which 
has prohibited the landing of Affretair aircraft in Greek territory, seems to 
appear to confirm the suspicions expressed within the Committee with regard 
not only to Affretair but also to Air Trans Africa. 

"The Committee therefore warmly welcomed the action of the Gabonese 
authorities in bringing Affretair under real and continuing control by 
making it subject to Gabonese legislation. The Committee assumes that the 
operations of Affretair which are contrary to Security Council resolution 
253 (1968) will accordingly be definitively terminated. 

"The Committee would be grateful for an assurance that action similar 
to the action taken with respect to Affretair will be taken or has been 
taken with respect to Air Trans Africa. The Committee would also be 
grateful for an assurance that the Gabonese authorities will take effective 
measures to ensure that aircraft owned by either company will not fly into 
or out of Southern Rhodesia and that no financial or economic resources will 
be made available or remitted to persons or bodies within Southern 
Rhodesia as a result of the operations of either or both of these airlines, 

"The Committee would moreover be grateful if the Gabonese authorities\ 
would inform the Committee, as soon as possible, preferably within 
one month: 

(a) Of the present ownership of both Affretair and Air Trans 

(b) Of the complete list of the countries they cover, giving 
of airports of arrival and departure. 

"The Committee looks forward to being kept regularly informed 

Africa; , 

the name 
\ 

of the 
situation in accordance with the undertaking in His Excellency's note. 
When the information sought by the Committee is made available, the 
Committee wishes to include it in the Committee's annual. report to the 
Security Council." 

The note to the Netherlands requested information on how it had been possible for 

the aircraft Tango Romeo to be repaired and to leave Schiphol Airport, and through 
what channels Affretair had paid for the services it had received at that airport. 
The note took account of the fact that the Netherlands was not being singled out, 
since the Committee was aware that the aircraft also landed at airports in 
other countries, 

9. With regard to the activities of Bureau Veritas, a private company in France 
authorized to certify the airworthiness of aircraft registered in Gabon, the 
representative of France informed the Committee at the same meeting that the 
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reasons WhY his Government was dissociated from the actions of Bureau veritas had 
been Clearly stated in the seventh report (see para. 28 (i) of (179) Case No, 
in the seventh report as indicated above). He would, however, transmit to his 

154 

Government the wish expressed by members of the Committee that the questionable 
activities Of that Company operating on French soil be restrained, 

10, Further to paragraph 5 above, the Committee again included Malawi, Portugal, 
South Africa, Sudan, Zaire and Zambia in the seventh quarterly list, which was 
issued as a press release on 10 July 1975. 

11. A reply dated 18 July 1975 was received from Sudan, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan 
to the United Nations ,.. wishes to convey that the competent Sudanese 
authorities categorically refuted allegations regarding Case No. 154. 
Airline Affretair No. TR-LQR had neither landed at Sudan's airports nor 
passed through the Sudan air space. 

"The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan 
wishes to reiterate once again Sudan's unflinching support and commitment 
to sanctions against the racist and illegal rggime of Southern Rhodesia." 

12. A first reminder was sent to the Netherlands on 21 July 1975. 

13. An acknowledgement dated 29 July 1975 was received from the Netherlands, 

14. A reply dated 11 August 1975 was received from the Netherlands, the 
substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"In consequence of the Secretary-General's request of 5 June 1974 
the competent authorities in the Netherlands have been requested to 
conduct an extensive inquiry into the activities of the Affretair plane 
TR-LQR at Schiphol Airport, with the following result. 

"Director of Affretair is Mr. J. M. Mallock, BP 484, Libreville, 
in Gabon. Fuel has been purveyed to the plane by Mobil Oil= Further 
inquiries concerning the latter question can be obtained at the office 
of Mobil Oil in Brussels. 

"In the course of the inquiry by the Netherlands authorities no 
unlawful act could be established. 

"The Netherlands authorities are of the opinion that documents that have 
been disclosed for the purpose of prOVing certain facts cannot be copied 
or conveyed to third parties without prior knowledge of the Party concerned 
as long as there is no reasonable base for'the susPicion that an un1awfu1 
act has been committed. The Netherlands Government therefore regrets that 
it cannot comply with the Secretary-General's request to this effect*" 

-225- 



15. Further to paragraph 10 above, a note dated 19 August 1975 was received from 
the Government of the Sudan, with reference to its previous note dated 18 July 
1975 l The substantive part of the note reads as follows: 

'qThe Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan 
wishes to submit to the attention of the Secretary-General a copy Of the 
Southern Rhodesia Boycott Act, issued by the Government of the Democratic 
Republic of the Sudan in 1966 T/ which reflects the adherence of the Sudan 
to the United Nations Security Council resolution 253 (X)68).” 

16. Further to paragraph 9 above, the Committee again included Malawi, Portugal, 
South Africa, Zaire and Zambia in the eighth quarterly list, which was issued as 
a press release on 4 November 1975. 

(211) Case No. 155. Cameras from Switzerland: United Kingdom note dated 
27 September 1973 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below. 

3. In accordance with the Committee's decision at the 239th meeting, the standard 
terminal note was sent to Switzerland on 16 June 1975. 

\ 
4. A reply dated 10 July 1975 was received from Switzerland, the substantive 
part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to the United Nations presents 
his compliments to the Secretary-General of the United Nations and has the 
honour to refer to his note PO 230 SORH (1-2-l), Case No. 155, of 16 June 
1975, which indicates that the Security Council Committee established in 
pursuance of resolution 253 (1968) concerning the question of Southern 
Rhodesia has decided to record in its permanent documents the fact that 
to date it has not received sufficient information to enable it to take 
a final decision on this case. 

"The Permanent Observer has the honour to recall that he indicated in his 
note of 24 June 1974 that on the basis of the investigation conducted pursuant 
to the initial information transmitted by the Secretary-General, it had not 
been possible to conclude that the firm of Wild was implicated in an illegal 
transaction. However the Swiss authorities stated that they were prepared 
to pursue the matter if the Committee provided them with further information 
corroborating the charges made by the Committee concerning this Swiss firm.ls 

- 
g/ For the text of the Act, see the reply dated 27 May 1970 from the Sudan, 

reproduced in C.-r'ficinl Records of the Securjty Council, Twenty-fifth year, .-._ --__ -.._..---,__..__- - __-___ --- 
Sc-oulclrent for July Alzpust and SeptC.T:bev 1970_, document S/9853, anneiT. -- --. _--_-.II_ 1,Ir - .-.... ---- "- z-..-- 2 ,. 
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(212) Case No. 158. Pine oil from the United States - "Charlotte Lykes": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 October 1973 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 
contained in the seventh report. 

(213) Case No. 159. Cardboard containers from Spain: United Kingdom note 
dated 12 November 1973 

1. Previous information Concerning this case is contained in the seventh report. 

2. Additional information regarding the action taken on the case since the 
submission of that report is given below, 

3. In the absence of a reply from Spain, the Committee again included that 
Go-wnment in the sixth quarterly list, which was issued as a press release on 
13 March 1975. 

4. A reply dated 16 June 1975 was received from Spain, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"Owing to the vagueness of the information provided by the Government 
of the United Kingdom in its note of 12 November 1973, the competent 
Spanish authorities have been able to find no evidence that the alleged 
export transaction occurred. In any event, the Spanish Government, in 
compliance with the relevant Security Council resolutions, has not granted 
and is not granting any licences for exports to Southern Rhodesia. 

"Furthermore, for the purpose of granting export licences, the Spanish 
Ministry of Trade requires a certificate of final destination for goods 
to be exported to South Africa and, in the case of goods destined for 
countries or territories bordering on Southern Rhodesia, a clause 
stipulating that they shall not be re-exported." 

(214) Case No. 201. Danish trade with Southern Rhodesia: information submitted 
by Denmark 

See annex IV. 

(215) Case No. 210. Supply of various items of miscellaneous equipment to 
Southern Rhodesia: United Kingdom n&e d&d-.?~..J-&!ja-_l_e75 

1. Dy a note dated 24 June 1975, the United Kingdom reported information 
concerning attempts by a Southern Rhodesian company to obtain various items Of 
miscellaneous equipment from certain Israeli firms. The text of the note is 
reproduced below: 

. 
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"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee 
that they have received information Of sufficient reliability to merit 
further investigation that a number Of Israeli companies are trading 
with Southern Rhodesia. 

"The information is to the effect that a Southern Rhodesian company, 
Central African Machinery and Spares (pvt), Ltd., of Salisbury has ordered, 
or is interested in ordering, various items Of miSCellaneOUS equipment, 
including lamps, water bottles, jerricans and canvas, on a substantial 
scale from a number of Israeli companies. The companies involved are: 

I, Inavia, Ltd., Tel Aviv; 

II. American Near East Corp (Israel), Ltd., Tel Aviv; 

III. Aida Israel Foreign Trade Co., Ltd., Tel Aviv. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Israel in order to 
assist them in their investigation into the possibility that the three 
Israeli companies listed are supplying goods to Southern Rhodesia." 

2. In accordance with the Committee's standard practice, under the no-objection 
procedure, a note dated 3 July 1975 was sent to Israel, transmitting the United 
Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 9 July 1975 was received from Israel, the substantive part of 
which reads as follows: 

"After the necessary investigations had been carried out, no 
confirmation of the allegations made in the said note of the United Kingdom 
was obtained," 

4. In aCCOrdanCe with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
a note dated 22 October 1975 was sent to Israel, the substantive part of which is 
reproduced below, 

"The Committee considered the reply from His Excellency's Government 
dated 9 July 1975 relating to the Committee's inquiries into the possibility 
that various items of miscellaneous equipment were being supplied to 
Southern Rhodesia by the following Israeli companies: Inavia Ltd., 
Tel Aviv; American Near East Corp. (Israel) Ltd., Tel Aviv; and Aida 
Israel Foreign Trade Co., Ltd., Tel Aviv. 
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. . . 

"While expressing its appreciation for the reply -thus received, the 
Committee considered that to fulfil1 its mandate as established by the 
Security Council, it would be necessary for it to receive additional 
information on the means used by the authorities in reaching the conclusion 
that no confirmation of the allegation that the three Israeli firms cited 
above were supplying goods to Southern Rhodesia was obtained. Therefore, the 
Committee asked the Secretary-General to request the Israeli Government to 
pursue the matter further and to transmit to the Committee any additional 
information which may come to light, together with copies of the documentation 
on the basis of which the investigating authorities have established their 
findings. 

"The Committee also indicated that it would appreciate receiving a reply 
at the earliest convenience from His Excellency's Government, if possible 
within one month." 

(216) Case NO. 214. Swiss trade with Southern Rhodesia: information supplied by 
Switzerland 

See annex IV. 

(217) Case NO. 218. Southern Rhodesia and the International Chamber of Commerce 
Congress7 information obtained from published sources 

1, In June 1975 the Committee received information from published sources, 

according to which 10 Southern Rhodesian businessmen had travelled to Spain and 
attended the International Chamber of Commerce congress, which was held there 
during that month, 

In accordance with the Committee f s decision at the 214th meeting, a note dated 
E'August 1975 was sent to Spain 4 under the no--objection procedure, the substantive 
Part of which is reproduced below: 

"The Committee has received information from published sources that 
10 Southern Rhodesian businessmen attended an annual International Chamber of 
Commerce Congress which opened in Madrid on 16 June 1975. A copy of the 
newspaper report is attached for ease of reference. 

"If this report is correct, the Committee believes that the participation 
Of Southern Rhodesian businessmen in this international meeting could be 
exploited to enhance the position of the illegal r6gime in Southern Rhodesia. 
Such a development would be contrary to the spirit and intent of the sanctions 
imposed on Southern Rhodesia by the Security Council. Furthermore, the 
Committee considers that in such circumstances the admission into the 
territory of a State Member of the United Nations Of Particular Persons. 
ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia is in conflict with the provisions 
of Security Council resolution 253 (1968). 



"The Committee has expressed its disappointment at the information 
contained in the press report and indicated its desire to receive at the 
earliest convenience, if possible within two months, any comments His 
Excellency's Government might wish to make on this matter, together with the 
names and a description of the travel documents of the Southern Rhodesian 
participants." 

3. A first reminder was sent to Spain on 7 October 1975. 

4, A reply dated 25 October 1975 was received from Spain, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Rgresentative of Spain to the United Nations . . . has the 
honour to inform @.m/ that, on completion of the necessary investigations 
by the Spanish authorities, the Secretary-General of the Official Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Madrid transmitted to the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs the following explanations provided by the Secretary-General of the 
International Chamber of Commerce, Paris, which organized the Congress: 

1. The Southern Rhodesian businessmen who participated in the 
fifteenthCongress of the International Chamber of Commerce at Madrid 
did so in a strictly personal capacity. There is no National Committee 
(National Section) of the ICC in Southern Rhodesia, and therefore, no 
one from that country can be a member of the Council or other executive 
organs of the ICC or of the International Technical Commissions. 

2. The ICC is an association which neither pursues nor promotes 
any profit-making aims. The sole purpose of its congresses is to enable 
its members to discuss general problems of international trade. Within 
the framework of the Congress, therefore, no commercial transactions can 
be engaged in. 

"However, since these explanations are not entirely satisfactory within 
the context of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), the Spanish authorities 
will take all necessary measures to ensure that this type of incident does not 
recur in the future." 

5. In accordance with the Committee's decision, under the no-objection procedure, 
a note dated 9 December 1975 was sent to Spain, the substantive part of which is 
reproduced below: 

"The Committee has examined His Excellency's reply of 25 October 1975, 
concerning the case referred to above and has expressed its appreciation 
for the Government's co-operation in the matter. 

i'The Committee has indicated that it shares the Government's observation 
as to the inadequacy of the explanations concerning the participation of 
Southern Rhodesians in an international conference abroad9 whether attending 
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in a personal or .representational capacity. In this connexion it wishes to 
recall its position on the matter, namely, that the admission of persons 
ordinarily resident in Southern Rhodesia is contrary to the spirit and intent 
Of the Security Council resolutions establishing sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia. The Committee, therefore, while welcoming the Government's 
assurance to take all the necessary measures to ensure against the recurrence 
Of such incidents in the future, has expressed the hope that it might yet be 
informed of the circumstances in which such persons 
In particular, it would be interested to know their 
the travel documents used by them. 

"The Committee has also indicated that it would 
Government's comments on the matter at the earliest 
within a month." 

were admitted into Spain. 
names and the nature of' 

appreciate receiving the 
convenience, if possible 

) Case No. 233. Supply of chemical substances to Southern Rhodesia: United 
Kingdom note dated 1 December 1975 

By a note dated 1 December 1975, the United Kingdom reported information 
erning the supply of chemical substances to Southern Rhodesia. The text of 
note is reproduced below. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to inform the Committee that they 
have received information, of sufficient reliability to merit further 
investigation, that an Israeli company is trading with Southern Rhodesia. 

'*The information is to the effect that an Israeli concern, Narex Middle East 
Co Ltd. of Tel Aviv, had supplied, and continues to supply, large quantities 
of chemical substances to a Southern Rhodesian company, African Explosives 
and Chemical Industries (Rhodesia) Ltd. of Salisbury. It is likely that some 
of these substances, which include polyvinyl chloride ipethene and caustic 
soda, are used by the Rhodesian company in the manufacture of ammunition. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee established 
in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish to ask the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations to draw the above information to the 
attention of the Government of Israel in order to assist them with their 
investigations into the possibility that the Narex Middle East company of 
Tel Aviv is engaged in the supply of chemicals to Southern Rhodesia." 

In accordance with the Committee's established practice under the no-objection 
edure, a note dated 10 December was sent to Israel, transmitting the United 
dam note and requesting comments thereon. 
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