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The meeting was called to order at 4.20 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

THE SITUATION IN NAMIBIA

LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF GABON TO THE
UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/18765)

LETTER DATED 31 MARCH 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ZIMBABWE TO
THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY QOUNCIL (8/18769)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with decisions

taken by the Council at its previous meetings on this item, I invite the
representatives of Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bangladesh, Barbados, Burkina
Faso, the.Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, the German Democratic Republic, Guyana, India, Jamaica,
Kuwait, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Moz amb ique,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Qatar, Senegal, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
the Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, the Ukraihian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia and Zimbabwe to take the places reserved
for them at the side of the Council Chamber,

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Dost (Afghanistan), Mr. Djoudi

(Algeria), Mr. de Figueiredo (Angola), Mr. Mohiuddin (Bangladesh), Dame Nita Barrow

(Barbados), Mr. Ouedraogo (Burkina Faso), Mr. Maksimov (Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic), Mr. Laberge (Canada), Mr. Oramas Oliva (Cuba), Mr. Cesar,

(Czechoslovakia), Mr. Badawi (BEgypt), Mr. Tadesse (Ethiopia), Mr,., Biffot (Gabon),

Mr., Ott (German Democratic Republic), Mr. Insanally (Guyana), Mr, Gharekhan

(India), Mr. Barnett (Jamaica), Mr. Abulhassan (Kuwait), Mr. Azzarouk (Libyan Arab

Jamahiriya), Mr. Moya Palencia (Mexico), Mr. Doljintseren {Mongolia),

Mr. Bennouna ILouridi (Morocco), Mr. Dos Santos (Mozambigue), Miss Astorga Gadea
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(Nicaragua), Mr. Gei'ba (Nigeri.a),,Mr-.‘ ‘Shah Nawaz (Pakistan), Mr, Alzamora (Peru),

Mr. Al-Rawari (Qatar), Mr. Sarre (Senegal), Mr. Manley (South Africa),

Mr., Wijewardanel {Sri Lanka), Mr. Abdoun (Sudan), Mr. Al-Atassi (syrian arab

Republic), Mr. Rouassi (Togo), Mr. Mestiri (Tunisia), Mr. Turkmen (Turkey),

Mr. Kibedi, (Uganda), Mr. Oudovenko (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic),

Mr. Bui Xuan Nhat (Viet Nam), Mr. Pejic (Yugoslavia) and Mr. Mudenge (Zimbabwe)

took the places reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): 1In accordance with a .

decision taken by the Council at its 2740th meeting I invite the President and
delegation of the United Nations Council for Namibia to take a place at the Council

table.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Zuze (Zambia), President of the United

Nations Council for Namibia, and the other members of the delegation took a place

at the Council table.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): 1In accordance with a

decision taken at the 2740th meeting,' I invite Mr, Gurirab to take a place at the

Council table.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Gurirab took a place at the Council '

table.

The "PRES IDENT -(inter:pretation from French): The Security Council will
now resume its considetatioh of the item on its agenda.,
I -shall now make a stafement in my capacity as representetive of Bulgaria,
Three major internationai events took place in 19-86-. the International
Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, held in Vienna; the Eighth

Conference of»Heads' of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held in

Harare; and the fourteenth special session of the General Assembly on Namibia.
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(The President)

Those three events and the consideration of"tﬁié'ifem’by the forty-first session of
the GenetalyAssembly are striking testimony of the fact that fhe majbtityﬁof"étates
Members of the United Nations and the international community are determined to
make every effort and to take all measures under the Charter to bring‘abOutléhé
immediate Qténtihg of independence to Namibia;’;Thoée'eVehts and the present
deliberations have shown theléteat‘tesponsibili£y of'thé Council to reach a final
:solution to this problem. | |

. The Pebple's Republic'df”éuldaria believes that ih.out consideration of this
cuestion we should be guided by the Charter ofbthe'btganization,ithe decisions of
thé Security Council and the conclusions and recommendations formulated by the
' international comhunity'in those highly prestigious and representative forums to
which I have referred. I will simply note that they share_high hopes that the
Securify Council will discharge its obligations undei Chapter VII of'thé'Chattet
and that it will make a decisive contribution to the peaceful settiement of the
question of Namibia.

It is high Eime to act accordingly. 'Almost every1year since 1966, the General
Assembly has adopted resolutions on the independence of Namibia, condemning the
policy of Pretoria. The Security Counéii, for its‘part, has adopted a numbet of
resolutions in order to ensure the implementation of the decisions of our
‘Organization. Of parficular importance here are resolutions 385 (1976), and
435 f1978), which set forth a plaﬁ and specific ways for bringing about the
independence of Namibia. There are also numerous resolutions adopted by the
Organization for-African Unity (OAU) and the Declaratiohs of the Non-Aligned
Movement calling for the immediate liberation of the country which has endured too
much suffering. The‘political, legal and moral obligations émanating from these

decisions are not auestioned by any State Member of the United Wations.
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(The President)

These resolutions and‘decisions ghich have emanated from ghelvniged Nations N
and the most prestigious‘and tepreséntative reéional organizations:as well as
movements recognized by the whole‘world have, ﬁowever,rnot been enough to’make
South Africa put an end to its qqlonigl‘domina;iqn over‘Namibia, where the
situation is getting worse all the time, Ttue to fo;m,iPretoria has been using ‘
militafy and police terror to stifle the natiopal_libetation sftuggle of the
Namibian people led by the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the
sole legitimate\representativg of that people, apd thus perpetuate its domination.
Furthermore the territory of Namibia is being usgd to commit acts of aggression
against neighbouring front-line States,

The international community is therefore quite right to describe ﬁhe policy of
the racist régime as aggression not merely against the Namibian people but also
against the whole of southern Aftica, aggression that inevitably endangers
inte¥nationa1 peace and security. That is another reason to bring to bear, in
keeping with the United Nations Charter, the éntire’responsibility of the
Security Council and to adopt urgent measures to curb aggression and to give
independence to Namibia.

Here I wish to state that the pgople and the Government of Bulgaria ehtirely
support the just struggle of the Namibian people for national liberation under the
leadérship of SWAPO. We will continue to give it our unreserved support so that it
can achieve independence. We also support the struggle of the front-line States to
repel South Africa's aggression, We welcome the statement made in the Council by
the Secretary for Foreign Affairs of SWAPO as well as his thorough analysis of the
current situation in Namibia. | |

The stark contrast between the existence of an internationally acceptable

comprehensive legal and pdlitical basis for gtanting>Namibia independence and the
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(The President)

real situation in,southern‘Africa is not due simply to racist‘Pretoria's refusal to
give up its colonial possession. It is no secret that the assistance and support
that Pretoria receives from its allies in.the political, economic, military,
nuclear and other fields are the main obstacles to Namibian independence and,
encourage racist South Africa® s arrogant behaviour vis—é—vis the international
communityland‘the_United Nations._ The international‘corporations are plundering
the human and material resources of Namibia. The marriage of convenience betveen
the imperialist monopolies and the repressive authorities of South Africa enable it
to continue to occupy Namibia to this day and terrorize southern Africa. That is
nothing new; we are not the first or the only ones to say so. The majority of
Member States of the United Nations recognizevthis.

The international community strongly rejects any so-called laws and
proclamations, includinc constitutional and,electoral plans, proCIaimed by the
illegal régime of occupation in Namibia to perpetuate South Africa's domination
over that Territory. They are illegal acts that are null and void, We would have
the same view of any attempt by South Africa to annex Walvis Bay and the islands
that belong to Namibia.
| At the same time we will continue to call for the unconditional implementation
of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which is the only valid basis for a
peaceful solution to the aquestion of Namibiar' Such a settlement is a
decolonization issue, and has nothing to do with the presence of Cuban troops in
Angola. I should like to say here that we entirely share the view of the
Secretary-General expressed in his report on the implementation of
resolutions 435 (1978) and 439 (1978) when he says he does not recognize the
validity of this pre-condition and cannot accept it as a pretext to delay any

further the independence of Namibia.
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{(The President)

Here it is app?opriate to state that we inaignantly reject the brutal threat
hurled at the Security Council by the representative of South Africa in his
statement. The failure of the three apptoaches'to resolve the auestipn of Namibia
formerly applied by some countries and the trouble thus caused me;ely increase our
conviction that there is no alternative to mandatory sanctions under Chépter VII of
the United Nations Charter. I wish to state that at.  its session last year the
General Assembly adopted a resolution sta;ing, inter alia, that:

"... comprehensive and mandatory’sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter

are the mést effecﬁive peaceful measures to ensure the compliance of -

South Africa with the resolutions énd decisions of the United Nations on the

question of Namibia.," (General Assembly resolution 41/39 B)

In that resolution of November 1986 the General Assembly appealed to the Security
Council to adopt such sanctions.

The effectiveness of comprehensive mandatory sanctions should not be doubted
by anyone. The recent colonial past in Africa has given us an example in which
such a ptqcedure produced positive fesults - in former Southern Rhodesia.

My country entirely shares the conviction that in the prgsent situation the'
adoption of comprehensive mandatory sanctions is the most direct way to Namibian
independence. Such a solution would promote not only the triumph of a just cause
but also the elimination of the danger to international peace and security.

For all those reasons the'delegation of Bulgaria supports the draft resolution
before the Council and will vote in favour of it.

I now resume my functions as President.

The representati#e of Cuba wishes to speak in exercise of the right of reply.

I invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): In hjs
stétement this morning, the representative o£ the'United étates, Mr, Walters,
attempted once again to distort fact and reality with the oby;ous purpose of
confusing the international comﬁunity and world public opinion. His words should
not go unanswered.

I wish to add as a pa;enthetiéal comment that,.with respéct:to Cuba, it seems
the representative of the United States, from his position as‘ambassadpr, is trying
to achieve what he was unable to achieve duiing his years as Assistént Director of
the Central Intelligence‘Aggncy.

Mr. Walters' gross distortion of Ptesidént Fidél Castro's S£a;ementyin Harare -
can deceive no one. In his statement to the Eighth Summit Confe:epce of Heads of
State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries - Which, it is worth recalling;
was held in September, not December, as the reﬁresenﬁa;ive o: the ppited States
said - President Fidel Castro said: |

- "Apartheid is a direct conseauence of the colonial'system, of the brutal way
in which}the peoples of Africa wete'fotcibly plundered of thei; land and

- natural resources and their children enslaved and sold afpund the world.

: Agarthéid has managed to maintain itself only thtpugh the support of the

~ United States and the countries of NATO, which see South Africa as a strategic
ally, as a source of raw materials, as a market for 1nvéstm¢nts and the juicy
profits of the transnational corporatiohﬁ; at the expense of the blood and

. sweat of millions of Africans."
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(Mr. Nufiez Mosquera, Cuba)

later in the éanie statement, President Fidel Castro. said,

"Our sdi'idarii:y with the African liberation movement and its heroic stand
againét col‘d:ialvi'sm, apartheid and racism is not merely verbal. In thé.
strugéle aga‘ihst”?értuguese colonialism, Cuban revolutionaries fought
alongside Amilcar Cabral and Agostinho Neto in Guinea Bissau and Angola; some
gave their lives for that nobie cause. When in 1975 South Afr j.ca invaded
Angola, occuféYing more than half‘i‘ts territory, even though an ocean sepatates
Cuba from Af"r:’ida, Cuban 1ntérhation‘a'lis’,t’ fighters struggled togéthe; with
‘their hetoic Anéolan brethren against the racist troops and drove them back
more than 800 kilometres to the border of Namibia, thus showing the world that
the éoldiei:s 6f South Afri.ca‘,‘ .1ike'those of Hi(:ler, are very far from being -
invincib le. |

"Despi te the enormous effort this‘mevant for our small 'coﬁntty, a
contingent of tens of thousands of Cuban internatimalis't‘ fighters has stood
guard for 10 years, together with‘ thé glorious Angolan armed fbrces, to ensure
that the evéni:s. of 1975 are not tépeated.

"Our do-bperation wit.h Africa is not solely military. More than 15,000
young Africans are studying in our country free of charge, and thousands of
Cuban physiciakns, teachers, tech.nici.ans and wor kerg are freely lending their
services ‘cn that continent. »Méte thén 250,000 of our canpatrioté have carried
out missions in Africa as fighters kor civilians ptoviding assistance. These

- efforts, carried out in solidarity and absqlutely disinterestedly, disturb the
Sleep of the Yénkee 1mperialists and the South Aftican racistsy they cannot
imagine that countries that yestérday had been comueﬁed, colopized and

- enslaved can now engage in such co-operation and raise such an impenetrable

barrier against aggression.
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(Mr. Nufiez Mosquera, Cuba)

"Both the fankee imper ialists abnd‘ the Sodth African racists are doing
everything in theic power to bring ébout the withdrawal of Cuban
internationalist troops from Angola, attempting to make the independence of
Namibia conditional upon this. The 'vaernments of Angola and Cuba have
responded by common agreement: Implement resolution 435 (1978) on Namibia,

 cease threats of aggression agéinst Angola, halt the dirty war and the suppor t
for mercenary bands, and the gradual, progressive withdrawal of 20,000 Cuban
fighters who are defending strategic lines in southern Angola will begin. The
remainder of the Cuban military personnel will be withdrawn, unconditionally,
only whén the sovereign Governments Of‘Angola and Cuba see fit.

"The true Kkey to the question is that so long as apartheid exists in
South Aftica, £0 long as that country is ruled by a racist fascist Government,
there can be no security for Angola or for any other country of southern
Africa, ar;d the independence of Namibia.can' be no more than a fiction.

"Therefor‘e, I can declare here categorically that the presence of Cuban
troopé in Anéola is based on principles-, it is not motivated by any Cuban
national interests or questions of prestige. ‘When apar theid is‘ ended, when
the racist régime of s3lith Africa ceases to exiét, no country will feel
threatened, Namibia will immediately become independent, and there will bo
need for a single Cuban soldier and it will be possible to begin immediateblf
the total withdrawal_ of Cuban troops from Angola. Of course, Angéla, whose
sovereignty we have respected and will always respect with total loyalty, can
decide at any time whether ot not it requires our military personnel there.
What I have just stated is our willingness. to keep troops in Angola so long as

apartheid exists in South Africa."
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{(Mr. Nufiez Mosquera, Cuba)

The manipulative and unforthcoming nature of the statement of the
representativé of the United States are thus obvious. Yet it is worth recalling
that the Cuban troops went to Angola to figl’_nt against armed aggression by the
apartheid régime at a time when United States support for that aggression through
the Central Intelligence Agency - of which Mr. Walters was Assistaht Director -~ was
Clear. |

If it is true that, as the representative of ‘t.:he United States said, they want
to see the end of apartheid, we might wonder why they continue to veto“' the
imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions againstA the South African racists.
why do théy try to impede the implementation of tht_-: United Nations plan for Namibia
with arguments that have béen repeatedly rejected by everyone? Why do they
continue collaborating with the Pretoria régime in the economic, political and
military spheres, including the nuclear 'spher‘e, contrary l;o the wishes of the
African peoples to ensure that their continent should be a dendclearized continent?

This morning's statement by Mr. Walters was intended to divert attention from
the United States Administration's continuing support for the Pref:oria racists in
violation of the wishes and decisions of the United Nations. That is the behaviour
of those who are seeking to block this Organization from carrying out effective
work,

But the Namibian people, under the quidance of its sole,’legitimate
representative, thé South West Africé PeOpLe's Organization (SWAPO), has shown the
world its determination to fight for its‘independence. That determination, and the
ul timate victory, which is already in sight, cannot be denied by Yankee vetos in
the Security Council. wWhen a vigorous, virile people, such as the Namibian people,
struggles with all its might for independence, the manipﬁlations, distortions, lies

and cynicism of infamous CIA agents are of no avail.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French)- It is my understanding that

.the Security Council is ready to vote on the draft resolution before it. ’If i hear
no objection, I shall put the draft resolution to the vote.‘ | |
| There being no objection, it is so decided.
I shall call upon members of the Council wishing to make a‘statement before
the vote. . | R | ’ .
| Mr, BUCCI (Italy). Mr, President, it is a pleasure‘and‘an'honour for my
delegation to welcome you and your country, Bulgaria, to the 1eadership of the:
Council. In congratulating you I should like to recall here your long mission inv
my country, which left us with good memories of your talent and friendship. I am
certain that the Security Council will derive great benefit from your expert
'guidance and from your outstanding personal capacities.
| 1 should like to address a grateful thought to Ambassador Marcelo Delpech
colleague and friend, who directed our work during the month of March with great

care, leadership and dedication.
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(Mr. Bucci, Italy)

The questionbcf Namibia once again appears before the Secnrity Council. This
is happening just a few weeke after this same Council hac a debate on apartheid.
And it is apartheid which‘is tne reai prcblem, the problem at the very heart of the

‘crisia which torments eouthernyafricar | o | k |

The situation ofVNamibia is one of those which recur before both the General
Assembly and the Security Council. And yet, in spite of the efforts of the |
Assembly and the Council, progress has not been made. On the contrary - and we saw
this in regard to agartheid during our discussion in February - if there have been
any changes, they have been, if anything, for the worse rather than for the better.

On Namibia we have: received a new report from the Secretary-General. It is
dated 31 March 1987 and is contained in document S/18767. It is not edifying to
read this document. It shows the persistence of great obstacles to the
implementation of:resolution 435 (1978). ‘These obstacles maintain the deadlock in
the process of 1ndependence more}than 20 years after the adoption of resolution 7
2145 (XXI) by the General Assembly at its twenty-first session, and almost 10 years
after Secnrity Council resolution 435 (1978) was adopted. '

This'ia the reality: there has been nc‘improvement in ali these years;
Namibia is not an independent State; the will of the United Nations, while
repeatedly expressed, is disregarded; Namibian territory is used to conduct
military operations; At the end of 1985 it seemed that an agreement was in sight

~on the principle of the elections foreseen by Security Council resolution
435 (1978). These elections should haye been held under a.propbrtional system,
But then everything was up for>discussion again. No agreement was possible on a

cease-fire and therefore it was not possible to proceed to the other measures which
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(Mr. Bucci, Italy)
are necessary in order to implement resolution 435 (1978); including the setting up
of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

I believe that the time has come to recognize that this picture casts a shadow
upon the credibility of each of the organs of the United Nations. The current
situation in Namibia constitutes a flagrant violation of a people’s right to
‘independence, and a flagrant violafion of the principle of self-determination. It
© perpetuates a coldnial situation iﬁ an era - the second half qf this very century -~
whose major feature is p?ecisely decolonization, a great process for which our
Otganization is the legitimate and the most representétiQeAforum.'

The violation of human rights perpetratedithrough apartheid, in.South Africa
and in Namibia, inevitably paves the way to violence. We céuid even say that
apartheid is an inherently violent policy, inside énd putside Sdﬁth Africa.
| Indeed, the defence of the agaftheid régime cannot be, and in fact is not, merely a '
passive fact. The pre-emption of the threats which hang ovér that tégimé leads to
initiatives which turn into aggressive measures. South Africa itself suffers;
Namibia suffers also, as the launching ground for ope:ations which are said to be
for defence ~ defence so active as: to materialize in acts of aggression.

The mandate entrusted to the Secretary-Geheral - as his report states - cannot
be carried out, because of the guestion of thg linkaée objected to by the
Government of South Africa. My delegation believes that a Member State should not
be allowed tO'iﬁpede the implementatibn of reéolutioh 435 (1978) on the pretext of
the presence of foreign troops in Angola. That fact, in our opinion, has nothing
to do with that resolution, which has to be implemeﬁted regardless of any linkage
with issues concérning third States.

Almost 10 years after resolution 435 (1978) was adopted, it is not possible to

stage these debates tépeatedly without turning them into a ritual which endangers
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(Mr. Bucci, Italy)
the political credit of the Security Council and therefore of the Uniteé Nations as
a whole. As with apartheid, so the case of Namibia - which is a conseduence of
apartheid - now reaquires a firmer attitude.

None the less, before we have recourse to a meqhanism of comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions, which would represent a final option, we would have pteferred
that a further mandate be entrusted to the Secretary-General. Unlike what happehed
in the past, this‘time the mandate should have bgen accompanied by a specific_
deadline, at the expiration‘of which, if resolution 435 (1978) were not
implementéd, the sanctions would have become oéerational. ‘

. Indéed, the draft resolution_presénted to the Security Council does not give
due attentién to the very importént'rple played, throughout the vicissitudes of the
Namibia issue, by the Secrétaty-General.‘ Furthermore, no appropriate
acknowledgement is given of the fact that in his report the Secretary-General
himseif has called for a further e¢ffort to achieve the emplacement of the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group. In our opinion, mandatory:sanctions could
come into consideration only in the frame oﬁ a more active diplomatic process.

For those reasons, the Italian delegation intends to abstain.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative

of Italy for the kind wotds he addresséd to me.

Mr. BLANC (France) (interpretation from F;ench): For reasons that my
delegation has mentioned man& times;,Ffance‘doés not support the adoption of
coﬁprehensive mandatory sanctions. We prefer, bec#use‘they are more effective, the
gradual and limited measures which France has been implementing with its partners
in the Buropean Community'and which, while exerting increasing and indeed major

pfessdte on the Government of Pretoria, allow for dialogue, without which there can

.be no peaceful sclution in South Africa.
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(Mr, Blanc, France)

None‘the'less,_my delegation'vishes to stress the very specificbnature of the
question of Namibia. Everyone tnows that my cOuntry, which has been actively
associated with the efforts‘to achieve the‘full independencekof that Territory,
suspended its participation in the contact group, which we felt had completed its
work and should have set about implementing the settlement plan, without adding
conditions extraneous to its mission. - ‘ |

Since it suspended participation in the contact group, my country, when it has
not felt that it could vote: in favour of texts concerning Namibia, has abstained -
particularly during votes in the General Assembly. In accordance with the logic of
that position - which seeks to preserve the possibility of ny’ country s once again,
in due course, playing its proper role in ‘the process of Namibia's accession to A
independence - the Prench delegation will abstain in the vote on the draft

resolution now before the Council

. Mr. LAUTENSCHLAGER (Federal Republic of Germany): Before I'explain our’

position on the draft resolution before us, let me conment very briefly on certain
allegations by the Chairman of the Special Committee against Apartheid with regard
to the implementation of the arms embargo against ‘South Africa.

- It is well known that the Federal Government instituted investigations as soon
as it gained knowledge of the illegal supply of blueprints to SOuth Africa. These
.investigations are still in progress. The result will be transmitted in due-time
to competent bodies of the United Nations. One point, however, is already_clear:
no illegal supply to South Africa was ever approved by the Federal Government,
either in an explicit or in a tacit manner. ‘Also, I should like to stress that the

United States air traffic embargo is in no way undermined by us.
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(Mr. Lautenschlager, Federal
Republic of Germany)

I should now 1ike to explain ourvvote on the draft resolution before us. We.
share the political goal that was reaffirmed by virtually all Speakers in the
course of this debate in the Security Council: the independence of Namibia, based
on the exercise‘of the rignt of the ﬁamibian people to self—determination, has to
be realired nithout delay. fhe 6nited Nations settlement plan and, in particular,
Security COuncil resolution 435 (1978), are the univerally recognized way for
Namibia to gain independence. We are deeply disappointed by the delay which has
occurred in implementing that resolution., But we continue to feel that
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa would not speed up the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978). On the contrary, they could foster
increased confrontation and hardening of positions on the question of Namibia. We
therefore cannot support the draft resolution before us.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I shall now put the draft

resolution to the vote.

A votevwas taken by show of hands.
In fauour: Argentina, Bulgaria, China, Congo, Ghana, Union of Sovietl
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela, Zambia
Againstr German}, Federal Republic of, United Kinngm of Great Britain
and ﬁortnern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: France, Italy, Japan

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The result of the voting is

as follows: 9 in favour, 3 against and 3 abstentions. The draft resolution hasi
not been adopted, owing to the negative vote of a permanent member of the”Security
Council.

I shall nowicall on those representatives who have asked to be allowed to make

statements after the voting.
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Mr. GBEHO (Ghana): If I have asked to speak at this unusual time it is
in order to add a brief epilogue to this historic debate on behalf of the African
Group of States at the United Nations.

The arguments against apartheid, the illegal occupation of Namibia and the
unacceptable delay in impiementing Security Council resolution 435 (1978) have been
presented ss lucidly and as persuasively as we can present them, and we note with
satisfaction that almost all delegations which'spoke'in the debate have supported
us. The outcome of the vote the Council has just taken is, regrettably, such as to
make impossible all the aetioh conteﬁpleted in the matter. 'The unique veto
mechanism of the Security Council has itonidally ensured that South Africa's.
interests are protected and Namibians condemned yet again to life in bondage until
those who see eye to eye with the racist Pretoria régime will Namibia's freedom.

The very large sumbet of participants in thetdebate and the near unanimity in
the condemnation of South Africa's role in delaying self-determinatiOn for
Namibians, not to mention the keen support for the imposition of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions against the racist Pretoria tégime, are eloauent and comforting
testimony to the importance attached to the consideration of the issue by the
Council.

On behalf of the African Group of countries at the United Nations I wish to
place on record my thanks and appreciation for the effort of all those who sooke in
favour of the interest of Namibians and,agsinst subjugation and political
chicanery. As for those who voted against tﬁe draft resolution submitted by the
non-aligned members, we can only hope that they will eventuailyeaccept the verdict
of history. We expected their non-co~operative posture - indeed, we have come to
associate them with that attitude. We saw similar postures sttuck in the past when
the struggles for the'ihdepeodence of Mozambiaue, Angola, Guinea-Bissau and many

other colonial Territories were being waged. Today, they are unable to defend the
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past refusal activel§ to facilitate the independence of those erstwhile
Territories. They merely added to the pain of millions of colonial peoples for
reasons of profit and military solidarity. |

While we acknowledge the legal validity of the uée of the veto in the Council,
will those permanent members who cast the negative votes blame us for concluding
that the veto has been again deliberately called upon to ptevent the Council from
reaching the only conclusion possible, the implementation of resolution
435 (1978)? Will they take issue with us Qhen we infer that they have pﬁt the
interest of a few thousand of their kith and kin residing and operating in Namibia
over those of the overwhelming majority of Namibians? Will they be sincerely
surprised at our deauction that they have put the interests of DeBeers,
Apglo-American Corporation, Rio Tinto Zinc and other g;eedy and callous
transnational corporations above the sacred and inalienable rights of Namibians?
We wonder what world or civilization this is that puts the greed for profit and job
opportunities of the minority before the freedom and human rights of millions of
fellow human beings. Again, history will be the judge.

When the founding fathers of our Organization endowed the Security Council
with the veto mechanism they did so, inter alia, to ensure the stronge#t consensus
for decisions on-substantive questions. What has happened with the veto today, in
ou; view, is a negation of the lofty hopes that gave birth to that unique
decisiop-making mechanism, Today a few havé employéd tﬁe véto, knowingly or
ﬁnknowingly,~to prevent action in realizing the Charter objéctiveéw of fréedom, of
independence and of sovereignty. The veto has'Seen used, perhaps inadvertently, to
protect a mischievous State which all permament membets.of the Council agree needs

to be disciplined.
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I beg to recall that paragraph 1l of the Declaration on the Granting of

Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples - or General Assembly resolution
1514 (XV) - declares that:.
"The subjection of peoples to alien subjugation, domination and

: -exploitation constitutes a denial of fundamental human rights,:.is contrary to

the Charter of the United Nations and is an impediment to the promotion of

. world peace and co-operation.”
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Operative paragraph's.of the same Declaration reauires that:

| "Immediate steps shall bevtakén, in Trust and Non-Self-Governing
Territories or al; other territories which have ndt yet attained independence,
to transfer all powers to the peoples of thoée territoiies, without any
conditions or'reservations, in accordance with their freely expressed will and

desite.;.'.i(General,Assembly resolution 1514 (xV));

It is these prindiples, considered together with the principles in the Chartér
and the Universal Declaratioh.of Human Rights, it is the attainment of these
inalienable rights of Namibians that the,negativg votes of permanent members have
today frdstrated, and we make a d;stinction on this:occasiqn between a negative
vote and an abStention,‘ For while the igtter - an‘absention - was unable to-
‘support our proposed sanct1§ns as a'means’of putting pressure on South Africa,
those who cast 5 negative vote must have known that this would counteract the
unambiguous will of the overwhelming majétity in the Cduncil and in the
international community.. ‘

In our view, theréfote, the negatiye votes today have served only,thé purpose
of making Pretoria prbud of ifs friends, because it is after all a cardinal policy
objective of the racist Pretoria régimé to pteservé the United sStates-United
Kingdom veto in the Security Council against economicysancﬁions.-'

it is a matter of distress to the African States Members of the Organization
to have had one mofe hope. in the Security Council destroyed. The proposals
presented have been rejected without so much'is a dialogue'with the authors on
their demerits, if any. ‘It was as if it had been the wish that the proposals would
not fail to provide the excuse to‘itigger tﬁe veto. We ask: how long will‘this go
on and how much suffering by ﬁamiﬁians will finally make ghe heért‘bleed fbt them?

Is it nothing to you that Namibian men, women‘and éhildren are dying from
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exploitation and brutality? Do the voices of the overwhelming millions all round
the world, calling in unison for sanctions against an 1n£ernationa1 condemned
régime not turn your hearts? AAre you the same States that called for sanctions
because people were imprisoned somewhere in eastern Europe? Again, history will be
the judge. |

For the moment, allow me, on behalf of the African Group, to renew again our
unflagging solidarity with the South West #frica People's Organization (SWAPO), the
sole legitimate representative of Namibians. SWAPO may have been unsuccessful this
round, but it ‘has certainly not lost the struggle. The fight must continue, and .
victory is certain because its cause is just and the international community, save -
a few, is morally and politically committed to supporting the independence of
Namibia.

The African Group is more‘than grateful to all the other‘delegations which
participated in the debate in order to make the voice of justice heard. To the
members of the Council who by theii votes uﬁderscored the importance of the
immediate implementation of resolution 435 (1978), we remain eternally grateful.
Africa will again call on your understandihg‘and'support in the hope of setting
Namibia free.‘

Mr. WALTERS (United States of America): fhe Cuban representative's
tasteless peréonél attacks on me 4o not warrant more than categorical rejection,
and I reject them. They add nothing to our debate except the artificial injection:
of unfounded, untruthful and unacceptable allegations.

We are proud of our role in elaborating :ésolution 435 (1978). We believe the
search for a peaceful solution is the frue vocation of this institution. We ghall

continue to seek a peaceful and just solution to the problem of Namibia.
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Mr, BIRCH (Unitedfkingdom)° The reptesentative of Ghana, on béhalf of
the Atrioan Group of States, has just made a number of charges against the motives
‘of my country in voting against this draft resolution, charges that are totally
.“incorrect. I should like to emphasize that we share, with all delegations which
have spoken in this debate,'thefsame'ooheern, the same'objective towards Namihia,z
which is that resolution 455‘(i§78jfshould‘be 1mplemented. We have the same
conceth for thevpeople of Namibia. ﬂhere we differ is over the means of achieving
it, ane this is a perfeotiy‘leeitimate difference of opinion.

v'This has been a long debate, and I do not propose to go over those arguments
again, but 1 shouid like to cbmmend the represehtative of Ghana, and any others who
have misﬁnderstood our‘position, to look>agaih at the statement that I made this
morning. |

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab,

Secretary for Foreign Affairs of the SOuth.West Africa People's Organization
(SWAPO), to whom the Council has extended an 1hv1tation under rule 39 of its
provisional rules of procedure at,the 2740th meeting, wishes to make a further
statement. With the consent of the Council, I now call on him.

Mr. GURTRAB: I have already saié in my substantive statement of 6 April
all I had set out to say in the debate. I.do not intend to cover that ground
again, Suffice it to say here that I heard nothing new, I witnessed nothing in
terms of progress in the position, collectively or severally, taken by the Western
members of the Council about whom I said quite a lot in my statement. Therefore, I
will not retract a word of that statement. |

The hour of decision came and we have got the predictable results. Once agaih
the same countries elected to stand in isolation in defence of apartheid,
nothwithstanding their passionate claims to_the,contraty, and 1n'opposition to

Namibia's independence. Their vetoes can for now, and perhaps for many years to
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come, obsttuct thé will of the majority in the cOuncil.l,But vetoes cannot suppress
the will and determination of our people to free themselves. o

At tpg,same‘time; we will not be deterred in_our,eﬁforts continuously to hold
the.Secu:ity‘Coqpcil responsible to its solemn undertaking for the implementation
éf resolution 435;(1978); without any further .delay or prevarication, The._h
statement made the other day by the,Boef spokesman of apartheid South Africa, apart
from being the .usual diatribe, was‘essentiallyﬂa'sihister.and cynical play to the
gallery and the all-white so-called democratic elections to be held next month in
Pascist South Africa. We dismiss it with the contempt it deserves. I should like,
however, td caution:the Council not to treat lightly but to heedA:he th;eatv
contained in the conclusion of his statement‘ébou;,ah imminent uﬁilatgral

declaration of independence in Namibia, -
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‘fﬁélcduncil'Shéuld prepare itself to be able to feSpond~1h-a‘pfompt and
effective manner in such an eventuality.

'ﬁithvrégafd to the stStements made and explanations of vote braffeted by the
vet§ wielders and their collaborators in the Council, I can only say to them that
more than 15 yéérs'of my tour of dutj'at the United Nations’aS'swAPo's“chief'
representative made me realize that the only noteworthy.change in their positions.
is in the ‘transiency of their delegates rather than in the substance of the -
poliéies of their Governments.
| 1 fhey invoke lofty ideals in defence of their good faith and sincerity, but
their actions repeated time and again belie their words. Again I witnessed in this
debate mere excuses and hypocrisy. The continuing senseless killing, sufféiing ahd
impoverishment of‘oﬁt people instruct us to continue to point out this ttuth.

For a moment I thought the Permanent Réptesentative of the United States was a
spokesman for the Bothé régime., The theory and ptacﬁice of linkage was given a new
twist with the repeated emphasis on the concept of so;called mutual security and
Pretoria's alieged "legitimate security concerns®. The case was presented in a way
that purports to make us, the victims, and our Angolan brothers and sisters as
being responsible for our own suffering and the devastation caused by Pretoria's
acts of destabilization.and support for. the armed bandifs of UNITA that are now |
receiving miliiaty‘and financial assistance from the United States.

The United StAtes representative ana othets condemned the armed struggle bﬁt
decided to mention nothiﬁg wh#tsoever about Pretoria's huge occupation army apd the
destructidn it continues to perpetrate in Namibia - let alone mention the root
cauées of the colonial conflict in Namibia.

There is a time-tested tradition am&hg African delegétions in the United
Nations in terms of the sponsorship of the representatives of the national

liberation movements to appear before the Security Council. As in the pfesent case,
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it is the African delegations on the Council that request a hearing for the
8pokesmen of the authentic organizations. This has always been the pracéice. The
_féct that non-Afticén delegations on the Council are promoting the case of the
puppet MPC gnoup~shouid;be-inStructive to all as to whose interests they
represent, This group has no separate existehde of its own. It is composed of
Pretoria's quislings, installed on 17 June 1985 ihLNamibia as a’éo~ca11ed_intérim"
- government, which was rejected by the Council in its resolution 566 (1985) as null
and void. ‘

- We are éatisfied about the progress made in the debate. The calibre of the
participants and the quality of their statements were overwhelming and reassuring
to our people, who are waging a just and legitimate struggle for the total
libération of our own country. We are grateful to them all fof reaffirming the
politicgl goal for the debate -~ namely Namibia‘s independence through the:
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

We will now return to our respective zones of combat to continue intensifying
that struggle, including, in particular, ;he armed struggle £ot the achievement of
genuiﬁe independence.

May I express our heartfelt thanks and appreciation to the sponsors of the
draft resolution - namely the delegations of Argentina, fhe’cOngo,_Ghana, the
United Arab Emirates and zambia. We are greatly indebted to them and to 511 the
~other delegations that voted in favour of it. I trust that, in the future, thosé
States which this time abétained in the voting will be able to join the majority.
We'welcome as.sighificant the position taken by*frénce, Italy and Japan to abstain
in the voting rather than cast a negative vote. |

Wevand some of our friends have‘started reflecting on various ways in which
the Genéral Assembly, in accordance with the United”Nations Charter, may assume

‘extraordinary powers with a view to expediting the implementation of the United:
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Nations plan on Nam{bia, as endorsed in resolution 435 (1978). We shall return to
this august Chamber to ask once again for action. But if the obstruction of the
will of the majority continues to prevail, then we believe the other competent
organs of the United Nations must assume their responsibilities fully. We have
come to believe that Namibia's problem is that important in the United Nations.

When the Secretary~General of the United Nations is in a position to inform
SWAPO that Pretoria is ready to sign a cease-fire, we should be happy to reaffirm
to him our own readiness to reciprocate. We wish him well in his tireless efforts
to this end, and we renew our commitment to resolution 435 (1978).

In conclusion, I thank you once again, Mr. President, for your understanding
and co-operation and for having presided over the affairs of the Council in a
skilful and effective manner.

1987: Year of Rededication to the Struggle.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): There are no further names

on the list of speakers., The Security Council has thus concluded the present stage

of its consideration of the item on the agenda,

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m.




