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INTRODUCTION 

& Security Co&tci.l resolution 253 (1968) 
The first second and third reports of the Committee established in pursuance 

were published on 30 December 1968, k/ 
12 June 1969 2/ and 15 June 1970 a/ respectively. The present report covers the 
Committee's work /gince then/. - 

2. As stated in the third report (paragraph 5), following the expiry of the 
teZ'ms of office of three members of the Committee as members of the Security 
Council, at the end of 1969, consultations were undertaken concerning the 
membership of the Committee and the possibility of its enlargement. These 
.cOnsultations resulted in an agreement which enabled the Committee to continue 
its work and to prepare its third report to the Security Council. However, while 
there was agreement among the members of the Security Council that the Committee 
should continue its work during the first half of the year 1970 with a membership 
Of seven, so that it would prepare its report to the Council as speedily as 
Possible, the members of the Security Council had also agreed that, after the 
Committees s (third) report had been issued, the question of an enlargement of its 
membership would be taken up again for further consideration. k/ 

3. As a result of consultations held after the publication of the Committee's 
third report, the President of the Security Council on 30 September 1970, issued 
a no-t;e 5/ in which he stated that it had been agreed that the Committee as of 
1 October 1970 would be composed of all the members of the Security Council. The 
President of the Security Council further stated that it had also been agreed that 
the Chairmanship of the Committee should rotate every month in the English 
alphabetical order according to the presidency of the Security Council. Finally, 
the note indicated that in agreeing to the enlargement of the Committee, some 
members had expressed certain reservations which were to be stated for the 
record at the following meeting of the Committee which woyld be called in October. 

4. In the course of this meeting which was held on 29 October 1970, some 
delegations, while welcoming the new members, expressed the view that a smaller 
Committee could have worked more effectively. Other members, pointing out that 
the Committee was not called upon to deal merely with technical questions but that 
its work was governed by Security Council resolutions which were political in 
nature, expressed satisfaction at the increased membership of fifteen which, they 
said, was not too large to consider normal Committee matters. 

r/ S/%954. 

2/ - S/9252 and Add.1. 

3/ S/9844 and Add-l, 2, 3. 

4/ - S/9748. 

s/ s/9951 0 
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5. Since the submission of its third report, the Committee has met twenty-nine 
times, In accordance with the decision refirred to above that the Committee’s 
Chairmanship would rotate among its members, the representatives of Spain, Syria, 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) the United Kingdom, the United States, 
Argentina, Belgium and Burundi have acted stlccessively as Chairman of the 
Committee. 
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Chapter I 

WORK OF THE CONNITTEE 

A. Consideration of cases carried over from previous 
reports and of new cases concerning possible 

violations of sanctions 

6. Between the date of submission of its third report on 15 June 1970 and 
1 i>Iarch 1971, the Committee continued examination of thirty-six cases of 
suspected violations of the provisions of resolution 253 (1968) listed in its 
previous report. .L_/ It also considered forty new cases brought to its attention 
as well as information on attempts to evade sanctions. The Committee also received 
information from Governments on action taken by them to prevent violations or take 
action against violators. The present chapter deals with these various aspects of 
the question. 

7. As in the past, whenever the Committee considered that the information 
received was sufficiently reliable, it requested the Secretary-General to 
communicate it to the Governments concerned so that in accordance with 
paragraphs 20 and 22 of resolution 253 (1968) they might provide the Committee 
with any further information available to them. 

8. As a general rule, the Governments infcrmed of possible violations investigated 
the cases referred to them and informed the Committee of their findings. In three 
cases, involving commercial transactions in graphite, meat and wheat, the 
Governments concerned informed the Committee that the goods had been imported 
from or exported to Southern Rhodesia with their knowledge. The Committee 
expressed its particular concern with regard to these cases and decided that they 
should be dealt with separately in the present report. 2/ The same decision was 
taken with regard to a case involving the actual sale of an aircraft to Southern 
Rhodesia in which, however, the Government concerned emphasized that it had acted 
in good faith but had been taken by surprise. 

9. Whenever the information transmitted to the Committee appeared insufficient, 
more details were requested including copies of the commercial documentation 
submitted to the investigating authorities. In that regard, the Committee felt 
that it should receive copies of this 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. 

10. The full text of the original reports and additional information received 
by the Committee in response to its inquiries are contained in annexes I to III. 
The information is briefly reviewed below. 

A! S/9844/Add.2, annex VII. 

2/ See chapter II. 
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(i) Minerals 

11. Concerning shipments of minerals, the Committee pursued the study of eighteen 
cases already mentioned in its last report, It also examined twenty-one new cases. 
Other cases were kept pending either because they concerned specific shipments on 
which'further information was expected or because they referred to general 
transactions regarding certain types of minerals. 

12. The Committee decided that two cases in which the information obtained had 
not, in its opinion, produced evidence that violations of sanctions had actually 
occurred should be considered as closed /cases No. 77 (23) "S.A. Statesmanls and 
No. 87 (28) "Margaret Cord"7. It also decided that three cases involving five 
shipments of graphite imposed with the knowledge of the Government concerned 
/cases No. 38 (56) "Kaapland", No. 43 (57) "TangaE' and No. 62 (58) "Transvaal", 
rKaapland", "Stellenbosch" and "SwellendanLT should be reported upon separately 
(see chapter I Bhereafter). 

13. In twenty-two cases, the Committee was informed that investigations had been 
performed at its request. In nine of these cases, the Governments concerned 
indicated that the commercial documents presented to the Customs authorities had 
established that the cargoes were of South African origin (in seven cases), 
Iranian origin or Llozambique origin. In the thirteen others the replies received 
stated solely that the shipment "was not of Southern Rhodesian origin", that 
"no irregularities had been found" or that the documents provided "did not show 
any indication of evasion of sanctions". These last thirteen cases were the 
following: 

No. 17 (9) "Gasikara", No. 25 (10) "Batu", No. 31 (11) "Ville de Nantes", 
No. 40 (14) "Ville de Rheims", No. 55 (15) "Gunvor", No. 59 (17) shipments 
of ferrochrome "Nijkerk'l, No. 79 (24) "Schutting", No. 80 (25) s%lostertor'9, 
No. 84 (27 "Johs Stove", 
"Trautenfels", 

No. 89 (29) "Ville du Havre", No. 95 (30) 
No. 102 (41) "Randfontein", No. 86 (50) "Krugerland". 

14. In most of these cases the Committee considered that the information provided 
to it, although interesting was not sufficient. More details were therefore 
requested including copies of the documentation submitted to the investigating 
authorities. 

15. Although no cases of flagrant violation have been found which could justify 
the cancellation of the contract at the request of the investigating authorities, 
on-e case of cancellation occurred at the request of the South African exporter 
/case No. 46 (48) "Kyotai Marul/. .- 

(ii) Tobacco 

16. No further information has been received by the Committee on cases No. 4 (59) 
iiblokaria", No. 10 (60) "Mohasi", No. 19 (61) "Goodwill" and No. 26 (62) on 
tobacco transactions, in addition to that contained in the Third Report. x/ 

31 S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pp. 74-80 and S/9844/Add.2/Corr.l-3. 
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>L 17. The Committee examined case No. 35 (63) "Montaigle" already reported upon 
in the third report 4/ and the following five new cases: 
NO. 92 (65) 

No. 82 (64) "Elias L.", 
concer&g cigarettes believed to be manufactured in Rhodesia, 

No. 98 (66) 'Hellenic Beach", No. 104 (67) '?Agios Nicolaos" and No. 105 (68) 
"itiontalto" ~ These cases are still under review. 

(iii) Maize .and cotton seed 

18. With regard to maize and cotton seed, the Committee pursued examination of 
case No. 18 (69) already indicated in the third report, 5/ in which the United 
Kingdom Government drew the attention of the Committee on the possibility that 
much of Rhodesia's surplus maize had been exported under false description as 
being of Mozambique origin, It also examined fivesew cases of maize and cotton 
seed exports suspected to be of Rhodesian origin Leases No. 90 (77) 'IVirgy", 
No. 91 (78) "Master Daskalos'l, No. 96 (79) "S.A. Statesman", No. 9'7 (80) 
"Lambros M. Fatsis" and No. 106 (81) "Corviglia'sT-. All these cases are still - 
under review. 

(iv) Wheat 

iz'the Committee /co. 75 (82)T. 
A new case concerning the supply of wheat by Australia has been submitted 

The Committee felt that this case, in which 
the goods had been supplied with the knowledge of the Government concerned, 
deserved special attention. Accordingly it decided to report on it Separately 
together with other similar cases. / 

(v) Meat 

20. No new case concerning suspected transactions in meat has been submitted 
to the Committee since its third report. The Committee pursued examination 
of cases No. 33 (88) "Taveta":, No. 42 (89) srPolanas'I, No. 61 (90) on transactions 
on chilled meat and No. 68 (91) "Alcor'l- In case No. 42 (89) "Polana" concerning 
an import of meat from Southern Rhodesia to Switzerland the Committee, considering 
that here again a shipment had been effectuated with the knowledge of the 
Government concerned,'decided that special reference of it should be made 
together with other similar cases. L/ 

(vi) Sugar 

21. Three new cases concerning sugar transactions have been submitted to the 
Committee ~-Fo. 83 (96) "Angelia", No. 94 (97) "Philomila" and NO. 112 (98) 
'"Evangelos 14.~~~ These cases are still under consideration. The Committee also 
psrsued examination of the following cases already indicated i'n the third report 
/No . 28 (92) "Byzantine Pdonarch", No. 60 (93) "Pilotis", No. 65 (94) "Eleni" 
&td No. 72 (95) "LavrentioszT. 

Y S/9844/Add.2, annex VII,,p. 83. 

5/ S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pp* 83-87. 

s/ See chapter I E hereafter. 

u See chapter I E hereafter. 
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(vii) Fertilizers and ammonia 

22. Regarding the trade in fertilizers and ammonia, the Committee pursued 
examination of cases No. 2 (99) concerning imports of manufactured fertilizers 
from Europe, No. 48 (100) "Butaneuve", No. 66 (102) "Cerons", No. 69 (103) 
"Mariotte" and No. 52 (lOl), which described arrangements made by Southern 
Rhodesia to ensure its supply of ammonia in bulk. Two recent case6 have also 
been submitted to the Committee, case No. 101 (104) in which the United States 
Government informed the Committee of its action taken with regard to a Mozambique 
firm suspected to have violated the sanctions provisions, 8/ and case No. 113 (105) 
concerning shipments of anhydrous ammonia believed to be d&ined to SouthePn 
Rhodesia. Considering the importance of fertilizers to the Southern Rhodesian 
agriculture, the Committee decided that a special study should be made on the 
matter. 91 

(viii) Other cases 

23s In its second and third reports, the Committee referred to information 
supplied by the United States Government indicating that new automobiles of 
foreign manufacture were being assembled and sold in Southern Rhodesia. lO/ 
Further information having reached the Committee that these actions were- 
continuing, the Committee decided that the matter deserved special attention and, 
in connexion with its pursued examination of case No. 9 (106)~ decided that a 
special study should be made of this question. ll/ - 

24. The Committee was_also seized_of a case concerning the supply to Rhodesia 
of cycle accessories LNo, 88 (lOTL/. This case is still pending. 

25. Concerning tractor kits, the Committee pursued examination of case No. 50 
(1.08) already indicated in the third report, 121 - 

26. Another new case submitted to the Comm@.ttee deals with_the supply to 
Southern Rhodesia of a Viscount aircraft Lease No. 67 (llO)/. Noting that this 
aircraft had actually been aelivered to the Rhodesian r&gime, the Committee 
decided that the matter should be dealt with separately, g/ 

27. The Committee also received information about efforts being made by the 
Southern Rhodesia rkgime to obtain traction equipment for incorporation in 
diesel electric locomotives to be built for Rhodesian railways; the attention 
02 all the Governments potentially concerned was drawn to this information 
Lease No. 111 (ill)!. 

28. Finally, a caze concerning exports from Southern Rhodesia of shirts 
93 (113)/ was also submitted to the Committee. The matter is still 

s/ See chapter I B (c) hereafter. 

21 See annex V. 

lO/ - s/g252/Add.l, annex XI, p. 46; S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pp- 124-137. 

w See annex IV. - 
12/ - S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pp. 137-139. 

13/ - See chapter I D hereafter. 



B, Actions taken by States in the field of sanctions ---l_ 

29. (a) In their replies to communications addressed to them for their 
information or comments, various Governments assured the Committee of their 
support for the sanctions provisions detailed in Security Council resolution 
253 (1968). They emphasized‘that since the imposition of the embargo the 
measures which had been adopted at their national level in respect of trade 
with Southern Rhodesia were being strictly enforced. Furthermore, some 
Governments reported also on specific actions taken by them to prevent 
violations of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. 

30. In connexion with case No. 52 (101) co ncerning the possible supply to 
Southern Rhodesia of bulk ammonia as well as equipment for an ammonia synthesis 
plant, the Government of Cyprus informed the Committee that steps had been taken 
to make sure than no applications for the importation"and re-exportation or 
trans-shipment of equipment for ammonia synthesis -plant would be entertained 
before it is established that the final destination of any such goods is not 
Southern Rhodesia. On the same case, the Government of Finland stated that it 
had alerted all the Finnish firms concerned to the possibility that requests 
based partly on erroneous information might be forthcoming in the future; and 
the Japan Machinery Exporters Association published an outline of the note 
verbale of the Secretary-General with enclosure in its professional bulletin. 

31. In connexion with case No. 59 (17) concerning imports of ferrochrome 
from Southern Rhodesia, the Brazilian Government stated that in order to avoid 
the possibility of the fraudulent entry into Brazil of any goods originating in 
Southern Rhodesia, it had decided to re-establish the requirement of a certificate 
of' origin for all goods imported from South Africa, Angola and Mozambique. Such 
certificates would be considered valid only if issued by a Government authority 
of the country of origin, Furthermore, Brazilian consulates in all those areas 
through which merchandise might be shipped from Rhodesia had already received 
appropriate instructions from the Brazilian Government. 14/ In relation to 
the same case the Argentina Government informed the Comm?&ee that in addition 
to requiring certificates of origin for any suspicious cargoes, it had given 
specific instruction to its consulate in South Africa to tighten existing 
precautions in order to prevent any transactions which might even indirectly 
contravene the relevant Security Council resolutions. 

32. In relation to another case of suspected shipment of chrome ares /case NO. 73 
(20) "Selene~~, the Yugoslav Government informed the Committee that ali necessary 
measures were undertaken to prevent the unloading of the suspect cargo at 
Yugoslav ports. In the case of a shipment' of sugar /case No. 83 (96) "AngelialT, 
the Permanent Observer of the Republic of Viet-Nam advised the Committee that 
in view of the lack of co-operation of the Mozambique authorities who had not 
yet supplied the detailed information requested from them concerning the origin 
3f this suspected shipment, the Government of the Republic of Viet-Ns.m might 
zonsider prohibiting sugar imports from Mozambique. 

141 The full text of the reply from Brazil was reproduced in 
locum=t s/gy6o. 
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33. In a case of suspected exports of motor vehicles and motor kits to Southern 
Rhodesia /case No. 9 (106)7, the Committee was informed by the Government of France 
that in accordance with g&ernmental regulation French automobile manufacturers 
not only required of their dealers in countries adjacent to Southern Rhodesia an 
undertaking not to re-export vehicles or parts thereof to that territory, but also 
took the precaution of limiting sales to such countries. The French Government 
had also taken steps to ensure that all manufacturers were aware that violations 
of the provisions of the Decree passed in connexion with this embargo were subject 
to the penalties stipulated in the French Customs Code. On the same subject, the 
Committee was also informed by Japan that the Japanese Government had ascertained 
that all contracts between Japanese automobile exporters and their overseas 
distributors contained a strict territorial clause forbidding the distributors 
to sell outside their own areas. Furthermore, the Japanese automobile exporters 
frequently cautioned their distributors regarding the prohibition against 
re-exporting Japanese motor cars to Southern Rhodesia. Also, the Japanese 
automobile exporters, through their distributors, instructed overseas dealers in 
Japanese cars to make every effort to ensure that the end user would not be an 
inhabitant of Southern Rhodesia. 

34. In connexion with chrome ore, the United States Government, by a note dated 
17 September 1970, informed the Committee that at the time the United States 
implemented Security Council resolution 232 of 16 December 1966 (United States 
Executive Order of 5 January 1967); the United States Government announced that 
provisions would be made to alleviate undue hardship for American firms which had 
legally commenced transactions before United States implementation of the Security 
Council resolution. According to the "hardship" provision, the Treasury would 
"in general licence in those cases where payment had been made by Americans prior 
to 5 January 1967” (date of the Executive Order). The United States Government 
considered that in those circumstances it was consistent with the purpose of the 
sanctions programme to place the illegal rggime in a less favourable position by 
denying it the benefit of keeping both the funds and the goods. In accordance 
with this hardship provision, a case involving the importation of 150,000 tons 
of Rhodesian chrome ore had been found by the Government of the United States to 
qualify since the ore was duly paid for and the funds transferred to Southern 
Rhodesia before 5 January 1967, but similar requests from other firms which had 
applied for import licences but did not qualify were denied. 

35. (b) Furthermore, the Committee received with appreciation information from 
various Governments concerning actions which they had taken on specific cases of 
violations of sanctions. 

36. By notes dated 25 June 1970 and 22 July 1970 respectively, the United Kingdom 
Government reported to the Committee a number of cases in which judicial action had 
been taken against United Kingdom companies, since the illegal declaration of 
independence. Companies and their managing directors had been found guilty on 
eight counts of dealing in goods with intent to evade prohibitions on exports 
to Southern Rhodesia and/or contravening exchange control measures against 
Southern Rhodesia. Fines totalling Estg155.390 (including costs) had been 
imposed in those cases for offences committed during the same period, In addition, 
several individuals had been fined as follows: one individual El,400 in respect 
of an exchange control offence, another one f325 for sending 6250 illegally to his 
brother in Southern Rhodesia, and a third one 2100 with f21 costs for lending 2500 
to a Rhodesian national visiting the United Kingdom. 
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37. In connexion with a shipment of ammonia of United States origin, the 
Government of the United States reported to the Committee on 12 October 1970 that 
a Mozambique firm in Lourenso Marques had been denied all United States export 
licences for an indefinite period for having failed to account for the disposition 
of 20,000 tons of United States origin ammonia which had been exported from the 
United States in May and July 1969. 

38. On 13 January 1971, the Government of the United Kingdom informed also the 
Committee of two new cases in which legal action had been taken. The first was 
against an individual who had been fined the sum of $10 with 210 costs for sending 
electronic components to a friend in Southern Rhodesia. The second, against a firm 
which was fined X22,000 and Z500 costs for exporting carpeting yarn to Southern 
Rhodesia. A joint managing director of this firm was,fined fl,OOO. 

39. The Committee observed that in the period since the beginning of sanctions 
every one of the eight cases in which the United Kingdom Government was able to 
obtain convictions against United Kingdom companies for exporting to Southern 
Rhodesia were in respect of transactions arranged via countries neighbouring 
Southern Rhodesia, i.e., South Africa and Mozambiqc In other words, as the 
result of investigations which it itself initiated, the United Kingdom Government 
was able to prove to the satisfaction of the courts that the firms concerned had 
exported goods to the neighbouring territories knowing that they would be sent on 
to Southern Rhodesia, 

C. Commodities in which,. judcrinrr from a study of the cases in 
A above, there appears to be trade with Southern Rhodesia 

40. There are several commodities in which,, according to the case study in 
part A, there appears to be considerable trade with Southern Rhodesia in 
contravention of resolution 253 (1968) in spite of the efforts being made by 
reporting Governments. 

41. AS regards goods which appear to be destined for Southern Rhodesia, but 

declared as destined for neighbouring countries in southern and eastern Africa, it 
is clear that in some cases the quantities are in excess of the import requirements 
Of those countries. From among the cases considered by the Committee, special 
attention has been devoted to those concerning the automobile industry and ammonia. 
The Committee has requested the Secretariat to prepare detailed studies of all 
that is known Of the trade in these goods, so that these can be circulated to 
those Governments which produce them in order to alert them to the need for special 
Vig ilence. These studies are contained in annexes IV and V, 

42. Furthermore, it is clear to the Committee, on statistical evidence alone, 
that Southern Rhodesia commodities continue to be accepted by reporting Governments 
under the guise of imports from Mozambique and South Africa, or elsewhere in 

. SOUthern Africa, as in the case of tobacco from Malawi. An example of this is t0 
be found in the case of maize exports, The relevant cases of annex I show that the 
purported export of maize from Mozambique greatly exceeds total exports from that 
Country as published in official statistical yearbooks. Considerations of the 
Same nature also apply to mineral exports, especially chrome, lithium ores 
and asbestos. 
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43. In some cases, goods exported from Southern Rhodesia have been imported into 
and allowed to transit through countries on the basis of fraudulent or 
accommodation documents. Without prejudice to the possibility of preparing further 
commodity studies, the Committee believes that reporting Governments will welcome 
further guidance on the considerations to bear in mind when examining suspect 
cargoes. This matter is dealt with in chapter II, section B, of this report. 

D. Transactions conducted without the knowledge of reporting 
Governments 4 

I 44. The Committee feels it necessary to draw the attention of the Security Council / 
' to a case of a transaction with Southern Rhodesia which took place without the 

knowledge of the Government concerned, This is case No. 67, supply of aircraft 
to Southern Rhodesia (see annex II), which shows that an aircraft was sold by 
Middle East Airlines via an intermediary in Mozambique to Air Rhodesia. This 
transaction took placewithout the knowledge of the Lebanese Government, which has 
reported that Middle East Airlines was not aware of the intentions of the 
Mozambique broker. The Government of Lebanon has, when reporting this case 
to the Committee, reaffirmed its intention to implement fully the provisions of' 
resolution 253 (1968). The Committee feels appropriate in connexion with this 
case to draw particular attention to the role which is frequently played by 
intermediaries in support of the Southern Rhodesian rggime's efforts to render 
sanctions inoperative. 

E. Cases of transactions conducted with the consent of reporting 
Governments 

45. In three cases, which the Committee feels it necessary to draw to the 
particular attention of the Security Council, operations have beenconducted with 
Southern Rhodesia by private firms,, the Governments concerned acknowledging in 
their communications to the Committee that these operations were conducted with 
their knowledge and consent, A detailed factual account of the three cases may be 
found in annex III. They consist of the following: 

1. Import of graphite to the Federal Republic of Germany 

46. In paragraph 3 of its third report to the Security Council, the Committee 
expressed its particular concern with respect to five cases involving shipments of 
Southern Rhodesian graphite. These were cases No. 38 "Kaapland", No. 43 "Tanga', 
No. 62 "Transvaal", "Stellenbosch" and "Swellendam". In these cases, the 
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany which had received the shipments, 
informed the Committee by a note of 1.6 January 1970 15/ that the shipments had 
been delivered under a 1964 contract. It added ,thattrade between the Federal 
Republic of Germany and Southern Rhodesia had declined to less than 10 per cent of 
its former volume and was almost exclusively confined to commodities "which are 
not included in the sactions provisionsU and to commodities "covered by old 
contracts". The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany stated that it Wd 

15/ See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, case No. 38 (35). - 
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continue its efforts to help the importing company, which depended upon this type 
of graphite, to reduce or even discontinue imports from Southern Rhodesia, 

47. As indicated in the Committee's third report,, the Secretary-General, at the 
request of the Committee, sent a note dated 29 April1970 asking for an assurance 
that there would in fact be no further importation of such graphite, 

48. Since then, the Committee has received a further communication dated 
16 September 1970 from the Federal Republic of Germany re-emphasizing the 
difficulties of the German company in its efforts to find elsewhere graphite of 
similar specifications, and stating that although the German importers were looking 
for other sources, '%heir negotiations have shown that it is at present not 
possible nor will it be possible for the foreseeable future to obtain the necessary 
quantities elsewhere". 

49. At the request of the Committee, the Secretary-General sent a note verbale 
dated 28 January 1971 to the Federal Republic of Germany, referring to its 
latest reply and informing it that in its next report to the Security Council the 
Committee would have to indicate that for the reasons stated, the import of graphite 
in question had been permitted. 

50. In its reply dated 24 February 1971, the Federal Republic of Germany indicated 
that since the immediate and total discontinuation of imports of natural graphite 
from Southern Rhodesia would endanger the existence of the German company concerned 
and result in the closing down of the Federal Republic of Germany's only graphite 
mine, the company had been continuing its efforts to reduce graphite imports from 
Southern Rhodesia. Despite increasing difficulties to obtain natural graphite 
from other sources it had to a certain degree succeeded in buying such graphite 
from other countries. The German note also pointed out that trade between the 
Federal Republic of Germany and Southern Rhodesia had been reduced from $37.9 
million (import to the Federal Republic of Germany) and $12.17 million (export to 
Southern Rhodesia) in 1965, to $0.6 million and $1.24 million respectively in 1970 
and that further efforts were made to eliminate this last remaining element of 
trade. 

2. Import of meat to Switzerland 

51. As indicated in its third report, 16/ by a note dated 17 September 1969 the 
United Kingdom Government drew the attezion of the Committee on a consignment of 
meat which was allegedly carried from South Africa to Europe aboard the vessel 
"Polana". 

52. AS a result of various requests for information addressed by the Secretary- 
General to all States potentially concerned, it appeared that this consignment of 
meat had been directed to Switzerland. This was confirmed on 2 June 1970 by the 
Swiss Government which, stating that according to the bills of lading submitted to 
the Swiss customs authorities, the merchandise in question was of Rhodesian origin, 

16/ See S/$W+/Add.2 &ase No. 42 (5717. - 
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emphasized that this cargo was "part of the limited trade explained in the note 
which the Permanent Observer a.ddressed to the Secretary-General on 

:s note of 13 February 1967, inter aiia, stated 
verlanil a.q ,q. neuf 

13 February 196'7" 17/. The Swis 
that although for reasons of principle SwitLYIL-+.- _- __ -_-;ral State coula not 
submit to the mandatory sanctions of the United Nations, the Federal Council would ! 

however see to it that Rhodesinn trade was given no opportunity to avoid the 
United Nations sanctions policy through Swiss territory. "It is for that reason", i 

the note added, "that it (the Federal Council) decided, as early as 
17 December 1965, independently and without recognizing any legal obligations to do 
so, to make imports from Rhodesia subject to mandatory authorization and to take 
the necessary measures to prevent any increase in Swiss imports from that territory". 
The Federal Council had therefore decided to restrict imports from Rhodesia 
"limiting them to a level not exceeding the average of the last three years". 

t 
53. At the Committee's request, the Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated ;" 
28 January 1971 to Switz erland inquiring as to whether the documents mentioned in 
its reply of 2 June 1970, together with any other relevant documentation, could i 
be forwarded to the Committee as this documentation would be useful in assisting 
other Governments in preventing future attempted violations. The Secretary-General 
also transmitted in h'ls note verbale the views expressed by the Committee that the 
Government of Switzerland should have the opportunity to send any further comments 
it might wish on the matter. 

54. In his reply dated 22 February 1971, the Permanent Observer of Switzerland 
pointed out the small size of the operation involved and re-stated the position 
of principle of his Government in the matter as contained in the note dated 
13 February 1967 referred to above, the text of which he quoted in its entirety. 

3. Export of wheat from Australia 

55. The Committee, having been informed of press reports concerning the sale of 
Australian wheat to Southern Rhodesia, asked the Secretary-General to request the 
Australian Government for information thereon. 
14 May 1970 from the Secretary-General, 

Replying to the note dated 
the Australian Government confirmed on 

10 July 1970, that Australian wheat had been exported every year since 1965 to 
Southern Rhodesia in amounts varying between 52,782 long tons in 1966/1967 and 
78,958 long tons in 1967/1968. The Australian note pointed out that these exports 
were made under the provisions in paragraph 3 (d) of resolution 253 (1968). It 
further indicated that the increase in exports in 1967/1968 and 1968/1969 was 
due to drought conditions in southern Africa. 

56. When the Committee examined the Australian reply at its 40th meeting, some 
members expressed doub,ts as to the applicability to the case of paragraph 3 (d) 
of resolution 253 (1968) which, inter alia, specifically excludes foodstuffs from 
the scope of sanctions "in special humanitarian circumstancesVv. They emphasized 
that while it was reasonable to speak of special humanitarian circumstances in 

c/ The text of this note dated 13 February 1967 was circulated in document 
s/7781, Official Records of the Security Council, Twenty-second year Supplement for 
January to March 1967, pages 117-118; it is also reproduced in appe&x 1 
hereafter. 
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the event of a natural disaster, Australia had been in fact carrying on a constant, 
active trade in wheat since at least 1965, Moreover, although according to the 
Australian reply, the export figures for the Period 1967/1969 had been higher as 
a result of drought conditions in southern Africa, wheat had been exported in 
significant amounts in lg69/1970 and in previous years as well. It appeared 
therefore that the Committee was dealing not 'with a case of humanitarian assistance 
but with one of normal trade relations which would be at variance with the spirit 
of the Security Council resolution. 

571 Other delegations stated that since the resolution did not clearly define what 
constituted a humanitarian exception, there was room for doubt as to this matter. 
However, it was not the role of this Committee to pronounce whether or not this 
case was genuinely a humanitarian exception but to provide the facts of the case, 
It was agreed that additional information should be requested from the Australian 
Government. 

58. Doubts having also been expressed as to whether the wheat exported from 
Australia to Southern Rhodesia was really intended for immediate consumption and 
not for stockpiling,, it was suggested that statistical information on wheat 
imports to Southern Rhodesia prior to the illegal declaration of independence 
be requested from the United Kingdom to enable the Committee to make comparisons 
with the figures supplied by the Australian Government. 

$9. Accordingly the Committee decided (i) that the United Kingdom Government should 
be requested to supply the Committee with the additional statistical data suggested 
above; (ii) to request the Secretariat to provide available information relating 
to all wheat imports into Southern Rhodesia prior to the illegal declaration of 
independence; and (iii) to inform the Australian Government that the Committee 
intended to report on the matter to the Security Council, inviting any further 
comments the Government might wish to make. 

60. As requested by the Committee, the Secretary-General sent a note verbale 
dated 29 January 1971 to the Permanent Representative of Australia informing him 
that the Committee intended to report to the Security Council on the matter and 
inquiring as to whether the Australian Government had any further observations to 
make on the supply of wheat to Southern Rhodesia, particularly with respect to the 
applicability of paragraph 3 (d) of resolution 253 (1968). 

61, The United Kingdom delegation in the note on statistical data which it 
Provided in accordance with the Committee's request, indicated, inter alia, that 
in each of the calendar years 1964 and 1965, imports by Southern Rhodesia from 
A-tralia amounted to about 65,000 tons, a further 10,000 tons coming from the 
United States. As for the consumption of wheat in Southern Rhodesia it is 
amwoximately 90,000 tons a year. It was estimated that the urban African 
Population (700,OOO) have a total wheat consumption of some 50,000 tons and the 
250,000 Europeans of' roughly 16,000 tons a year while the rural African population 
would absorb the remaining 24,000 tons. The note added that most, if not all, the 
wh@at not imported from Australia is now produced in Rhodesia, 



62. Replyingrby a note dated<19 February 1971to the Secretary-General's note 
of 29 January 1971, the Permanent Representative of Australia stated that it was ; 
the Australian Government's view that the application of sanctions was never 
intended to deprive the Rhodesian population - of whom the overwhelming majority 
are black Rhodesian - of basic foodstuffs. Pointing out further that wheat is an I 
important part of the diet of the majority of the black population of Rhodesia and 
that it is no part of the Australian Government's policy to inflict hardship in 
the indigenous population through its application of sanctions against the @legal 
Smith rggime, the note reiterated Australia's support to the applica.tion of 
sanctibns against Southern Rhodesia and emphasized that Australia had permitted 
the exports of wheat to that country on humanitarian grounds, as provided for in ? 

paragraph 3 (d) of Security Council resolution 253 (1968). 
f 

/ 
63. Some members of the Committee, however, expressed doubts that the delivery of i 
wheat to Southern Rhodesia was of a humanitarian nature, since Southern Rhodesia 
was known to be a net exporter of maize, Because of the opinion of other 
delegations, the Committee did not pass any judgement on the question, leaving it i 
for consideration by the Security Council. 
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Chapter II 

PROCEDURAL ISSUES AND FUTURE WORK OF THE CONMITTEE 

64, In the course of its 38th meeting on 18 January 1971, the Committee considered 
certain procedural issues relating to the conduct of its work, particularly with 
regard to the procedural pattern to be followed when investigations of cases of 
alleged violation of sanctions are requested. 

A. Automatic reminders to Governments 

65. Members of the Committee expressed their concern about the fact that some 
Governments which had been requested to provide information on transactions brought 
to their attention by the Secretary-General had allowed a long period of time to 
elapse before replying. It was pointed out that such delays might seriously hamIlc.l* 
the work of the Committee. 

66. The Committee further decided that a limited period of time should be allowed 
for Governments to send their replies in such cases. After the expiration of that 
period the Secretary-General should, as a matter of routine, address reminders on 
behalf of the Committee to the Governments concerned. The Committee further 
decided that the maximum delay should be set at three months after which a reminder 
should in future be sent automatically, It was specified, however,, that as necessity 
may arise the Committee could establish shorter time-limits'in certain cases. 

3. Ivlemorandum on the application of sanctions in the field of commerce - 

67. As noted in chapter I, section A, the Committee has observed that Rhodesian 
commodities continue to be accepted as emanating from neighbouring territories. 
The statistical evidence in the cases of, for example, maize, tobacco, chrome, 
asbestos and lithium is proof of this; also the fact that Rhodesian meat, 
acknowledged as such by the Government of the importing country, was able to 
transit other countries without the knowledge of the Governments concerned. 

58. The'Committee believes that Governments would welcome a memorandum 
?omplementing the one sent to them by the Secretary-General on 2 September 1969. 
this memorandum would recall the use which can be made of a careful analysis of 
roreign trade statistics and by reference to the various criteria for determining 
;he origin of certain products, It would deal with the attitude to be adopted 
Lowards documentation accompanying goods, and will draw up a list of the 
.nformation which it is suggested that Governments bear in mind when their import 
LWhorities are faced with a suspect consignment9 either as a result of their own 
'hecking'procedures or followin g an intervention on the. part of the Committee. 

9. In this connexion, the Committee noted that information provide<d by 
Wernments in reply to requests for investigation often gave little or no 
Wication of the considerations underlying the conclusions reached. The 
Wtnitt&e felt that whenever an investigation is performed at its request, the 
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inquiring authorities should be requested to provide the Committee with an I 

indication of the considerations on which they have based their findings ad/Or 
copies of the documentary evidence. 

70. A note for Governments covering the above matters is in the course of 
preparation. 

-It;- 



Chapter III 

CONSULAR AND OTHER REPRESENTATION IN SOUTHERN RHODESIA, REPRESENTATION 
OF THE ILLEGAL REGIi'F OF' SOUTHERN RHODESIA IN OTHER COUNTRIES, 

DELEGATIONS AND GROUPS ENTERING OR LEAVING SOUTHERN RHODESIA 

A. Consular Lelations 

71. Prior to the illegal declaration of independence, about twenty countries had 
maintained some form of consular relations with Southern Rhodesia. While some of 
them closed their consulates in protest against this declaration, others did not. 
As indicated in the third report, the Secretary-General sent a note dated 
7 January 1969 to those countries which had not severed their relations with the 
rggime seeking their comments on the matter. 

72. Since then, all the countries with the exception of South Africa and Portugal 
have closed their consular offices in Southern Rhodesia. On 10 March 1970, the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of South Africa announced that South Africa's 
representation would not be withdrawn and added that relations with Southern 
Rhodesia were to remain unbhanged. The South African representative is accredited 
to the "Foreign,W.nister of Rhodesia", not to the "head of State". 

73. On 30 April 1970, the Government of Portugal announced that its Consul General 
in Salisbury would be withdrawn. He left on 9 I'/lay 1970, but the office has remained 
open under an acting Consul General, and consular functions are performed. 

B. Trade promotion teams 

74. In connexion with the question of activities of Southern Rhodesian trade 
promotion teams, the Committee noted information to the effect that such teams' 
have been active in Portugal. Inquiries are being pursued as to similar activities 
elsewhere. 

c. Southern Rhodesian offices abroad 

75. The Committee took note also of information according to which the illegal 
rggime of Southern Rhodesia asserts to have the following missions and offices 
abroad: 

Plissions abroad: Pretoria ("Diplomatic YXssion"), 
Cape Town ("Consulate") 9 
Lisbon ("Diplomatic YIission"), 
Lourenc;o Marques ("Consulate General"), , 
Beira (fsConsulate") 0 j 

Trade missions-: Johannesburg, Luanda. 1 ,, 
: 

Information offices: Washington, D.C., Sydney. '! ,' 
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76. At its 4gt.h meeting held on 21 April, the Committee decided to ask the 
Secretary-General to request further information on the matter from the Governments 
concerned. 

D. Southern Rhodesia and the Olympic Games (1972) 

77. The Committee received information to the effect that the "Secretary-General 
of the National Olympic Committee of Rhodesia" had travelled to Munich to discuss 
Rhodesian participation in the Olympic Games. The Committee, noting that the 
gentleman in question might come within the ambit of operative paragraph 5 of 
resolution 253 (1968), requested the Secretary-General to seek from the Government 
of the Federal Republic of Germany any comments it might wish to make on the matter, 

78. At its 48th meeting9 the Committee received a copy of a note dated 5 April 1971 
from the Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany addressed to the 
Secretary-General for communication to all United Nations bodies dealing with the 
question of Southern Rhodesia and to all Member States. The note stated, inter alia 
that the International Olympic Committee, which was the only body competent to 
decide who should be invited to take part in the Games, had recognized the "National 
Olympic Committee of Rhodesia" and had recommended that it should be invited by the 
Organizing Committee. Consequently the note, while confirming the commitment of 
the Federal Republic of Germany to apply the Security Council resolutions on the 
subject, suggested that any protest against the invitation to Southern Rhodesia to 
participate in the Olympic Games should be addressed neither to the Government Of 
the Federal Republic of Germany nor to the Organizing Committee at Munich, which 
acted on the instructions of IOC. 

79. Considering that if a Southern Rhodesian team were allowed to enter the 
territory of the Federal Republic of Germany for the purpose of participating 
in the Olympic Games various violations of the sanctions might occur, the Committet 
requested the Secretary-General to draw the attention of the Federal Republic Of 
Germany to this aspect of the problem. 



Chapter IV 

AIRLINES OPERATING TO AND FROM SOUTHERN RHODESIA 

110. In its previous reports, the Committee reviewed its inquiries concerning 
airlines which operate to or from Southern Rhodesia or link up with airlines or 

~aircraft registered in Southern Rhodesia, and airlines which maintain agencies in 
the Territory. It then noted that airlines of Malawi, Portugal and South Africa 
continued to operate to and from Southern Rhodesia. 

81. The Committee recalled that in its previous reports it had also noted 
information that airlines of Belgium, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, the 
United Kingdom and the United States were maintaining agencies in Salisbury, 
Southern Rhodesia. The representative of the United Kingdom informed the 
Colnmittee that the representatives of the United Kingdom airlines in Southern 
Rhodesia did not pursue any activity contrary to the provisions of operative 
paragraph 6 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), since they did not sell 
tickets for Air Rhodesia and did not transfer funds to Southern Rhodesia. The 
representative of the United States stated that no United States airline flew to or 
from Southern Rhodesia, and that no funds were transferred in connexion with the 
existence of .3ny airline office, The Government of Belgium acknowledged the 
receipt nf’ the Secretary-General's note. No reply was received from the Federal 
Republic of Germany. l.-/ 

82. Since then Italy informed the Committee by a note verbale dated 
8 January 1971 that all direct air communications between Italy and Southern 
Rhodesia had been broken off and that no civil aviation facilities were granted by 
Italy to Air Rhodesia. Belgium also informed the Committee at its 50th meeting, 
slid later confirmed in writing, that, in compliance with operative paragraph 6 of 
Security Council resolution 253 (1968), the Belgian airline SABENA was not 
operating to and from Southern Rhodesia and was not linking up with any airline 
company constituted or aircraft registered in Southern Rhodesia. 

83. It appears otherwise from the time-table distributed by Air Rhodesia: 
effective 1 April 1971 Air Rhodesia has direct flights to the following cities: 
Johannesburg, 
(14ozambique); 

Durban, South Africa; Lourenso Marques, Vilanoulos, Beira 
Blantyre (Malawi). According to the same times-table connecting 

services exist between Salisbury and Luanda (Angola). 

84 l The Committee noted also information according to which Air Rhodesia had 
hooking offices in Beira (Mozambique), Blantyre (Malawi), Cape Town3 Durban and 
Johannesburg (South Africa), Lourenso Marques and Vilanoulos (Mozambique) and an 
office in New York (USA). 

85. At its 50th meeting held in April 1971 the Committee decided to ask the 
Secretary-General to request further information on the matter from the Governments 
cone erned. 

S/9844, para. 49, 
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Chapter V 

IMMIGRATION AND TOURISM 

A. Immigration - 

86. According to the census of 1969 as reported in the Southern Rhodesian press,- 
I/ 

Rhodesia's population was as follows: . . 

Whites - 228,296 
Asians - 8,, 965 
Coloured - 15,153. 
Africans - 5499,340 

Total 5,351,754 

8-i’. In its third report, the Committee summarized available information Concerning 
European.migrtition to and from Southern Rhodesia. For the p?EiOd 1965-1969, the 
Southern Rhodesia rggime reported an inflow of 15,.940 European immigrants whereas 
during the period 1961-1964 there was an emigration from the Territory of 23,510. z/ 

88. During"'l970, according to the same official source of,information, the niunber 
of,new;itiigrants into Rhodesia was'l2,345 and the number of emigrants 6,018, i.e., 
a net gain of 6,327; 

89. It may be noted however that increasing criticisms have been ,expressed in 
Southern Rhodesia concerning the immigration policy followed by the rggime. In 
October 1970, the Joint Consuitative Committee of the Salisbury Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry stated that 30 per cent,of the new immigrants were leaving the 
country and that appakently the,,main catise of this "serious state of affairs' was 
a lack of housing and transport facilities. 

90. Replying to %his statement on-12 October 1970, the Minister of Information, 
Immigration and Tourism rejected that claim. Speaking to a meeting of the 
Salisbury, Ch@mber of Industry, the Minister attacked, criticisms of immigrant 
reception as damagiag to the country's over-all immigration drive. He indicated, 
however, that while in the five years the Ministry of Immigration had been in 
existence 58,153 immigrants had arrived: 38,130 had departed. The Minister further 
conceded that 20 per cent of immigrants leave the country within six years of their 
arrival. 31 

91. In an effort to quell these criticisms, the appointment of a National 
Lumigration Board was announced on 17 March 1971 to operate from 1 July 1971. 

.̂  
;1/ The Star, weekly edition, Johannesburg, 23 January 1971. 

2/ S/9844, para. 51. 

z/ BBC Summary of World Broadcasts, part 4, ME/3505/B2 1 12 October 1970. 
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That board is to investigate and advise on all aspects of immigration and 
emigration, with the exception of immigration control. 

3. Tourism 

92. According to figures published by the rkgime, 320,260 tourists visited 
Southern Rhodesia in 1970. In addition, during the same period, 43,801 persons 
were reported to have come in transit, i.e. for a period of less than twenty-four 
hours. 

93. A comparison with the final figures published by the rggime for 1969 
b39,697) h s ows an increase of about 20,000 tourists for 1970. 

94. As indicated in the third report, &/ the rggime has pursued an investment 
programme for 1970-1973 under which it continued to develop airfields, national 
parks, game reserves and roads, as well as to encourage the development of hotel 
industry in order to attract more tourists to Southern Rhodesia, Literature freely 
distributed by the offices which the Rhodesia National Tourist Board maintains 
abroad points out that a full range of accommodation is now available in M'M? 
cities while at the principal tourist resorts there are hotels of good standard, 2/ 

95. Special efforts to boost tourist tours from foreign countries have been 
announced by the Minister of Information, Immigration and Tourism who on 
24 &larch 1971 stated that, for various reasons external to the territory, "the 
present rate of increase, i.e, 
continue".. / 

tourists visiting Rhodesia, cannot be expected to 

969 Information has also been provided to the effect that the Southern Rhodesia 
r&ime has taken measures to promote tourism which is playing an increasing role 
in the economy of the territory. The information shows that the Portuguese 
airline, TAP, is providing air service for tourism to Southern Rhodesia and is 
active in its endeavours to develop it through personal contacts notably in 
Northern America. 

97. The Committee also took note of information according to which the 
"Rhodesian National Tourist Board" claims to have offices in Salisbury, 
Johannesburg, Durban, Cape Town, Lourenso Marques, Basle and New York. At its 
48th meeting held on 16 April 1971the Committee decided to request the 
Secretary-General to seek further information on this matter from the Governments 
concerned. 

&/ S/9844, chaptar VII, para. 56. 

s! "Rhodesia in brief, 1970". 

6/ BE3C Summary of Broadcasts, 2nd series, ME/3644, 26 March 1971, - 
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Chapter VI 

OBSERVATIONS AND'RECOMMENDATIONS 

98. The Committee regrets that it has been'unable to reach agreemep% ona ' 
concluding chapter corresponding to chapter X of the third report: “Obskrvatio& 
and recommendations". 

99. The original views and proposals of different members of the Committee on thee 
basis of which the Committee attempted to reach a compromise are contained in the 
last three summary records which are appended to the present,report, 

100. The delegations of Argentina and Nicaragua suggested appropriate means of 
seeking to reconcile the different positions adopted. .To that end, the Committee 
established a working group which sought to harmonize the various views. 

101. Since the desired consensus was not reached, the aforementioned delegations 
preferred not to express a view on the proposals which appear in the summary 
records of the meetings. 
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Appendix I 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE FIFTY-NINTH MEETING 

(PARTS 4, 5 and 6) (CLOSED) 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE FOURTH PART (CLOSED) 

Held on Friday, 11 June 19’71, at 11 a.m. 
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PREPARATION OF THE COMMITTEE'S REPORT (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to resume its consideration of 
paragraph 15 of chapter VI, for which three versions had been proposed, 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) reiterated that his delegation was unable 
to accept the inclusion in the paragraph of the words '!action by the Security 
Council or by Governments" , unless they were qualified 'by the addition of the 
words "on the lines suggested in paragraphs 9 and 10". 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 
reference to paragraphs 9 and 10 proposed by the United Kingdom would make 
paragraph 15 even more restrictive. In any event, the Committee had no right 
whatsoever to restrict the action of the Security Council. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) agreed that the phrase would be restrictive. 
In the light of the Soviet representative's remarks he withdrew his proposal. He 
urged the Committee to adopt the wording he had proposed in part 3 of the meeting 
(S/AC.l5/SR.59/Add.2, p. 6). 

Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) thought that it was important to avoid generalities 
and mbiguities. In his view, the French proposal stood a better chance of 
bringing the Committee to a consensus and was closer to the original meaning of 
the paragraph. The United Kingdom proposal, on the other hand, was quite 
unacceptable to his delegation. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) agreed with the representative of Somalia 
on the merits of clarity, but considered that precision in the present case was 
impossible, because paragraph 15 had to cover up a radical divergence between two 
schools of thought. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee might be able to reach a 
consensus if the qualifying phrase proposed by thz United Kingdom were amended to 
read: "particularly in the light of paragraphs 9 and 10 above". 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that such an amendment was quite 
unacceptable to his delegation. 

The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of Burundi, said that in 
his view all members of the Committee were representatives of the Security Council 

and of their own Governmentsj they had a specific responsibility to each. 
Consequently, he supported the French proposal to include a reference to the Council 
and to Governments. He urged delegations to review their proposals and to state 
their intentions. 

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria) said that, but for the word "or", the French 
amendment was acceptable to his delegation. He felt that with regard to the action 
to be taken by Governments, the United Kingdom text was considerably less clear 
than the original version. 
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The CHAIRMAN expressed the view that the paragraph should be drafted in 
plain language. He asked the Committee which organ was empowered to take action 
in eonnexion with the imposition of sanctions. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that that was an academic question. 
The real issue concerned the terms of reference of the Committee. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that the Chairman's question had touched upon 
a fundamental issue in the debate, Under the United Nations system, whatever the 
organ, organization, agency or Member State to take action against the illegal 
rsgime in Southern Rhodesia, such action5 to be mandatory, had to be based on' a 
decision by the Security Council. Accordingly, any recommendations by the 
Committee in this respect, to be given effect, required an action by the Security 
Council. The United Kingdom's reluctance was therefore difficult to understand. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Polish representative, had in effect, 
answered his question; if any delegation thought that any agency other than the 
Council was empowered, for example, 
that agency. 

to impose sanctions, perhaps it would name 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that, at the current stage in the debate, there 
were two courses oj$en. The first would be for the Committee to note that it had 
I3een unable to find common ground on the question of measures to be taken - that 
wt~i~?:.i 1.e the first time it had reached an impasse in its work - and the second 
wr~:1lc1 be fur it to agree on a very general text stating that it had as yet been 
unable to assume all of its obligations under paragraph 20 of Security Council 
resolution 253 (1968) and paragraph 21 (c) of resolution 277 (1970) but wished 
to assume them all as a matter of urgency. 

Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said that it might be tactically wise for the 
Committee to review the parts of chapter VI that had yet to be adopted and then 
return to paragraph 15. Failing that, he proposed that the specific reference 
to paragraphs 9 and 10 in the Chairman's amendment should be removed so that the 
text would read: "particularly in the light of the relevant paragraphs of this 
chapter". 

Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) said that the alternatives mentioned by the French 
representative were extremely interesting, The suggestion by the representative 
of Somalia regarding the Chairman's amendment also deserved careful study. 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) reiterated that his 
delegation could not agree to the adoption of the first fourteen paragraphs unless 
chapter VI was adopted as a whole. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that his delegation could go no 
further than the neutral wording which it had proposed. If other delegations could 
not accept that wording, the Committee could either record the divergence of views, 
or, as suggested by the French representative, note factually that it had not yet 
been able to discharge all its obligations under paragraph 21 (c) of Security 
Council resolution 277 (1970) and that it felt that it should continue to pursue 
the issue as a matter of urgency. 

Mr. BEHEZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 
United Kingdom representative's statement had raised issues alien to the current 
discussion of paragraph 15 of the Committee's report. 
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The CHAIRMAN said that while paragraph 15 could not be left as it stood 
it was clearly most difficult to continue the discussion of it. Unless all 
delegations agreed that it was for the Security Council to take action in the 
context of paragraph 15 progress was obviously impossible. The Committee had a 
mandate from the Security Council, to which it was subordinate. If the Council's 
authority in that context was nat recognized, the position of the Chair would 
become extremely difficult. 

Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) said that his delegation sympathized with the 
Chairman in his ,difficult task. A solution to the impasse might lie in the proposal 
made by the representative of Somalia. 

Mr. PRAT GAY (Argentina) said that the debate had become laborious and 
repetitive and threatened to be unsuccessful. He stressed the considerable 
importance which his Government attached to the Committee and its current terms Of 
reference. The Committee had adopted its third report without undue difficulty. 
Its membership‘had since been enlarged to include all members of the Security 
Council and there 

Tt 
s therefore a danger that the current situation might 

evenf;ually be'used'L,o demontitrate that the expansion of the Committee had actually 
impeded its work. Thus it Gas important that the Committee's fourth report should 
show results even better than those reflected in its third report. There were 
grounds for substantial misgivings in that connexion. A constructive solution migh 
be to introduce chapter VI 'with a statement that the consensus on the fourteen 
,paragraphs already agreed upon by the Committee had been reached on the basis of 
two proposals, one by Poland, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Syria and the Soviet Union, 
and one by the United Kingdom and France, The texts of those proposals could be 
attached to the report as annexes. 

Mr, JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that he had the greatest sympathy for 
the Chairman in the situation facing the Committee. Obviously the Committee Was an 
organ of the Security Council but the real issue in dispute was the scope of the 
Committee's terms of reference. It appeared that the Committee could not reach 
agreement on a text tihich would paper over the divergence of views in that 
connexion. The Argentine proposal was constructive but raised the difficulty that 
the fourteen paragraphs agreed upon represented rather more than a limited 
consensus text. All delegations had made compromises to achieve the highest common 
factor of agre&eht, His own delegation, for example, had special reservations 
wit&regard to the final sentence of paragraph 6. Precisely because the Committee 
hadadvanced so far towards>agreement'in those fourteen -aragraphs, the idea Of 
the Committee's reversion to the two original texts on which those paragraphs Were 
baked was open to opposition. 
&ragraph 15 as follows: 

His delegation therefore proposed the rewording of 

'The Committee feels that it should continue as a matter of urgency to 
study sand make recommendations to the Security Council in conformity with 
paragraph 21 (c) of resolution 277 (1970) on the ways and means by which 
Member States could carry out more effectively the decisions of the Security 
Council regarding sanctions. The delegations of Poland, Sierra Leone, 
Somalia, Syria and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics consider that 
such recommendations should include a recommendation that the Security Council 
should extend sanctions to South Africa and Portugal. Other delegations did 

,,not agree that such .a recommendation would lie within the terms of reference 
of the Committee." 
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(Mr. Jamieson, United Kingdom) 

That text would enable paragraph 1.6 to be deleted and render it unnecessary to 
attach the original text of proposals as suggested by the Argentine delegation. It 
WOUid also enable his own delegation to withdraw its reservations with regard to 
the final sentence of paragraph 6. 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) observed that while 
the United Kingdom delegation expressed in words a willingness to co-operate with 
the Committee, it was in fact rejecting all proposals from every quarter. His 
delegation could not accept the truncated formula which the United Kingdom proposed 
for paragraph 15; it incompletely and somewhat inaccurately represented the position 
of other delegations and failed to reflect the views of his own. 

The Argentine proposal was businesslike and deserved consideration. In effect, 
however, it would mean placing paragraph 16 at the beginning of chapter VI, whereas 
his delegation believed its proper place to be at the end of the chapter, after 
paragraph 15. He pointed out that the wording of paragraph 16 had already 
appeared in the Committeess third report and had met with no rigid opposition at the 
time of its adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the Argentine representative would object if 
paragraph 16 were placed at the end of chapter VI rather than at the beginning. He 
himself, speaking as representative of Burundi, felt that it would be best to start 
with the paragraphs on which agreement had been reached, and therefore supported 
the Soviet proposal. 

Mr. PRAT GAY (Argentina) said that anyone reading the report should be 
able to see how the Committee had reached its consensus; fcr that reason the two 
documents on the basis of which the first fourteen paragraphs of chapter VI had been 
formulated should be included in it. At the beginning of the chapter there should 
be an introductory paragraph drawing attention to the documents and to the purpose 
they had served. 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he had not 
meant to suggest that paragraph 1.6 should not be followed by whatever annexes might 
be considered necessary. He simply felt that the documents in question, with a 
paragraph introducing them, should come at the end of the chapter rather than at 
the beginning. 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that there were two different proposals before 
the Committee. The first, put forward by Argentina, was that the report should 
have appended to it the raw materials from which it had been prepared. If that 
suggestion, which emphasized the background of the Committee's work, was accepted, 
it would be necessary to reproduce all the views that had been expressed and all 
the proposals that had been made9 which would involve a great deal of work and 
expense. 

The Soviet Union had proposed that differences of opinion on points where no 
Igreement had been possible should be reproduced, perhaps in the form of an annex. 
rhat suggestion could be acceptable only if the differing views were presented in 
:onnexion with the Committeess decisions, that is, if the positions of each 
lelegation were shown only on points on which there had been insurmountable 
lisagreement. That would mean that the questions dealt with in paragraphs 1 to 14 
rf the draft, on which a consensus had been reached, would clearly not be included 
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(Mr. Blanc, France) 

among the points of difference. It would also mean that documents used as raw 
materials in preparing chapter VI, which had been discussed, negotiated, reworked 
and, with the agreement of their sponsors, partially incorporated into the 
paragraphs adopted so far, would not be attached to the report in the form of an 
annex, 

In the draft submitted by five delegations, all the paragraphs, except for 
three sub-paragraphs had been examined and then.accepted as they were, changed, or 
abandoned with the agreement of their sponsors. For example, the preamble to the 
draft had become paragraph 1 of chapter VI, paragraph 1 had become paragraph 4, 
paragraph 2 had become paragraph 6, and so forth. 

There had been actual disagreement only on paragraphs 3 (a), (b) and (c) of 
the second part of the five-Power draft, concerning the extension of sanctions and 
the use of force to end the rebellion. 

It should be possible to indicate inparagraph of chapter VI that there had 
been differences of opinion on those specific points and to mention the positions 
that had been taken onthem. 

Since one delegation had stated that the five-Power draft should be annexed 
under any circumstances, citing the third report as a precedent, he wished to recall 
that he had participated in the drafting of that report and that the Committee had 
not spent twenty meetings in 1970, as it had done in 1971, seeking to adopt a 
common draft article by article; 
of a brief meeting, 

for that reason it had felt obliged, at the end 

instance, 
to attach an entire draft to the report. In the present 

the summary records would show that all the drafts, except the three 
subparagraphs he had just mentioned, had been examined, discussed and reworked to 
make them a part of the first fourteen paragraphs, which, as the records would also 
show, had all been adopted. 

His delegation, which continued to favour any constructive solutions, was 
prepared to consider the text of a draft paragraph 15 which reflected all positions 
on the one remaining point of dontention. 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that, 
%rhen the working group had been meeting, 
was a:~ inseparable part of chapter VI. 

his delegation had said that paragraph 16 
The working group had broken off its 

meetings and had met again only after the United Kingdom delegation, which had 
originally objected to including paragraph 16 in the chapter, had agreed to its 
inzzlusion. The United Kingdom representative had personally informed the Soviet 
representative of his agreement on that point. Although it was not hard to see 
~l;hx it was now being suggested that the Committee should profess to have reached 
full agreement on the first fourteen paragraphs, that statement could not alter 
the fact that chapter VI consisted of sixteen paragraphs, not fourteen, and that 
attempts to remove paragraph 16 were aimed at jeopardizing the adoption of the 
whole chapter by the Committee, It was much too late to re-examine the origins 
of the first fourteen paragraphs and consider the extent to which the views of all 
members were reflected in each. 
debate again from the beginning. 

That would be tantamount to starting the whole 

-30.. 



Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) said that he could not agree with the Soviet 
representative's account of what had taken place in the working group, The Soviet 
delegation had sai"d at the 2nd meeting that agreement must be reached on 
paragraph 16 if progress was to be made on the report as a whole. Other members 
had disagreed on the grounds that no precondition of such a nature should be 
imposed before the negotiation took place. The question of paragraph 16 had 
accordingly been set aside and had not been taken up again. 
had agreed to go on with the discussions, 

The Soviet delegation 
and had thus evidently abandoned its 

precondition. In any case the present paragraph 16 was not the same as that 
proposed by the Soviet delegation at the 2nd meeting. 
made by the French representative, 

He supported the suggestion 

Mr. BEREZOVSKIY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) remarked that the 
Italian representative was apparently claiming to be,better acquainted with the 
Soviet‘delegation's position than the Soviet delegation itself was. Further comment 
was unnecessary. 

Mr. BLAW (France) reiterated that if the Committee's rules were adhered 
to, the difficulty mentioned in connexion with the drafting of paragraph 15 was not 
insuperable. The disagreements on the point of contention could be recorded, with 
mention of the different positions that delegations had taken on it. 

The CHAIRMAN appealed to members to confine their attention to the 
three proposals now before them. The representative of Argentina wished to see the 
working documents and a summary of the debate appended to the report, it also 
wished a paragraph mentioning differences of opinion to be inserted at the 
beginning of chapter VI. The Soviet delegation wished the points on which members 
had disagreed to be recorded at the end of the report. The French proposal to 
record the views of various delegations individually in an annex to the report was 
compatible with the Soviet proposal. 

Mr. PETRIE (United Kingdom), supported by Mr. CASTALDO (Italy), suggested 
that, since the Committee would not be able to solve the problems before it in the 
course of that meeting, it should adjourn and ask the three delegations that had 
tried to put forward compromise solutions to hold consultations and prepare a draft 
f& consideration by the Committee at its next meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the delegations of Argentina, the Soviet 
Union and France should follow the United Kingdom representative's suggestion. 

It was so agreed. 

The meeting was suspended at 1.10.p.m. 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE FIFTH PART (CLOSED) 

Held on Tuesday, 15 June 1971, at 3.30 p.m. 
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PREPARATION OF THE COMMITTEE*S REPORT (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN said he hardly needed to draw attention to the unusual 
length of the CommitteePs debate on chapter VI of its current report. In his 
desire to assist in the completion of the report he had agreed, at the unanimous 
request of the members of the Committee, to continue as Chairman beyond the 'normal 
period, but now he had to admit that absolutely no progress had been made in the 
discussion of the item during the past four meetings and he feared that the 
Committee would be.bnable to agree on.its report in time. If so, it would have 
failed to fulfil its mandate and done a disservice to the Security Council. He 
therefore stressed the vital importance of the present meeting and urged delegatior 
to make a special effort to arrive at an agreement, in view of the Committee's 
responsibilities. 

Mr. BLANC (France) informed the Committee that his delegation had 
prepared a text, which it had intended to put forward for consideration at its 
informal meeting with the delegations of Argentina and the Soviet Union. That 
meeting had not taken place owing to the Soviet delegation's failure to appear; 
he would therefore circulate his draft among the members of the Committee as a 
whole. The text he had prepared would come after the first fourteen paragraphs of 
chapter VI and replace paragraphs I.5 and 16. The purpose of his draft had not beer 
to reflect. the position of his delegation but rather to describe as objectively 
as possible the position in which the Committee now found itself and to summarise 
all the views that had been expressed concerning the only point on which there 
was disagreement. He hoped the Committee would adopt the logical and reasonable 
solution which he had proposed. 

Mr. TARASSCV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 
delegation had always approached the work of the Committee in the most constructive 
manner. The report was now almost finished and the Committee had run into 
difficulties only with chapter VI. That was, of course, the most difficult 
section of the report since it would contain an explanation of why the sanctions 
had not led to the desired result and also suggestions on ways and means of 
improving the application of the sanctions, It was indeed difficult for the 
members of the Committee to agree on a common denominator in their attitude towards 
Southern Rhodesia. As he saw it, there were two possible solutions to the problem. 
If the Committee retained paragraph 16 of the text prepared by the working group 
and annexed to its report the full text of the proposals made by Poland, Sierra 
Leone, Somalia, Syria and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, it could 
consider the first fourteen paragraphs as agreed upon and retain them, Otherwise, 
the Committee would have to repor t to the Security Council that it had been unable 
to reach agreement on its conclusions and recommendations. and would merely annex 
to its report the five-Power draft and the draft submitted by the delegations of 
France and the United Kingdom. 

Although he was grateful to the representative of France for trying to help 
the Committee to find a compromise solution, he would have difficulty in accepting 
the text that that representative had circulated, The French draft was too 
summary and did not reflect many proposals to wh,ich the five Powers attached 
great importance. 
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Mr, CASTALDO (Italy) said he did not find the two suggestions made by 
the Soviet representative to be constructive. According to the first course he 
proposed, the first fourteen paragraphs of chapter VI could only be considered an 
agreed text if a text upon which there had been no agreement was annexed to them. 
Al.ternatively, the Committee would say it had reached no agreement and append two 
contradictory texts to its report. He did not see very much difference in the 
two suggestions. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said he was surprised that the Soviet 
representative had so narrowly limited the Committee's options. Both he and the 
French representative had already explained why they did not consider it 
appropriate to annex an original, partisan text to the fourteen paragrqhs O:I trhicb 
the Committee had reached agreement. He agreed with the representative of Italy 
that the two courses suggested by the Soviet representative were virtW1l.y 
identical. The Committee could also, as a third option, have no !bhapt;er VT al. a?..1 
in its report and no original text annexed to it; it would merely say that it. was 
unable to reach agreement on a concluding chapter. However, the text circulated 
by the representative of France might solve the problem since it reflected all the 
divergent views which had been expressed in the Committee on matters not covered 
by the fourteen paragraphs. 

Mr. BLANC (France) said he felt sure that, 
examined the draft 'submitted by the French 

if the Soviet representative 

reflected very accurately the proposals of 
point on which there was disagreement, and 
it in principle. 

delegation, he would find that it 
the five Powers concerning the only 
would therefore be able to agree with 

Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said that the Committee should not speak of the 
first fourteen paragraphs as an agreed text. Some delegations had agreed to them 
only on condition that paragraph 16 would also be included in chapter VI. That 
being the case, he would support either of the solutions suggested by the 
Soviet representative. 

Ml- l 3ASSJXLY'F (B&g.i.um) said that the proposal of the represent&i::? of 
kallce hadxz great~dvantage of preserving the fourteen paragraphs that had 
already been &isc~:ssed and adopted. The French draft also identified the 
ilifferences of opinil=n within the Committee. The text of the second paragrr,ph 
repeated subparagraphs (a), (h) and (c) 0-F‘ operative paragraph 3 of' the f1'vrc - 
Power draft. 

14.r . '~',riRASS@V ( 211 i 4.~1 of ‘T 

representaiG2 
Soviet Socialist Repltblics) agreed witi- IA;:, 

of ?cGiia +,ilat the fourteen paragraphs could not be ~ogt%rtIe;! t3s 
adopted by all. Some m~::l:j~rs of the Committee might fifld them ncce&table if 
paragraphs 15 and 16 wert: also adopted by ccmmon egraement. The French tex/t ttOr;% 
Up Only three of the points.in operative paragraph 3 of the fivti-Fc%er draft. He 
\iondercd why it was necessary to paraphrase a text which had already IE~E s~itmltt~d 
to the Committee, rather thiin sub'mit it in its entirety, as quoting a document, C'Jt 
Df context often resulted in voluntary or involuntary distortion of the id&s ir, 
it 1 Tb.e French draft also omitted to mention paragraph 5 of the five-power draft, 
Ihich dealt with violations of Security Council resolutions by foreign c;mpahies. 

The representative of the United Kingdom had sail1 thut there need be no 
:hapter VI, but he himself felt it would mislead the Security Council to omit the 
:hapter altogether, as all kinds of documents had been submitted for it. The 
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(Mr. Tarassov, USSR) 

original draft paragraphs 15 and 16 should be included with the full text submitted 
by the five Powers; or there could be a short chapter VI indicating that the 
Committee had been unable to reach agreement and reproducing the drafts suggested by 
the five Powers and by the United Kingdom and France. 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that the draft he had submitted contained only 
three ,subparagraphs from operative paragraph 3 of'the five-Power draft because they 
were the only subparagraphs which had not been acdepted by the Committee. The 
remainder of the text of the draft had already been either used or incorporated in 
the report or voluntarily withdrawn, Sometimes a text was agreed upon with 
reservations which were mentioned in the summary record. To assert that extracts 
from the five-Power draft on that point should be included,was tantamount to saying 
that a member could give his agreement to a text and then withdraw it, negotiate a 
compromise with his colleagues, and then revert to his original draft, and agree to a 
consensus and then decline to adhere to it. There could be no grounds for concern 
that the text of draft paragraph 15 did not accurately reflect the five-Power draft, 
since references to the latter consisted simply and solely of extracts frcm the 
five-Power text. 

Mr. ADBLJLLEH (Somalia) felt that the text submitted by the representative 
of France made it quite clear that no agreement had been reached on very important 
issues. He suggested that the Committee should report that it had been unable to 
come to an agreement and should annex the two documents to its report. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that many of the 
points mentioned in the document submitted by the five Powers were not reflected in 
the French draft. The French proposal stated that the matters mentioned in the third 
paragraph of that draft were not within the competence of the Committee. His 
delegation, like a number of others, could not agree with that arbitrary 
interpretation of the Committee's competence. There were certain proposals which the 
Committee wished to submit to the Security Council, which in turn would take the 
necessary steps to put an end to the arbitrary measures taken by the Southern 
Rhodesian Government. He felt that the Security Council should itself' decide whether 
it was competent to take such measures. He agreed with the representative of Somalia 
that both texts should be reproduced in their entirety or else paragraphs 15 and 16 
should be included in the report together with the draft submitted by the five Power: 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) stated that his delegation could not accept 
the suggeszon that the report should include the original paragraph 16 as well as 
the text of the five-Power proposal. The five Powers seemed to be trying to ensure 
that an extreme document was presented to the Security Council against the wishes of 
the Committee. His delegation had compromised on almost every paragraph and had 
accepted scme of the wording in the fourteen paragraphs only'on condition that 
paragraph 16 was not adopted. It would not be acceptable to his delegation to append 
the two original draft texts to the report in place of an agreed chapter VI, If 
there were no chapter VI there would be nothing. The two draft texts were in no way 
comparable and should not be appended to the report, since one was drafted as a 
compromise text while the other represented the views of the five Powers only. The 
paragraph 15 which had been submitted by the representative of France covered all the 
points that had not been fully discussed and on which compromise was impossible. It 
reflected the views of the five Powers. 

Mr. BLANC (France) recalled that paragraph 5 of the five-Power draft had 
been discussed at length and that after much deliberation a new wording had been 
worked out .- the wording contained in paragraph 8 of the text prepared by the 
working group. 
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Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said that everyone had participated in the effort 
to compromise. The United Kingdom representative had spoken of "delegations 
imposing their will". The Committee was a subsidiary body of the Security Council 
and all delegations were entitled to press for their views. 

Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) recalled that the working group had discussed at 
length the question of the competency of the Committee. His delegation could not 
agree that the terms of reference of the Committee should be redefined, as the 
consequences would be incalculable. 

The French draft had pointed out that the five-Power proposal had raised 
matters outside the competence of the Committee. His delegation could not agree 
with the interpretation of paragraph 21 (c) of Security Council resolution 
277 (1970) which had been suggested by the representative of Poland earlier in the 
meeting, as it would mean that the Committee would replace the Security Council. To 
insist on proposals that went beyond the competence of the Committee would be to 
impede the work of the Committee. He appealed to all delegations to consider the 
text proposed by the representative of France. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that his delegation regretted the remarks made 
by some delegations that seemed to indicate a threat of not agreeing to have 
conclusions and recommendations at all. Elaboration of recommendations was the 
duty of the Committee, given to it by the Security Council. 

His delegation had all the time extended all possible co--operation with a view 
to achieving positive results in the work of the Committee, including chapter VI. 
me extent of that co-operation had 'been determined, and therefore also limited, by 
the position of principle held by Poland with regard to the question of 
Southern Rhodesia. 

The Committee had agreed that there was a difference of positions. First, 
there was difference as to the scope of the agreement that had been reached. In 
this connexion he could not accept the statement that the first fourteen paragraphs 
had been adopted. Since the beginning of discussion of the text prepared by the 
working group, essential reservations had been made by several delegations, both 
from among the sponsors of the first (French-United Kingdom) draft and of the five- 
Power draft, regarding links existing between the acceptance of various paragraphs 
of the text. His delegation had understood that the inclusion of paragraph 16 of 
the working group draft was essential for the adoption of the agreed text. 

Secondly, there was a question of how to reflect the existing differences of 
position. He considered that this could best be done in the natural way - by 
stating the positions of various delegations as they themselves had stated them in 
their 'original drafts. That was much simpler than letting one delegation present 
the position of the others as the French delegation had done in its draft 
paragraph 15. 

He agreed with those delegations that considered that the French draft did not 
reflect many of the points in the draft of the five Powers, including several 
essential oaes. Some of them had been only partly reflected in the fourteen 
I=ragraphs which, in any case, had not been definitely adopted. To be adopted, 
the French dr,?ft would have to be extensively and substantially amended by the 
five delegations, which was not practicable. It therefore could not.be accepted. 

He stressed the right of other delegations freely to state their views, as 
inherent in the methods of work of the Committee and confirmed by the third report 
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(Mr. Strulak, Poland) 

of the Committee. Nobody could dispute that right. One delegation could not impose 
its position on another, or on a group of other delegations, nor could it deny them 
the right to be heard. 

Referring to the United Kingdom delegate’s criticism of the draft submitted by 
the five Powers as being extreme, he pointed out that the language of that draft was 
consonant with the relevant resolution adopted by the overwhelming majority of 
United Nations Members, which was not the case for the French-United Kingdom draft. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed with the 
representative of Poland concerning the right of every delegation to state its views. 

He suggested that at the end of the original draft paragraph 16 there should be 
an additional sentence stating that some proposals , among others those contained in 
subparagraphs (a), (b) and (c) of paragraph 3 of the five-Power draft, had met with 
objections on the part of other delegations, which considered that the proposals 
went beyond the competence of the Committee and that therefore the Committee had 
been unable to agree on those proposals. Then, the proposals presented by the five 
Powers on which no agreement had been reached, would be annexed to the report. The 
views of other delegations that considered that the Committee was exceeding its 
competence would also be reflected, Such phrasing would fulfil the right of members 
of the Committee to have their views reflected in the report, 

Mr. BLANC (France) observed that, while he had sought to be as careful and 
as objective as possible in drafting his proposed text for paragraph 15, it was of 
course his own personal composition ; any member was entitled to express his views on 
that text and to propose an amendment, which would either be adopted or rejected. 
There was one point, however, which was quite plain: when a delegation freely 
agreed to amend its text ,, it could not go back on its word and insist on the text 
appearing twice in the report) once in its amended form and once in its &nf!irt.ty in 
the annex. Reference had been made in the Committee to democracy. In fact 4 the 
procedure which he proposed was in accordance with democratic principles and with 
United Nations practice. It also had common sense to commend it. Once 3 
delegation had freely given its agreement to a particular text, it had only itself 
to blame if its views were not reflected in it; it could not subsequently rescind 
its agreement. The fourteen paragraphs in question represented a compromise which 
had been thoroughly discussed and negotiated, One merely had to refer to the 
records of the Committee’s proceedings to establish that those paragraphs had in 
fact been adopted freely by all its fifteen members; there had therefore been no 
question of a majority or a minority or of anyone imposing his views. In that 
connexion , it was to be regretted that the same was not always true in other United 
Nations bodies, where it sometimes happened that groups imposed their will without 
making some attempt to take into account the views of others, 

In any event, international morality, to which reference had been made, 
required that once a delegation had agreed to a text which was the product of a 
compromise between several drafts, it should not then attempt to impose its own 
draft. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the fourteen paragraphs were indeed a compromise - 
as was the text proposed by the French representative for paragraph 15 - and, as 
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(The Chairman) 

such, could not be perfect. 
As a compromise, he 

Nor could the fourteen paragraphs be renegotiated. 
suggested the addition, at the end of the third paragraph of 

the French text, of the words: "The five-Power text is attached to this report." 

blr. BLANC (France) said that, for reasons which he had already mentioned, 
the Chairman's proposal would be tantamount to reproducing the five-Power text 
twice - 
report. 

once in the text of the fourteen paragraphs and once as an appendix to the 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 
delegation's views on the matter were known; it 
However, 

had already proposed a solution. 
since the Committee would have no further chance to reach agreement, his 

delegation was ready to accept the French text, 
final compromise. 

as amended by the Chairman, as a 

Mr. BASSETTE (Belgium) said that the French text reproduced 
subparagraphs (a), (b) and (c) of paragraph 3 of the five-Power draft as residual 
matters on which agreement had not been reached; it was not a paraphrase of those 
paragraphs but the paragraphs themselves. 
by the Chairman was not helpful. 

Consequently, the amendment proposed 

i%r. EL-FATTAL (Syria) said that his delegation could accept the French 
text with the constructive amendment suggested by the Chairman. 

Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) said that apparently the alternatives which the 
Committee had been discussing had now become merged. The solution to the Committee's 
difficulties would be either for delegations to read out a statement of their Views 

for inclusion in the summary record of the current meeting, to be read in conjunction 
with the report, or to submit the first five chapters of the report to the Security 
Council and defer solution of the problem relating to chapter VI. 

Mr. GRIGG (United States of America) said that his delegation could 
suPPort thd French text of paragraph 115 but could not support the Chairman's 
amendment to it, Possibly the only solution would be for delegations to have their 
reservations reflected in the summary records, 

Mr m TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), referring to Comments 
concorning customary United Nations practice, said that, in the report of any 
United Nations body, draft resolutions submitted by delegations were usually 
included in the report eventually adopted. There would be nothing abnormal, 
therefore, in including proposals by I.lember States in the Committee's report; it 
would be in accordance witIt normal practice and consonant with the traditions of 
the United Nations. Indeed, the views of various delegations had been stated in 
the ?nnmlitteess third report, He appealed tc delegations to, accept the Chairman's 
:‘ompronlise proposal. The Committee could not defer a solution of the problem; 
: L. icI X'lXt submit a report to the Security Ceuncil and that IXpO~t must reflect all 
the work undertaken by the Committee. Chapter VI had been considered and, if the 
C*~ittee was not able i;s reach agreemcrh !;n it, that fact must be mentioned in the 
report, which should j.nclllde the two proposals which had been discussed. If, for 
pckiticai re&scJrls ~ an attempt was made to deny his delegation the right to express 
Lts vi.ss i t could be compelled to circulate the proposal as a document of the 
Security Council, indicating which delegations had objected to it and the reasons 
r*r their objections. 



Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) regretted that the Committee was no nearer a Mr . finUv.man \uuuw-~la, L G~A 
solution to the problem of ehant@r V1 solution to the problem of chapter VI than it had been two months earlier - at 
which time it would have bGLL, W which time it would have been appropriate to state that no agreement was possible 
and to append the twp mgin nrnn and to append the two main proposals to the report. He suggested that the 

Committee should accf Committee should accept the French text of paragraph 15 and append the two main 
proposals as appropriate- proposals as appropriate- 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that the solution suggested by the rePresentative 
of Somalia was not a compromise. The Committee was not engaged in drafting a 
chronological account of its discussion of chapter VI; if it were, it wou1d be 
necessary to indicate how and when his own delegatiOnPs ProPosal concerning 
paragraph 8 had been adopted, It was true that two proposals had been appended to 
the Committee’s third rep&t but the circumstances had been quite different. 
Instead of discussing the proposals for some two months, the Committee had merely 
taken note of the divergence of views. If that practice were followed in the 
current instance 3 it would appear that the Committee had merely made a Pretence of 
negotiating for the previous two months. In the circumstances, the solution Was 
probably to accept the Italian suggestion that the views of delegations should be 
reflected in the summary records, even though that was not a very Satisfactory 
solution. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that the reference to the reproduction 
of draft resolutions 4 whether subsequently accepted or not, in the reports of 
United Nations bodies was not relevant. He had never heard of a case where a 
delegation had agreed with the report of a rapporteur and had then proceeded to 
append a dissentient report. The Committee’s third report had not set a precedent 
because no effort had been made to reach a compromise, whereas at the present 
session the Committee had worked hard to prepare its fourth report. He agreed 
with the representative of Somalia that the Committee must state that it had been 
unable to reach agreement but he did not agree that the two original proposals 
should be appended. The Committee should declare its inability to reach agreement 
or, as suggested by the Italian representative, defer its attempt to reach agreement 
on chapter VI Q His delegation could accept the French proposal or, with reluctance, 
could agree that delegations should state their reservations for the record - a 
procedure which would involve the exercise of the right of reply. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 
delegation Categorically rejected the Italian proposal that the views of 
delegations should be reflected solely in the summary records of the debate. As 
to allegations that his delegation was not abiding by an agreement on the fourteen 
paragraphs, he wished to inform the Committee that, because of difficulties in 
the working group, his delegation and that of the United’Kingdom had held 
consultations in the course of which the United Kingdom representative had stated 
that the Committee’s report must contain a paragraph similar to paragragh 107 of 
the Committee’s third report 9 in other words ) a paragraph accurately reflecting 
Paragraph 16 of the draft which the Committee had had before it. That understanding 
had been the basis for his delegation’s continued participation in the discussions 
in the working group. The United Kingdom delegation was now endeavouring to show 
that his delegation had gone back on that understanding. The groundlessness of 
that claim was obvious 9 for his delegation, as before, continued to insist on the 
need to include such a paragraph in the Committee’s report. 
United Kingdom which had gone back on an understanding. 

It was the 

-4o- 



4 

(Mr. T arassov, USSR) 

Taking the latest proposal by the French representative, as amended by the 
Chairman, as a basis for compromise and following existing practice, the Committee 
could begin chapter VI by stating that it had endeavoured to work out agreement 
on the basis of the texts before it, which would then be reproduced in full, and 
that agreement had been reached on the fourteen paragraphs, which would then 
follow a The chapter could conclude by stating that other proposals had not been 
agreed upon. 

As a last possible compromise, his delegation could agree that the chapter 
should begin by stating that the United Kingdom and France had introduced a 
proposal, which would be set forth in full in the text or in an annex, and that 
the delegations of Poland, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Syria and the USSR had introduced 
another proposal, which would also be set forth in full in the report or in an 
annex. The chapter could then state that, having considered the proposals, the 
Committee had agreed on the fourteen paragraphs, which would be set out in full, 
and Would conclude by stating that there were other proposals on which agreement 
had not been reached in the Committee. 

Such would be the normal, democratic procedure. It would enable the reader 
to compare the two original proposals and see exactly what had happened. However, 
that was precisely what the delegations opposed to the inclusion of the texts 
wished to avoid, That was a matter between them and their consciences. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that, in a spirit of compromise, his delegation 
was prepared to accept the Chairman's amendment to the French proposal. It would 
agree to the inclusion of its own proposal in a somewhat condensed and incomplete 
form in the proposed paragraph 15, on the understanding that it would also have 
the possibility of expressing it fully in the original proposal of the five 
delegations to be attached to the report. It could not support the Italian 
proposal which constituted an attempt to change the Com&.ttee's accepted methods 
of work. It could not agree that it was possible to differentiate between the 
ComInitteels third and fourth reports. Individual views expressed by delegations, 
covering the same subjects as those contained in the agreed text and sometimes 
using identical phrases, had indeed been included in the body of the third report. 
It was therefore difficult to see why the Committee should not accept the same 
format for its fourth report. In any event, his delegation categorically opposed 
any attempt to deprive it of the right to state its opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN, recalling that the Committee had reached agreement on 
fourteen paragraphs, noted that there was a difference of opinion on paragraph 15. 
The French delegation had endeavoured to reflect in a single paragraph the views 
which had been expressed on paragraph 15. However, some delegations felt that such 
a text did not accurately reflect their views. Other delegations had supported 
the French text. There was, however, no single unanimously agreed text. The 
tigentine delegation had proposed a text to the effect that the Committee had 
reached agreement on fourteen paragraphs and that opinions were divided on the rest 
of chapter VI. However, each delegation could claim the right to explain its views 
and append them to the report, together with the two principal working papers 
embodying the opposing views on paragraph 15. The Argentine delegation had 
correctly pointed out that agreement on fourteen paragraphs represented a practical 
achievement. The only solution was accurately to reflect the truth, namely, that 
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(The Chairman) 

differences of opinion still existed in the Committee. Each group of countries 
could decide on an appropriate text reflecting its views, 

That suggestion was not 

an original one since annexes reflecting the views of individual delegations had 
been annexed to the third report. 

He suggested that the meeting might be suspended in order to enable delegation 
to consider his suggestion. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) agreed that the only 
feasible solution would be to give the Security Council an accurate account of 
what had actually occurred in the Committee. No one could deny that Various groups 
of countries had expressed different views on what recommendations could be made to 
the Security Council. The simplest course would be to reproduce the various 
proposals which had been made in an annex to the report. The Committee might say 

that serious attempts had been made to agree on mutually acceptable recommendations 
some recommendations were included in chapter VI of the report, but no, agreement 
had been reached on other proposals, If the Committee agreed that the report 
should reflect the actual situation in the Committee, there should be no difficulty 
in adopting an appropriate text. 

Mr. SAVAGE (Sierra .Leone) said that differences of opinion certainly 
existed and the Committee should not adopt a report which attempted to disguise 
them in one all-embracing statement. His delegation opposed the proposal made by 
the Italian delegation because it tended to obfuscate the fact that the report 
should be submitted to the Security Council at a specific time. The Committee 
simply had to submit a report and could not evade its responsibilities, 

The proposal that the report should contain a chronological record of what had 
actually occurred might enable the Committee to overcome its difficulties: it 
should reflect the two main proposals on which no agreement had been reached and 
should include the fourteen paragraphs on which there was agreement, together with 
a statement to the effect that the Committee had been unable to agree on any other 
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question. That would be an honest account of what had actually occurred. 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that the only disagreement among the members 
of the Committee was over paragraph 15, which was a draft text, 
by the Italian delegation should be acceptable to all members 

The proposal made 
especially since 

the Committee had decided to follow the course outlined in th& proposal when it 
r 

had formulated its third report, 
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Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria) said that his delegation strongly opposed any 
attempt to prevent the inclusion in chapter VI of the proposals which it had 
sponsored. In a spirit of compromise, it had agreed to the French proposal on the 
Understanding that the amendment suggested by the Chairman would be incorporated 
in it. Unfortunately, other delegations had not responded to that proposal in a 
similar spirit. He agreed that the report should reflect what had actually 
occurred. The Committee had agreed on fourteen paragraphs of chapter IV but it had 
failed to reach agreement on paragraph 15 - a fact which was reflected in the 
French proposal. The Committee's most recent deliberations had been based on two 
main working papers, which should also be reflected in the report, not only to show 
that the Committee had indeed made an effort to reach an agreement, but also to 
register the fact that no agreement had been reached on a position of principle. 
It was as important to inform the Security Council of matters on which the Committee 
had failed to agree as it was to inform the Council of matters on which agreement 
had been reached. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) agreed that the report should reflect the 
facts. However 1 there bras much misunderstanding concerning the facts. The 
important point was that the Committee had endeavoured to agree on a compromise 
text. The first fourteen paragraphs of chapter VI represented a compromise text, 
which had been agreed on the understanding that the original proposals relating 
to the points dealt with in that text had been withdrawn. 

The meeting was suspended at 6.20 p.m. and resumed at 6.40 p.m. 

The CHAIRMAN said that members of the Committee recognized that it had 
been impossible to reach agreement on the question at issue. The Committee's 
failure to reach agreement would have to be reflected in a chapter of the report 
entitled "Chapter VI" or "Final chapter". The text might be formulated on the 
following lines: "The Committee was unable to come to an agreement on the 
observations and recommendations to be submitted to the Security council. The 
tW0 texts prepared by delegations which did not lend themselves to a,comprOmiSe 

are appended in annexes I and II respectively". The final chapter would 
consequently consist of nothing more than that statement. Each group of 
delegations should submit a text reflecting its views. ' 

Mr. BLANC (France) said that he could reluctantly accept the Chairman's 
suggestion. However, more than two proposals had been made. The Committee might 
point out that the numerous proposals that had been made in the course of the 
Committee's work were reflected in the summary records. The Committee would have 
to reissue its summary records if it wished to avoid giving a false picture Of 
its proceedings. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) noted with regret that 
the Chairman's suggestion appeared to be the only possible solution. Every 
delegation which had made proposals could therefore submit them to the Chairman 
and they would be annexed to the report. Such a course would guarantee the right 
of every delegation to submit such proposals as it deemed appropriate. His own 
delegation was prepared to submit the proposals which it had sponsored. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that the inclusion of only two 
proposals in the report would give a false impression. However, that did not mean 
that al.1 the views expressed in the Committee should be included in the report. 
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(Mr. Jamieson, United Kingdom) 

He therefore proposed the following text: "The Committee regrets that it was 
unable to come to an agreement' on the observations and recommendations t0 be 
addressed to the Security Council. The two original drafts on the basis of which 
the Committee attempted to reach a compromise can be consulted in the Secretariat 
and should be read in conjunction with the summary records, from which it will be 
seen that many further proposals were made during the course of discussion". 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed that reference 
should be made to the summary records, which had accurately reflected the various 
proposals put forward. However, it was difficult to see why persons reading the 
report should be referred to the Secretariat in order to obtain essential documents, 
when it would be more practical to annex those documents to the report. The 
simplest course would be to annex the two main working papers to the report 'and to 
note that in addition, various delegations had made proposals which were reflected 
in the summary records. If any delegation wished to resubmit proposals which it 
had made in the course of the Committee's deliberations, those proposals could 
also be annexed to the report. If it did not resubmit them, the proposals Were 
in any case reflected in the summary records. 

The CHAIRE4AJJ said that, in view of the differences of opinion in the 
Committee, the solution might be to entitle chapter VI "Final chapter" and indicate 
that there had been disagreement in the Committee. 

Mr. BLANC (France) asked whether the summary records of all meetings at 
which chapter VI had been discussed could be appended to the report. 

f/lr. NOEL (Secretary of the Committee) said that the French proposal 
would involve reproduction of some 100 pages of summary records which, at $100 per 
page, would cost approximately $10,000. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked how much the 
reproduction of the five-Power draft and the other main proposal would cost. 

Mr. NOEL (Secretary of the Committee) said that some five pages of text 
would be involved at a cost, therefore, of approximately $500. 

Pk. BLANC (France) noted that the cost of a foot-note in the report --- 
stating that the information regarding the proposals was available in the summary 
records would be negligible. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed out that 
the text of, for example, the five-Power proposal was not reproduced in full in the 
s-=-Y records and a reference to the summary records in a foot-note would 
therefore be pointless. 

Mr, BLANC (France) observed that there had been a proposal that delegations 
should read out those of their proposals on which no agreement had been reached se 
that they could be included in the summary record. 
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Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that his delegation still hoped for a more -- 
constructive solution. In this connexion he referred to the proposal made by the 
Argentine delegation at an earlier part of the meeting and noted that several 
elements of that proposal had been resumed in the course of the present meeting, 
particularly in the intervention of the USSR delegation. He suggested that the 
Committee might resume discussion of that proposal and include in its chapter VI 
the portion on which it had agreed, 
Concerning the latter, 

as well as taking note of its disagreement. 
his delegation would be fully satisfied by inclusion 

in extenso of the five-Power draft as expressing its own opinion. Referring to the 
serious financial implications of the publication of all summary records concerning 
chapter VI, he supported the idea that delegations not satisfied with the inclusion 
of the two original drafts might submit papers containing their views to the Chair 
for their inclusion, as well, in the report. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said his delegation was still opposed in 
principle to the suggestion that the text of the two original proposals should be 
appended to the report; on grounds of economy, he was opposed to appending those 
wmmary records in which the discussion of chapter VI was reported. He agreed 
with the suggestion made by the representative of France, that the Secretariat 
should recirculate those summary records of the meetings at which the two proposals 
had first been formally put forward. The two proposals could be annexed to the 
summary records. 

The second introductory sentence of his proposal might read: "The various 
proposals submitted for discussion on the item are mentioned in SR.- to SR+-", 
and the relevant summary records would not be appended. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he was also 
opposed in principle to the summary records being taken as expressing the views Of 

delegations in their entirety. The reports of the Secretary-General contained 
annexes with the views of delegations and agencies, 
organizations. 

including non-governmental 
It was completely unprecedented for the views of delegations not to 

be made known in a Committee's report. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that as proposals had not been reproduced in 
till in the summary records his delegation would insist on the publication Of the 
complete text of them. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee might adjourn and hold a brief 
meeting the following day. 

The meeting was suspended at 7.50 p.m. 
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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE SIXTH PART (CLOSED) 

Held on Wednesday, 1.6 June 1971, at 11.40 a.m. 
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PREPARATION OF Tm COM&lITTEEsS REPORT (continued) 

Chapter VI (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN emphasized the importance of reaching agreement on 
chapter VI, and the need for members of the Committee to try to understand the 
opposing positions. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom), at the request of the Chairman, reread 
his delegation's proposed wording for chapter VI: 

"The Committee regrets that it has been unable to agree on a"concluding 
chapter, corresponding to chapter X of the third report, 'Observations and 
recommendations'. The two original drafts on the basis of which the Committee 
attempted to reach a compromise can be consulted in the Secretariat and should 
be read in conjunction with the summary records, from which it will be seen 
that many further proposals were made during the course of discussion". 

He was also willing to replace the second sentence of that proposal by the 
following: 

"Various proposals were submitted. These and the discussion on them are 
shown in SR. to SR. ". 

He made a further procedural proposal that the summary records of the meetings 
at which the proposal sponsored by the delegations of France and the United Kingdom 
and the five-Power draft proposal had been introduced should be reissued with those 
two texts attached. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that both 
the proposals made by the Chairman at the previous meeting, either to annex to 
the Committee's report the texts of the various draft proposals or to indicate that 
there had been disagreement in the Committee on the final chapter of the report, 
had been acceptable to his delegation. He had also suggested that. as a compromise, 
the original draft proposals should be annexed to the &port rather than included 
in it. None of those proposals had been acceptable to the Western Powers, which 
apparently did not want the original documents, which had formed the basis of 
discussion in the Committee, included in the report or annexed to it. Preventing 
members of the Committee from expressing their views in an annex was undemocratic 
and had no precedent in United Nations procedure; indeed, the third report of the 
Committee contained annexes giving the various views of the members. 

His delegation was ready to make a last concession by suggesting that the 
texts of the original draft proposals should be included in the summary record 
(S/AC.l5/SR.!?g/Add.5) which would then be included as an annex to the report. 

He then proposed the following wording for chapter VI: 

'The Committee regrets that it has been unable to reach agreement on 
conclusions and recommendations for submission to the Security Council. 
The original views and proposals of various members of the Committee, on the 
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(Mr. Tarassov, USSR) 

basis of which the Committee attempted to reach a compromise, are contained 
in SR. which is annexed to this report". 

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria) supported the USSR proposal. He considered that 
anyone reading the report was entitled to read the five-Power draft 
with it. 

in conjunction 

Mr. BLANC (France) suggested that the USSR proposal might 
words 'summary record SR/AC.l5/SR.%/Add.6';, thus drawing attention 
Hence there would be no need to annex it to the report. 

end at the 
to that record. 

Mr., JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that if the two original drafts were 
annexed to the report they would acquire a special status. He was, however, 
prepared to agree to their being annexed to the summary record of the current 
meeting. Furthermore, the Secretariat could be asked to circulate that summary 
record simultaneously with the report. 

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria), supported by the USSR representative, said that 
the United Kingdom representative was making no concession. Delegations were 
entitled to circulate any text they wished simultaneously with any document 
distributed by the Secretariat. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) replied that the French and the 
United Kingdom delegations were indeed making a major concession, since attention 
would be drawn specifically to the two drafts. 

Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said he failed to see the objection to the proposal 
to annex the summary record and the two original drafts to the report. why should 
the members of the Security Council be inconvenienced by having themselves to 
locate those documents? In any case, the two drafts had very definite validity, 
since they were the only major papers on which debates ha&taken place and on 
which the Committee had disagreed. 

Mr. BLANC (France) pointed out that the members of the Security Council 
would automatically receive the Committee's summary records, since the membership 
of the two bodies was identical. 

Mr. JAivlIESON (United Kingdom) said that the annexing of the original 
drafts to the report would present only a partial picture of the Committee's 
discussions. In order to obtain a correct picture of the disagreements and the 
various efforts to reach a compromise, the members of the Council must read the 
summary 'record of every meeting at which chapter VI had been discussed. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the view 
of the Somali representative. If, however, those who opposed the annexing of the 
two original drafts to the report felt that any other important proposals had been 
put forward, the texts of such proposals might also be annexed to the summary 
record of part 6 of the current meeting. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) took the view that the two original drafts 
had validity only as historical documents. In that connexion, however, the various 
proposals and concessions on individual paragraphs were just as historically valid 
and should not be given less prominence. 

-49- 



Mr. ABDULLEH, (Somalia) noted with regret that certain delegations were 
systematically obstructing the conclusion of the Committee's work. There was now 
a near deadlock over a very small point. Without a final chapter, however, the 
report wouldrbe extremely weak, and must not be transmitted to the Security Council 
The Committee should report that it had failed to fulfil its mandate, thus leaving 
the Council to reconsider the whole position of sanctions and the Committee's 
mandate. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the summary records of the last two or three 
parts of the current meeting might be annexed to the report together with the two 
original drafts. 

Mr a Y.OSHIDA (Japan) proposed that, in the USSR formulation, the words 
"annexed to this report" should be amended to read "circulated simultaneously 
with this report". 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt that the 
Chairman!s suggestion might provide a way out of the impasse by being more acceptabl 
to the opponents of his own proposal. However, he saw no merit in the Japanese 
proposal: it was in essence the same as that of the United Kingdom. Whereas the 
summary records were restricted to participants, and other Member States would 
accordingly not receive them, the Committee's report, including the annexes, Would 
have general circulation. It was therefore important that the original drafts 
and the summary records in question should be annexed to the report. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said he would therefore suggest as a 
further compromise that the distribution of the summary record of the current 
meeting should not be restricted to participants. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) said that his delegation took exception to the 
attempts of some delegations to present themselves as interested in a compromise 
and other delegations, including his own, as opposed to it. He reaffirmed his 
delegation's continued attitude of co-operation and compromise and said that the 
proposal submitted at the meeting by the USSR delegation was an intensive effort 
again demonstrating that attitude of the sponsors of the five-Power draft. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed at 1.30 p.m. 

The CHAIRMAN said it appeared from the informal consultations held 
during the suspension that the Committee could now agree to adopt the Soviet 
proposal, except that chapter VI would also state that the summary records of the 
last three parts of the Committee's current meeting together with the French- 
United Kingdom and five-Power proposals would be annexed to the report. He 
pointed out that the Committee also still had to agree on a title for chapter VI. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) proposed that the first sentence of the 
Soviet proposal should be amended to read: "The Committee regrets that it has 
been unable to reach agreement on a concluding chapter corresponding to chapter X 
of the third report". Those words might possibly be followed by the explanatory 
phrase "containing observations and recommendations to the Security Council". If 
that amendment was adopted, he would agree to accept the wording suggested by the 
Chairman, although he would do so with a heavy heart and with an awareness that 
there had been a great deal of compromise. 

-5o- 



(Mr. Jamieson, United Kingdom) 

He suggested that the title should be "Final chapter", although he was also 
prepared to accept "Concluding chapter" or "Observations and recommendations". 

l4r. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said he had no difficulty in accepting the 
United Kingdom proposal. He preferred the title "Observations and recommendations". 

Mr. BLANC (France) supported the United Kingdom proposal. 
"Observations and recommendations" 

The title 
was acceptable to him ,also. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) suggested that the 
wording proposed by the United Kingdom would be clearer if the reference to 
chapter X of the third report were followed by the title of that chapter. 

Mr. Jm4IESON (United Kingdom) accepted that suggestion. 

Mr. PRAT GAY (Argentina) said he again wished to express his deep regret 
that the Committee's lengthy discussions had been so unsuccessful in leading to 
& consensus. On behalf of his delegation and that of Nicaragua, he proposed that 
the following paragraph should be added to the proposed text of chapter VI, 
although he would also be satisfied if it were annexed to the summary records of 
the present meeting: 

"Some delegations" - and he stressed that he would have no objection to 
the names of those delegations being indicated there - "suggested appropriate 
means of seeking to reconcile the different positions stated. To that end, 
the Committee established a working group which sought to harmonize the 
various views, Since the desired consensus was not reached, the aforementioned 
delegations preferred not to express a view on the proposals which appear in 
the last three summary records." 

Mr. ROMAN (Nicaragua) thanked the representative of Argentina for making 
that proposal on behalf of his delegation, Both countries, as representatives of 
Latin America, had tried to bring about a conciliation in the Committee. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he appreciated 
the important contribution of the Latin American delegations to the Committee's 
w0rk, and fully understood their wish to see their role reflected in the report. 
However, since so much time had been spent agreeing on the final wording of the 
chapter, it would probably be very difficult to change that wording again. The 
Argentine and Nicaraguan delegations might be content to have their views reflected 
in the summary record of part 6 of the current meeting. 

Mr. PRAT GAY (Argentina) said that the Latin American delegations had 
remained silent during the debate only in order to avoid complicating matters. 
Since they had been so patient, he felt they could at least be allowed a few lines 
in the report to express a view that they considered very important. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) said that Argentina and Nicaragua had made 
an important contribution to the Commission's work, and his delegation would be 
content to see their positions reflected .in the final paragraph of the chapter. 
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Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he had no 
objection to the Latin American proposal in principle, and would not oppose it. 
He had feared only that a discussion of it would consume more time. 

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria) said he welcomed the inclusion of the Latin American 
proposal. 

Mr. BASSETTE (Belgium) said that Argentina and Nicaragua had played a 
useful role in maintaining their neutrality during the discussions, and he had no 
objection to the inclusion of their statement. 

The CHAIRMAN said that if there was no objection, he would take it that 
the Committee had adopted chapter VI, as amended, with the inclusion of the 
Latin American statement at the end. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. JAMIESON (United Kingdom) reiterated that although his delegation 
had agreed for procedural reasons to sponsor the French-United Kingdom draft, 
which was based on a draft previously prepared by a number of delegations, it had 
done so not because the draft represented its own views but because it was a 
compromise which, in its opinion, could be acceptable to all members of the 
Committee with appropriate adaptations. 

He also wished to repeat that his delegation had co-operated for months in 
working out a compromise text, and had been prepared to append to it a statement 
of the views of the sponsors of the five-Power draft on matters on which it had not 
been possible to achieve a compromise. It was not, however, willing to accept 
a compromise draft and at the same time append the full text of the original 
five-Power draft including passages covering matters which had been the subject 
of compromise. 

Because the five-Power draft was to be attached so closely to the report, 
he wished to renew the principal reasons why that draft had been unacceptable to 
his delegation. 

First, the draft attempted to reinterpret the terms of reference of the 
Committee as set out in paragraph 20 of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) and 
paragraph 21 of resolution 277 (1970), and to reinterpret the Security Council's 
purpose in imposing sanctions on Southern Rhodesia, as stated in the opening Words 
of paragraph 3 of resolution 253 and of paragraph 9 of resolution 277. While he 
did not wish at that point to discuss the substance of certain paragraphs in the 
five-Power draft, his delegation considered that the’reccmmendations in 
para@+aphs 3 (a), b), (c), and (e) of the second part of the draft exceeded the 
Committee's terms of reference, and that the recommendation in paragraph 3 (d), 
in so far as it concerned visits by private individuals to Southern Rhodesia, 
went beyond the sanctions imposed by the Security Council. 

With regard to paragraph 4 of the first part of the draft and paragraph 2 Of 
the second part, his delegation considered that it was the Committee's duty to 
report the facts to the Security Council, but not to attempt to determine whether 
or not violations of sanctions had been committed. 
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(Mr. Jamieson, United Kingdom) 

Paragraphs 3 and 5 of the first part of the draft contained unsubstantiated 
accusations, which were reflected in paragraphs 1 and 4 of the second part, 
against certain Member States and companies domiciled in their territories. Those 
accusations, particularly the ones in paragraph 3, concerned matters which were not 
covered by existing Security Council decisions regarding sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia. Moreover, they had not been discussed in the Committee and 
should therefore not appear in the Committee's report. 

Finally, paragraph 8 of the first part, and, to some extent, paragraph 5 of 
the second part, contained totally unjustified insinuations against the Secretariat. 
No evidence had been advanced that the Secretariat had not made available to the 
Committee relevant information at its disposal.. 

Mr. ABDULLEH (Somalia) said his delegation felt that the contents of the 
Committee7s report, as finally adopted, would be weak and would not compel anyone 
to strengthen the sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. The principal reasons for 
the ineffectiveness of the sanctions were the following: first, South Africa and 
Portugal were obstructing them; secondly, the United Kingdom had failed to take 
sufficient action, not excluding the use of force, to crush the illegal rggime in 
southern Rhodesia; thirdly, a number of western countries were involved in arms 
zade with South Africa, which meant that arms found their way to Southern Rhodesia 
tnd thereby strengthened the rggime there; furthermcre, the Western Powers were 
Ireventing any action from being taken by the Security Council on the Southern 
thodesian question. 

The Western Powers must reconsider their attitude and adopt a more sympathetic 
rosition if the Southern Rhodesian rggime was to be defeated. So far, the 
lornmittee had been working only on th e basis of reported violations which 
.overnments had chosen to admit, but there was still a great deal of information 
hat had not been made available to the Committee. The Secretariat should review 
ts position and make available any relevant studies to the Committee for its 
'ueure work. 

Mr. CASTALDO (Italy) recalled that the Committee had been working since 
anuary last and that in April at the end of a very long session the President 
ad circulated a working paper to be used for the discussions on the final chapter 
f the report. In May, at an advanced stage of the discussions, when amendments 
ad already been proposed to the working paper, five delegations announced that 
hey intended to present a draft of their own. The Committee had to impose a 
ate line for the presentation of that draft. 

Italy was at that time a member of the working group set up by the Committee 
3 work out a compromise text from the two drafts before it. He wished to recall 
Xe two main difficulties that the five-Power draft raised for his delegation: 
irst, the draft took a position on matters, such as the expansion of Sanctions, 

le application of sanctions to other Member States and the use of force, which 
%d never been discussed in the Committee and had not even been mentioned by the 
?OnSOrS of the draft in the previous months. Logically the final chapter of the 
???ort should reflect the Committeess work and be based on the preceding chapters. 
?cond, most of the draft went beyond the Committee's terms of reference and even 
?Yond the substantive provisions of Security Council resolutions 253 (1968) and 

‘7 (1970). The Italian delegation could not accept proposals which in practice 
ruld have had the effect of substituting the Committee for the Council. 
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(Mr. Castaldo, Italy) 

The working group, however, worked in a very constructive fashion and, by 
eliminating the above difficulties was able to reach agreement, ad referendum, 
on fourteen Out of fifteen paragrap'hs. It had to overcome a further difficulty 
raised at an early stage by the sponsors of'the five-Power draft which had asked, 
as a precondition to the negotiations, the inclusion in the text of d. clause 
which would accord them the privilege of stating their disagreement even after 
agreement had been reached by appending to the consensus text their own original 
draft. It was pointed out that such a clause would be inadmissible: (1) b ecause 
it was not contained in the two drafts from which theaCommittee had to extract a 
common text; (2) because insisting on such a precondition from the start of the 
negotiations would mean that there was no will to negotiate. The precondition 
was not insisted upon and the working group was able to proceed with its work. 
But the clause had been proposed again in the Committee and the insistence upon 
it was the main cause of the failure to reach a consensus on the final chapter. 

As far as this last point was concerned the position of the Italian delegation 
was that when an agreement had been reached on a common text then there was 
no reason for adding to it, and in contradiction to it, drafts which were the object 
of the negotiations. Delegations have the right to agree on a text or to disagree; 
they do not have the contradictory right to agree and at the same time to mark 
their disagreement. Of course those members which had reservations would then 
be free, in accordance with normal United Nations practice, to explain their 
positions and to have them reported in the summary records. 

The Italian delegation regretted that certain delegations had presented very 
late a draft containing proposals which had never been discussed by the Committee 
and that went beyond its competence. In so doing they had raised very delicate 
constitutional problems without any real justification, since such proposals could 
be discussed by the Security Council without the necessity of having them 
recommended by the Committee. This position, and the insistence on an unacceptable 
precondition, had in fact obstructed the Committee's work without contributing in 
any way to advancing a solution of the Southern Rhodesia problem. 

Mr. TARASSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), replying to the 
representa=of Italy, said that the difficulties involved, of which the Italian 
representative had complained, were of a highly political nature. The problem of 
Southern Rhodesia was one of the major problems facing the world and required 
serious action on the part of the Security Council. The overwhelming majority of 
States in the world were in favour of taking decisive and effective measures 
against the Southern Rhodesian rggime. That was evidenced by the decisions Of 

the Conference of Non-Aligned Countries. It was further evidenced by the 
programme of action for the full implementation of the Declaration on th.e Granting 
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, adopted by the General Assembly 
at its twenty-fifth session. That was why his delegation, together with the 
delegations of Somalia, Syria, Sierra Leone and Poland, had recommended to the 
Security Council that it should take really effective measures to bring an end to 
the Southern Rhodesian illegal rggime, which depended on support, not only from 
South Africa and Portugal, but from other external sources - certain Western Powers 
which were trying to prevent the Security Council from taking such measures. 
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Mr. BLANC (France) said that the Committee had no reason to be proud. It 
had adopted, not without difficulty, fourteen paragraphs of the draft concluding 
chapter; it could very well have adopted draft paragraph 15, which took very full 
account of all the positions that had been taken. If it had done so, two months' 
work would not have been wasted, and recipients of the report would have been 
informed of the fourteen observations or recommendations on which the Committee had 
reached agreement, and of the few points on which there had been differences of 
opinion. But for reasons which were not very clear, it seemed to be the wish Of 
certain delegations that there should be no concluding chapter, that the Council 
should not be informed of the Committee's observations and recommendations and 
that no consensus should be reached. 

Summing up the discussion, he recalled that the Committee had had two texts 
before it; the first, submitted at the end of April as an anonymous draft and then, 
for procedural reasons, sponsored by the United Kingdom and France, was well 
balanced, reasonable and relevant to the work of the Committee; the second text, 
submitted by the five Powers, represented only the views of its authors. It also 
contained a gratuitously insulting paragraph which bore no relation to the 
committee's work, 

Other paragraphs were based on press cuttings, which were presented as 
incontrovertible documentary evidence. However, the authors of those paragraphs 
had overlooked the fact that there were other press cuttings which could be used 
to show that they had been guilty of sanction violations: in that connexion, they 
would do well to recall certain newspaper articles which had been brought to the 
Committee's attention. 

Lastly, although the concluding chapter should have followed on naturally from 
the preceding chapters, the five-Power draft departed from the preceding text in 
several instances and dealt with points which had never been discussed or even 
brought to the Committee's attention. 

While it had supported the first draft, the French delegation had found 
certain flaws in it, and would not itself have produced a draft worded in that 
manner. However, it had believed that in the Committee, as in other United 
Nations bodies, a text could be improved or at any rate changed in a spirit of 
conciliation. 

In fact, as had been said, the Committee had been very close to adopting a 
concluding.chapter which was acceptable to all. It had been on the verge of 
achieving that goal when it had been deliberately prevented from doing so. 

His delegation, which to the very last meeting had done all it could to 
enable the Committee to accomplish its task, was extremely sorry to note that 
fact. It deeply regretted what had happened, but would continue to co-operate 
whole-heartedly in the work of the Committee. 

Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syria) said that throughout the debate his delegation 
had been willing to compromise, but it could go no further since it was now asked 
to compromise on positions of principle. His delegation believed that 
implementation of sanctions was deteriorating and that should not be permitted. 
States which had,developing relations with South Africa and Portugal should be 
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(Mr. El-Fattal, Syria) 

considered responsible and the intention of some States to maintain relations with 
Southern Rhodesia should be mentioned in the report to the Security Council. As 
long as South Africa and Portugal continued to violate Security Council resolutions 
regarding Southern Rhodesia, sanctions were not likely to be effective; to be 
fully effective they should be extended to South Africa and Portugal. In view of 
the ineffectiveness of the sanctions adopted against Southern Rhodesia since 1968, 
the Security Council should recommend that the United Kingdom, as the administering 
Power, should take action, if necessary by using armed force, to put an end to the 
rule of the racist rggime in Southern Rhodesia. Member States should be requested 
to take measures to prevent their citizens from emigrating to Southern Rhodesia; 
and colonial settlers in Southern Rhodesia should be encouraged to return to their 
country of origin. 

He noted that no information had been received concerning supplies of arms and 
war matkriels to Southern Rhodesia concerning the manufacturing of armaments in 
Southern Rhodesia itself. 

Mr. YOSHIDA (Japan) expressed regret that the Committee had been unable 
to reach agreement on the observations and recommendations to be included in the 
report to the Security Council, although agreement had been reached on fourteen 
paragraphs of the report. His delegation considered that the Committee should work 
within the framework of its mandate. With regard to paragraph 3 of the first part 
of the five-Power draft, he pointed out that the statement that Japan and several 
other countries were sabotaging the implementation of the Security Council 
decisions on sanctions against Southern Rhodesia was clearly not in accordance with 
the facts. As had been repeatedly stated by his delegation, the Government of 
Japan had taken all necessary measures to implement the sanctions and had faithfully 
observed the sanctions since their inception. 

Mr. GRIGG (United States of America) also expressed regret that no 
agreement had been reached on the final chapter. He extended appreciation for 
the work done by the working group under the wise chairmanship of the representative 
of Argentina. While his delegation had been unable to accept the five-Power 
draft as a working paper, it had repeatedly shown its willingness to achieve a 
compromise text in order to achieve the highest common denominator of agreement. 
He shared many of the views expressed by the representatives of the United Kingdom 
and Japan with respect to the five-Power draft. 

Mr. STRULAK (Poland) shared the general regret that no agreement had 
been reached on a chapter containing conclusions and recommendations. 

f 
The failure 

to reach agreement was due to the fact that some ,delegations had wanted to isolate : 
the agreement the Committee had reached on the first fourteen paragraphs and take 1 
it out of context of the wider agreement on procedure; moreover, during much of the i 
discussion, the price of agreement was assumed to be the renunciation by certain 

! 

delegations of the right to state their position as they desired, and that had 
been completely unacceptable to his delegation, He rejected charges and 

I 

qualifications made by some delegations in respect of the five-Power draft and 
the attitude and intentions of its authors, including his own delegation. The 
draft was clear, spoke for itself and did not require such elaboration, 

Mr. PRAT GAY (Argentina) expressed his deep regret that no agreement had t 
been reached on a consensus report which had been the real aim of his delegation. t 
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Mr. ROMAN (Nicaragua) also regretted that no agreement had been reached. 
He had attempted to be as conciliatory and neutral as possible; his country had 
no political or commercial ties with Southern Rhodesia. 

Mr. SAVAGE (Sierra Leone) shared the general regret at the failure to 
reach agreement. The attitude of his delegation throughout the debate had been 
one of compromise in an effort to find a basis for agreement. He considered, 
however, that the work of the Committee had been frustrated by some delegations 
which seemed to have feelings of sympathy, affinity and even kinship with the 
illegal r6gime of Southern Rhodesia. His delegation, no doubt like other African 
delegations, felt it was unable to compromise its undertaking to the Organization 
Of African Unity to do all it could to put an end to the illegal' regime in 
Southern Rhodesia, He hoped that those delegations that were frustrating the will 
of the Security Council, as expressed in resolutions 253 (1968) and 277 (1970), 
that sanctions should be made operative in order to put an end to the illegal 
rggime in Southern Rhodesia, would in the future act in accordance with the 
instructions of the Security Council instead of paying lip service to the United 
Nations. 

_The CHAIRMAN thanked all the members of the Committee and, particularly 
those which, like the delegation of Argentina, had been most active in the attempt 
to adopt a consensus report. He also thanked the representative of Belgium, 
under whose chairmanship the discussion on chapter VI had been initiated. He 
expressed appreciation to the Secretariat for its co-operation. 

Speaking as the representative of Burundi, he said he shared the pessimism 
expressed by some delegations about the future of the Committee. He appreciated 
the difficulties encountered by the Committee and the attempts of members to 
solve those problems. He feared, however, that the Committee might give the 
impreSSiOn that its members did not all have the same aim, and that it was wavering 
in its commitment to enforce the sanctions. 

The meeting rose at 2.35 p.m. 
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Appendix II 

ANONYMOUS WORKING DRAFT CIRCULATED AT THE 50TH MEETING OF THE 
COMMITTEE AND WHICH, IN THE LIGHT OF THE DISCUSSIONS AT THE 
54TH MEETING, WAS SUBSEQUENTLY SPONSORED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM 

AND FRANCE 

OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Owing to various reasons, the Committee was not able to hold regular meetings 
before January 1971. Besides, at the time of finishing its report it had not yet 
received commercial statistics for the whole year 1970. 

2. Nevertheless the Committee, as it can be seen from the previous chapters, 
was able to: examine seventy-five cases of alleged violations of the sanctions 
including some where it was established that transactions with Southern Rhodesia 
fiad taken place and undertake studies of specific commodities and of means which 
would render more effective the vigilance of Member States on suspected violations 
of the sanctions. 

3. The Committee notes with regret that the sanctions have not yet led to the 
desired result. However, the illegal regime in Southern Rhodesia has been 
compelled to resort to complicated and costly procedures to evade sanctions and 
Continuing difficulty is being experienced over attracting and retaining as 
many immigrants as are wanted. Despite the lack of reliable and up-to-date 
information on Rhodesian trade, it would appear to the Committee that this is still 
at a high level, and it is probable that some sectors of industry and tourism are 
developing. Tobacco production and exports continue to be significantly affected 
by sanctions, but output and export of other crops are more dependent on climatic 
conditions: in 1970 for example, they were undoubtedly affected by drought. To 
a considerable extent the loss stemming from lower tobacco production has been 
made good by new exports, particularly of minerals. Nevertheless, Rhodesia's 
foreign exchange difficulties have remained acute and probably worsened during 
x.770. This has added to the problem of obtaining replacements for worn-out 
infrastructure, particularly the railways (which may not be able to cope with 
1971's higher agricultural output). Difficulty of access to international capital 
market has also probably restricted the potential rate of development. 

zontinue to ignore resolutions 253 (1968) 
The Committee is convinced that the Republic of South Africa and Portugal 

and 277 (1970) in spite of repeated 
appeals by the Security Council not only by maintaining their trade with Southern 
Rhodesia but also, as shown in.chapter II, failing to control within their 
territories the issuance of misleading documents about the origin of merchandise, 
which assist the illegal authorities in Southern Rhodesia and their agents abroad 
in their efforts to evade sanctions. 

5. The Committee considers that the Security Council should again draw firmly 
the attention of South Africa and Portugal to the obligations of Member States 
under the Charter. 
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6. The Committee wishes to bring to the attentiOn Of the Security Counci1 ehree 
cases of transactions with Southern Rhodesia which were carried out with the 
consent of the reporting Governments. It appreciates however the Co-operation of 
the States involved in giving frank and full information. The Committee takes 
note of the statements made by some of the States involved in the above Cases to 
the effect that they will endeavour in fUtUre t0 p?XVent sUch tXWEXki"ns- 

7. The Committee suggests that the Security Council should draw the attention of 
bfember States to the need for particular vigilance with regard to commercial, 
industrial, financial and tourist transactions which are alleged to be with 
countries neighbouring Southern Rhodesia, particularly with those whose Governments 
and authorities have failed to co-operate with the work of the Committe@, as 
these might in reality cover transactions with Southern Rhodesia itself. In t&is 
context, the Committee wishes to call the attention of the Security Council to the 
supporting role played especially in territories neighbouring Southern Rhodesia 
by intermediaries, in the manoeuvres of the illegal rggime, to make sanctions 
ineffective. The Committee welcomes the attitude of Governments of countries 
neighbouring Southern Rhodesia which co-operate with it and would appreciate any 
help from them which could contribute to the accomplishment of the Committee's task. 

8. According to the estimate given in the Committee's last report) over one third 
of Rhodesian exports in 1968 and 1969 reached countries outside southern Africa 
whose Governments are applying sanctions and it is unlikely that the amount for 19'10 
will be any lower. The Committee feels that every effort should, as a matter of 
priority, be made to stop this, which if successful, would have a marked effect on 
the economy of Southern Rhodesia. Therefore, an additional co-ordinated effort by 
all Governments concerned to detect and frustrate this considerable volume of illegal 
trade is necessary and to this end the Committee feels that it should concentrate its 
efforts in the field of trade on the lines suggested in Chapter II towards helping 
Governments to increase the effectiveness of their own sanction enforcement 
porcedures. In this connexion the Committee wishes to draw attention to the 
observation on the trade in ammonia contained in Annex V. 

9. The Committee feels that Governments should take all feasible measures aimed 
at discouraging emigration and tourism to Southern Rhodesia. 

10. The Committee has appreciated that the Secretariat, taking into account the 
recommendations contained in the third report, has endeavoured to provide 
information relevant to its work. 
be useful to the Committee. 

Information from more Member States would also 
Only a very few Governments have reported UP to now 

on cases of suspected violations. The Committee considers it desirable that more 
Members of the United Nations shuuld endeavour to bring cases of suspected sanctions 
evasions (where they have reliable evidence) to the notice of the Committee. 
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Appendix III 

12 May 1971 

DRAFT CONCLUSIONS AND RECOIWENDATIONS SUBMITTED BY 
POLAND, SIERRA LEONE, SOMALIA, SYRIA AND USSR 

As a result of adoption of the Security Council resolution 277 (1970) the 
Committee was entrusted with the responsibility of "studying ways and means by 
which Member States could carry out more effectively the decisions of the Security 
Council regarding sanctions against the illegal rggime of Southern Rhodesia and 
making recommendations to the Council". 

On the basis of examination of the material available to the Committee, and 
Of the analysis of the situation in Southern Rhodesia, as well as paying special 
attention to the factors which enable the illegal rggime of Southern Rhodesia to 
remain in power, the Committee notes that: 

the Skurity Council resolutions 253 (1968) 
The situation in Southern Rhodesia despite the measures provided for in 

and 277 (1970) continues to deteriorate. 
The main purpose - that of assisting the people of Zimbabwe to exercise their 
right to self-determination and independence in accordance with the United Nations 
Charter and in conformity with the objectives of the General Assembly resolution 
1-514 (xv) - is yet to be achieved, The tyrannic and racist rggime COntinUeS not 

only to exist but consolidates the power it usurped and steps up its repressions 
against the people of Zimbabwe, 
from outside. 

mainly as a result of the support it receives 

2. Despite the repeated Security Council resolutions, which provide for 
sanctions against Southern Rhodesia, and in violation of these,resolutions, 
South Africa and Portugal continue actively to support Southern Rhodesia. They 
no* only continue to maintain military, trade and other relations with Southern 
Rhodesia, but, as established by the Committee, also encourage the issuance on 
their respective territories of the misleading documents of origin of the goods, 
thus assisting the illegal authorities of Southern Rhodesia and other countries 
in evading the sanctions. The Committee feels in this regard that ensuring the 
implementation by South Africa and Portugal of the sanctions adopted by the 
Security Council against Southern Rhodesia remains the most urgent and pressing 
objective. 

3. The Security Council decisions on sanctions against Southern Rhodesia 
were also undermined by the fact that the United Kingdom, the United States, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, France, Japan and several other countries sabotage 
the implementation of these decisions not merely by continuing but also by 
developing all-round economic, trade and other relations, including shipping, air, 
railway and road communication with South Africa and Portugal, and thus through 
these countries they provide support to Southern Rhodesia. To give an example, the 
following data are to be mentioned. British exports to South Africa in 1970 only 
was estimated at E333 million exceeding the 1969 level by lb%, while the United 
States exports to South Africa increased to $514 million. 
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4. During its deliberations the Committee ascertained that there were three 
cases of flagrant violation of and evasion from the sanctions adopted in accordance 
with the Security Council resolutions 253 (1968) and 2'7'7 (1970), namely by 
Australian shipments of wheat to Southern Rhodesia, by the Federal Republic of 
Germany - imports of graphite and by Switzerland imports of meat from Southern 
Rhodesia. The Committee is concerned with the fact that these trade transactions, 
violating the Security Council resolutions, are being concluded with the knowledge 
of the Governments of Australia, the Federal Republic of Germany and Switzerland, 
and as is evident from the notes received from the Governments concerned, these 
countries intend to maintain trade relations with Southern Rhodesia. 

5. The sanctions adopted by the Security Council are also violated by big 
foreign companies operating directly within Southern Rhodesia. They expand their 
activities, carry out geological exploration of new deposits of rare metals and 
build new mines. In 1969 alone the r6gime of Southern Rhodesia granted 69 
preferential licences for geological survey over the territory of 5,000 sq. miles, 
The Committee deplores that the Governments of certain Western Powers do not take 
measures against their national companies which operate in Southern Rhodesia and 
are a major obstacle to the implementation of sanctions. 

6. Facilities accorded to Southern Rhodesia information, tourism, transport 
and other agencies on the territory of some Member States, as well as the issuance 
by Governments of these States of entrance permits to persons connected with the 
Southern Rhodesia rggime contravenes Security Council resolutions. Furthermore 
the Committee is concerned about the fact that despite the Security Council 
resolutions large numbers of foreign tourists continue to visit Southern Rhodesia, 
this being an important source of revenue in foreign currency for the illegal 
r6gime. 

7. The Committee notes with regret that up to the present moment it is unable 
to carry out the decision contained in its Third Report to the Security Council and 
in particular paragraph 95 which stipulates that the Committee should report to 
the Security Council more frequently, issue communiq& concerning matters which 
might be of immediate general interest, such as the successful detection and 
prevention of sanctions evasions, distribute summaries of its work to all members 
of the Council. 

8, The Committee takes note that it has not received all the necessary 
infOrIIdiOn pertaining to Southern Rhodesia and available to the Secretariat, 
especially in regard to the supplies of arms, and traffic in war material to the 
illegal rggime, nor has there been any information on the manufacturing of 
armaments in Southern Rhodesia itself. 

TO Promote the effectiveness of sanctions against Southern Rhodesia. the 
Committee recommends to the Security Council: 

1. To request the States which still maintain trade, economic, transport and 
other relations with Southern Rhodesia to sever them immediately. It is advisable 
that the Council should once again draw the attention of these States to the fact 
that the failure to comply with its resolutions 253 (1968), 277 (1970) and 

- 288 (w-0) is contrary to their obligations according to articles 25, 48 and 49 of 
the Charter. 
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2. TO call upon the Government of Australia as Well as upon the Governments 
Of the Federal Republic of Germany and Switzerland which still maintain illegal 
trade with Southern Rhodesia to comply with sanctions imposed by the Security 
Council resolutions and in thjs connexion to recall the provision of paragraph 6, 
article 2, oflthe Charter. 

3. To enlarge the scope of the sanctions: 

(a) to apply all measures provided for in arti.cle 41 of the Charter 
against the illegal rggime of Southern Rhodesia; 

(b) to consider sanctions against South Africa and Portugal in view of’ 
their refusal to implement the relevant resolutions of the Security-Council; 

(c) to request the Government of the United King&m as the administering 
Power to use military force in order to secure the right of self-determination 
and independence to the people of Southern Rhodesia; 

(a) to call upon all States to take further measures in order to stop 
immigration of their citizens as well as visits of their citizens to Southern 
Rhodesia; 

(e) to call upon non-governmental organizations to ccmply with the 
sanctions imposed by resolutions 253 (1968) 
Rhodesia. 

and 277 (1970) against Southern 

4. To recommend once again to the States to prevent their national companies 
and subsidiaries registered on their territories to continue all operations and 
to take measures to terminate all investments and to withdraw the capital already 
invested in Southern Rhodesia, To request States to inform the Security Council 
about actions taken by Governments or courts against companies maintaining trade 
and other relations with Southern Rhodesia, 

5. The Committee suggests that more efforts are made by the Secretariat 
to provide it with adequate information pertaining to Southern Rhodesia which 
is available to the Secretariat. 
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ANMEX I 

Cases carried over from previous reports and new cases 

Explanatory note 

The first,-lj secondg' and third3' reports of the Committee to the Security 

Council contained texts of reports and substantive parts of correspondence with 

Governments on seventy-three specific cases of violations of sanctions against 

Southern Rhodesia, 

This annex to the fourth report contains additioral information received by 

the Committee on thirty-six of the cases previously reported, together with texts 

of reports and substantive -parts of correspondence with Governments and specialized 

agencies received up to and including 1 March 1971, concerning forty new cases 

brought to the Committee's attention since submission of its third report. 

The Committee considered it useful to arrange the icases in the annex 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. 

1/ S/8954, para. 9. 

21 S/9%$2/Add.l, annex XI. 

31 S/g844/Add.2, annex VII. 
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List of specific cases of suspected violations 

A. P'LINERALS 

Ferrochrome and chrome ores 

Serial No. 

(1) 

Case No. 

1. 

(2) 3. 

(3) 5. 

(4) 6. 

(5) 23. 

(6) 45. 

(7) 7. 

(8) 11. 

(9) 17. 

(10) 25. 

(11) 31. 

(12) 36. 

(131 37. 

(14) 40 

‘(3-5) 55s 

(16) 57-w 

Chrome sand - "Tjibodas'i: 
IJnited Kingdom note dated 20 December 1968 

Chrome sand .- "Tjipondoki': 
United Kingdom note dated 22 January 1969 

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

Ferrochrome - "Blue Sky": 
United Kin;dom note dated 12 February 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Xassimoernee" and iiArchon": 
United Kingdom note dated 8 July 1969 

Ferrochrome - "Tai Sun" and "Kyotai Xaru": 
United Kingdom note dated 2C September 1969 

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

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

Ferrochrome ve "Casikara": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 June 1969 

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

Chrome ore and ferrochrcme - "Ville de Nantesll: 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1969 

Ferrochcome - "Ioannis'!: 
United Kingdom note dated 26 August 1969 

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

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

Ferrochrome - '*Gu.nvors':. 
United Kingdom note dated 10 November 1969 

Chrome ore - 'PMyrtidiotissa7' : 
United Kingdom note dated 17 November 1969 
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(18) 

(1.9) 

(2.9) 

(21) 

(22) 

(23) 

(24) 

'(.:25) 

(~6) 

(27) 

(1.13) 

(29) 

(30) 

(31) 

(32) 

(33) 

(34) 

Case No. 

59. 

64. 

71. 

73. 

74. 

76. 

77. 

79. 

80. 

81. 

84. 

87. 

89. 

95. 

100. 

103. 

108. 

110. 

Shipwnts of ferrochrome to various countries: 
United Kingdom note dated 4 December 1969 

Chrome ore and ferrochrome - '?Birte Oldendorff": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 December 1969 I 
Ferrochrome .II fsDisaFs: 
United Kingdom note dated 2 April 1970 

Chrome ores ~- "Selene": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 Apil 1970 

Chrome ore,5 and concentrates -. "Castasegna": 
United I;in~dom note dated 17 April 1970 

Ferrochrome - "Hodalrasan Maru": 
United Kingdom note dated 13 clay 1970 

Ferrochrome - "S.A. Statesman?': 
United Kingdom note dated 28 ;ky 1970 

Chrome ore - i'Schuttin~;'v: 
United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1970 

Chrome ore .̂ %lostertoris: 
United Kingdom note dated 10 June 1970 

Ferrochrome - 11J?3errian'v: 
United Kingdom note dated 17 June 1970 

Chrome ores and concentrates - "Joha Stove": 
United Kin;;dom note dated 23 July 1970 

Perrochrome - "llargaret Cord": 
United Kingdom note dated 5 August 1970 

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

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

Chrome - "Cuxhaven": 
United Kingdom note dated 16 October 1970 

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

Chrome ores .# "Schonfels": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 1970 

Chrome ores - "KybfeisLi: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 January 1971 
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Serial Ro. 

Tungsten ore 

(35) 

Cower 

(36) 

(37) 

(38) 

(39) 

(40) 

Nickel 

(41) 

(42) 

Lithium ores 

(43) 

(44) 

(45) 

(46) 

(47) 

(48) 

(49) 

Case No. 

78. Tungsten ore - "Tenko llarusv and "Suruga Marups: 
United Kingdom note dated 28 May 1970 

12. 

15. 

34. 

Copper concentrates - "Tjipondok": 
United Kingdom note dated 12 May 1969 

Copper concentrates - %.zan Xaru": 
United Kingdom note dated 4 June 1969 

Copper exports: United Kingdom note dated 
13 August 1969 

51. Copper concentrates - vsStraat Futs.miv': 
United Kingdom note dated 8 October 1969 

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

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

109. Nickel - "Sloterkerku7: 
United Kingdom note dated 11 January 1971 

20. Petalite - "Sado i!Iaru": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 June 1969 

21. Lithium ores: 
-United Kingdom notes dated 3 July and 27 August l%! 

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

30. Petalite - "Simonskerkvs: 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1969 

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

46. 

54, 

Petalike - "Kyotai Maruss: 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969’ 

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

Serial No. Case No. 

(50) 86. 

(51) 107. 

Pig-iron and steel billets 

(52) 29. 

(53) 70. 

(54) 85. 

(55) 114. 

Graphite 

(56) 38. 

(57) 43. 

(581 62. 

B. TRADE IN TOBACCO 

(59) 4. 

(60) 30. 

(61) 19. 
(62) 26. 

(631 350 

(64) 82. 

(Q-1 92. 

(66) 90. 

(67) 104. 

Petalite ore - 99Krugerland9': 
United Kingdom note dated 4 August 1970 

Tantalite - "Table Bay": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 1970 

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

Steel billets: 
United Kingdom note dated 16 February 1970 

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

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

Graphite - 99Kaapland99: 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

Graphite - 9ETanga99: 
United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1969 

Graphite - "Transvaal", "Kaapland", "Stellenbosch 
and i9Swellendam'9: United Kingdom note dated 
22 December 1969 

"Mokaria" : United Kingdom note dated 24 January 1969 

99Mohasi99 : United Kingdom note dated 29 March 1969' 

'sGoodwill": United Kingdom note dated 25 June 1969 

Transactions in Southern Rhodesian tobacco: 
United Kingdom note dated 14 July 1969 
'%ontaigle" : A 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1969 

"Elias L.": United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1970 

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

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

"Agios Nicolaos": 
United Kingdom note' dated 2 November 1970 
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Serial I!0 a Case No. 

(68) 105. %ontaltoi' : United Kingdom note dated 
2 November 1970 

C. TRADII IN MAIZE AND COTTON SEED 

(69) 18. 

(70) 394 

(71) 44. 

(72) 47. 

(73) ~ 49. 

(74) 53. 

(75) 56. 

(76) 63. 

(77) 90. 

(78) 91. 

(79) 96. 

(80) 97 . 

0311 106. 

D. TRADE IN WHEAT 

(R2) 75. 

E. TRADE IN MEAT 

(83) 8. 

(84) 13. 

Trade in maize: 
United Kingdom note dated 20 June 1969 

Maize - "Fraternity": 
United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 

Maize - "Galini": 
'United Kingdom,note dated 18 September 1969 

Maize - "Santa Alexandra": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969 

Maize - 17Zeno": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 September 1969 

Cotton seed - "Holly Trader": 
United Kirqdom note dated 23 October 1969 

Maize - "Julia L. '!: 
United Kingdom note ,dated'l3 November 1969 

Maize - "Polyxene C. ": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 December 1969' 

Maize - "Virgy": 
United Kingdom note dated 19 August 1970 

llaize - "Master DaskalosTs: 
United Kingdom note dated 19 August 1970 

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

Yaize - "Lambros M. Fatsis": 
United Kingdom note dated 30 September 1970 

Maize .- "Corviglia": 
United Kingdom note dated 26 November 1970 

Supply of wheat to Southern Rhodesia 

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

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



Serial No. m-- 

035) 

031) 

(87) 

NW 

(89) 

(90) 

(91) 

No. Case 

14. 

16. 

22. 

33. 

42. 

61. 

68. 

F. TRADE IN SUGAR 

(92) 28. 

(93) 60. 

(94) 65. 

(95) 72. 

(96) 83. 

(97) 94. 

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

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

Beef - 'lSwellendamis: 
United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1969 

Meat A "Taveta" : 
United Kingdom note dated 8 August 1969 

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

Chilled meat: 
United Kingdom note dated 8 December 1969 

Pork -' "Al~or'~: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

"Byzantine Xonarchsr : 
United Kingdom note dated 21 July 1969 
i7FiJ&is'7 : United Kingdom note dated 4 December 1969 

"Eleni": United Kingdom note dated 5 January 19'('0 

"Lavrentios": United Kingdom note dated 8 April 1970 

"Angelia": United Kingdom note dated 8 July 1970 

"Philomilas7: United Kingdom note dated 28 August 1970 

(98) 112. "Evangelos I"I.fi: 
United Kingdom note dated 22 January 19'j'l 

6. TRADE IN FERTILIZERS AND A!fMONIA 

(99) 2. Import of manufactured fertilizers from Europe 
United Kingdom,note dated 14 January 1969 

(100) 48. Ammonia - "Butaneuve": 
United Kingdom note dated 24 September 1969 

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

(102) 66. Ammonia - "C&rons": 
United Kingdom note dated 7 January 1970 

(103) 69. Ammonia =.. "I\iIariotte's : 
United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 
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Serial No. Case No. 

(104) 101. 

(105) 113. 

H. MOTOR VEHICLES 

(106) 9. 

I. CYCLE ACCESSORIES 

(1071 88. 

J. TRACTOR KITS 

(108) 50. 

R. AIRCRAFT 

(109) 41. 

(110) 67. 

DIESEL ELECTRIC LOCOMOTIVES L. 

M. 

(111) 

BOOK-KEEPING AND ACCOUNTING MACHINES 

Anhydrous ammonia: 
United Kingdom note dated 12 October 1970 

Anhydrous ammonia - "Cypress's and "Isfonn": 
United Kingdom note dated 29 January 1971 

Elotor vehicles: United States note dated 28 March 1969 

Cycle accessories: 
United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1970 

Tractor kits: Uni ted Kingdom note dated 2 October 1969 

Aircraft spares: 
United Kingdom note dated 5 September 1969 

Supply of aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 21 January 1970 

111. Traction equipment for diesel electri: locomotives: 
United Kingdom note dated 15 January 1971 

(112) 58. Book-keeping and accounting machines: 
Italian note dated 6 November 1969 

N. SHIRTS 

h-13) 93. Shirts manufactured in Southern Rhodesia: 
United Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 
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Specific cases of suspected violation 

A. MINERALS 

Ferrochrome, chrome sand and chrome ore 

(1.) Case No. 1 Chrome sand - "T,jibodasCs: United Kingdom note dated -.-^.w--- ^._-.._-w-..- 
20 December 1968 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the second report (S/92$2/Add.l, annex XI, pages l-10). 

(2) Case No. 3 Chrome sand - "T,jipondok": United Kinffdom note dated 
22 January 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the second report (S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, pages 10-13). 

(3) Case No. 5 Trade in chrome ore and ferrochrome: United Kinrpdom note dated -- m-e -;I--.-.--+---- 
6 February 1969 -- 

There is no nelq information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/98hh/Add.2, annex VII, page '0. 

(4) Case No. 6 Ferrochrome - "Blue Sky": United Kinpdom note dated , .._---~_ 
12 February 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to ths-1; coutained 

in the third report (S/98&/Add.2, annex VII, pages 8+). 

(5) Case No. 23 Ferrochrome - ":'.Iassimoemee" and ".Archonrs: ---_-- Unit~~-~\:%nfiflr;lTO~n~~E 
dated 8 July 1969 - 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contai.ned 

in the third report (S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, page 9). 

(65) Case No. 45 Ferrochrome - "Tai Sun" -and "Kvotai Plaru" : lJ:;i.-ted 12 nFdom note ,.---&--^. ___I.~ _I_,.__-~,_-..-I _ 'L.d"--- -.m--. ---- 
dated 20 September 1969 _- 

There is no new information concerning this case in add.ition to that cnnt ain.:!% 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.Z, annex VII, pages P-11). 

(7) Case No. 7 Ferrochrome - "Catharina OJ&nd;cr:f'f"' : Unj.tfjd 1Si1:.1~d%'i IIO??~ ~h-~'!J?d .-.-v-M ____- t---,.---. _,_.__,.__" _.-_ - .-r-.--"-..--.-..---._. 
22 February 1969 -- 

There is no new information concerning this case in ad.dition to tb,~.t, con'Lai.ned. 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 11-12). 
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(8) Cue No p 1.1 ~errochrcsme ,- "KL. Plubarakiah" and "Al Sabahiah" : United Kingdom 
e--_.__. "-"-- -.,..e_ -----T-s 
not- dated 24 A13rii 19bfw .--2 _._. -----_ ..--- 

in 

(9) 

1. 

‘i’ll3Y is no new iKfOl’;Tl&tiGn concerning this case in addition to that contained 

the third retort (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 12-13). 

Case No. 17 Perrochrome - "Gasikara": United Kingdom note dated 19 #June 1969 -pe_--.-..--- -I_ --__-I 

PlWTiOUS information co.nce:rning this case is' contained in the third report 

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 13-16) n 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary--General ,sent 

a note verbale dated 28 January 197.1 to the Netheriands, referring to his previous 

note verbale dated 5 Hay 1970 (see annex VII, pa,?e 16, Fara. 12), transmitting, for 

the information of the Netherlands, a copy of the rep&dated 18 June 1970 received 

from the Federal Republic of Germany to the Secretary-Generalgs note verbale dated 
Ill/ 14 :-lay 1970 in connexion with a shipment of ferrochrome on the vessel "Gunvor -- 

and inquiring as to whether the information requested in the Secretary-General's 

note vcrbale dated 5 Play lg'(G could 'be forwarded either directly to the Government 

cf the Federal' Republic of Germany, with a copy to the Secretary-General, or to 

the Secr'cts.ry~-Genera.1 for transmittal to the Government of the Federal Republic 

of GernarlJy . 

(lo! Case Go. 25 Perrochrome -- %atus’ : United Kingdom no,te dated 14 July 1969 .---..e-.l.--__I 

1 . . Previous iafornation concerning this case is contained in the third report 

.( s/gi344/.hM. 2; EtWj.C--I VII 9 pages 1.7-19) o 

2. h?ditiO!ial i1~forX'hion received since the submission of the third report is 

given below D 

3. Replies have been received from Italy and the Netherlands to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 3 December 1969, the substantive parts of which read as 

:Bol.?.o;m : 

(1) 'Jote verbge dated 11 January 1971 from Italy 

??he I?e:Juty T'eraanent i?epregirltatiVe Of Italy... has the 'honour, fLIrther 

to t;hc note-,,of 5 December 1969 bee S/98Lh4/Add.2, annex VII, page 18, 
gara. 3 (ql/ to inform him of the following:, 

e--w I -,' 

3-/ See (1-5)~ Case ITO. $5, pa,ge 16, para. 2. 
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"The vessel 'Batu' arrived in Genoa July 31st 1969 and unloaded 
there two consignments of kg, 33* 798 and kg. 61) s 234 of ferrochroze. 
AS a result of investi,yation,s promoted by the Italian authorities. it 
was established that the two consignments were of South African origin 
and that the certificates accompanying them, issued respectively by the 
Chamber of Commerce of Johannesburg and the '!Zssociao C0i7ielX?ial.v of 

Loureqo i,iarques I) were authentic." 

(2) Note verbale dated 22 Kay 1970 ram the Betherlands ---~.--__-.- 
77 . . * the Netherlands authorities contacted the owner of the ZBat.u'q 

who supplied information to the effect that the vessel had indeeil carrif?fi 
ferrochrome during the course of its voyage from Lourenco IQarques to 
Europe. 

"TWO consignments, 60 9 240 and. 39.763 k~, respectively g had thaw 
destination of Genoa, while a third shipment was marked for l3arcelona. 

"In view of' the identity of the shippers and of ava.ilt1bl.e data, 
there was no basis for assuming that the cargo originated in Southern 
Rhodesia. The owner of the vessel, furthermore, informed the Netherlands 
authoriti.es that the consignments were unloaded in Genoa and Bamzelona in 
the absence of any objections on the part of the customs authorities. As 
far as this information applies to Genoa, it has been confirmed by the 
Italian authorities. 

i'In conclusion, the Per.;lanent Representative wishes to draw the 
Secretary--General vs attention to the fact that the 'HR~~LI' berthed at 
the port of Antwerp before sailin.. ,T directly to Rotterdam, " 

4, A reply dated 18 Jline 1970 has been received from Belgium to the rjecretarjr 

klel'Etlis notes verbale dated 31. December 1969 and 29 April. 1970, the su’bst sntive 

part of which reads as follows : 

"As my predecessor has explained i.n his reply' of 2 December last 
&ke 5/9844/Add.2, annex VII, p&e 18, psra. 3 (a).? to the Secretary- 
General',s note of 22 July 1969, the competent Belzian authorities have 
ma,de a very thorough investigation of this shipment. This investigatio~j 
revealed no irregularities," 

51 A-t the request of the Committee at its 39th meetinK, the Secretary-Gcneml saxt 

a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to Spai.n, referrliag to *his previou.s sates 

verbale dated 22 July (see annex VII, page 18, parit.. 2) and 3 December 1.369 (set 

annex VII, page 18, para. 5),$ forwarding a copy 'of the note ~t~‘oak d&~d 

22 ZSay 1970 from the IJetherlands Lgee ~)ara~ 
-.- 

_- 3 (2) a;b(yr_e?/ for j.nfomiatioll BMCL ti5-;l:inz; 

bfhether any investigation of this consifap[;ent Tga,s carrrj.efj Out, and, if' SO, dlt?lAlt?Y 

conies of the relevant documentation could be forwarded to the Secr2targ-~:';e~~e~,al. 

for the information of the Cozmittee. 
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6. An.acknowledgement dated 8 February 1971 has been received from Spain; 

stnting that the Secretary-General's note verbale has been transmitted to the 

competent Spanish authorities for information and any action that may be necessary. 

(1.1.) Case No. 31 C!hrome ore and ferrochrome - "Vi1l.e de Nantes": United Kin,qlom 
notellatedci-4. .~upust 1969 -II--- 

l . I-revious information concerning this case is contained in the third rpport 

(S/384k/ddd.2, annex VII, pages 19-22). 

2. Additional information received since tne submission of the third report is 

given below" 

3. Replies have been received from the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherland 

and Norway to the Secretary-General's note verbale dated 29 April 1970 (annex VII, 

page 21, pars. 6), the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 13 J -"---- anuarg 1971 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"1,327 tons of ferrochrome from the m.v. 'Ville de Nantes' were carried 
on the Rhine River barges 'Muskatet' and fPontet Canet' to Duisburg (FRG). 
Certificates of origin, issued by the Chamber of Commerce of Johannesburg 
and presented by the importer, together with the customs declaration, 
attested to the South African origin of the cargo. Since the customs 
authorities had no reason to suspect the origin to be different from that 
stated in the certificate, the ferrochrome was cleared for free use in 
the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

"The following quantities from the m.v. 'Ville de mantes' were shipped 
in transit,through the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany: 

"(a,) On barge 'Kuriers, 127,510 kg. chrome ore and 525,866 kg. 
ferrochrome to Austria and Czechoslovakia; 

l'(b) On barge 'Maingau by 9 769,337 kg. chrome ore and 165,278 kg. 
ferrochrome to Austria and Czechoslovakia; 

"(c) On barge 'AlanY, 59,246 kg. chrome ore to Czechoslovakia; 

"(d) On barge 'Dorai, 676,337 kg. chrome ore to Czechoslovakia; 

"(e> On barge 'Maingau $', g20,080 kg. chrome ore to Czechoslovakia." 

(2) Note verbale dated 23 June Ii.970 from thezetherlands .-------- -.------- -- 

"llhe 'Wtherlands Government is aware of the fact that the information 
tlhich is divulged by the Committee established in pursuance of Security 
Council resolution 253 (1968) is not accusatory but is intended to facilitate 
the investigation of possible evasions of sanctions. In view of the great 
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importance the Netherlands Government attaches to a correct application of 
the sanctions, it has submitted the information regarding the investigation 
of the shipment on board the French vessel 'Ville de Nantes', although no 
evidence was found that the cargo originated in Southern Rhodesia. 

"However, in the past it has been found that the simple fact of 
publicly mentioning the name of a shipping company or one of her ships 
in relation to the transport of cargo suspected of being of Rhodesian 
origin, although it was proved later that this suspicion was unfounded, 
has done evident harm to the company in question. Therefore, the Netherlands 
Government has to insist on its request formulated in the note of 
2 April 1970. &/ 

"In case the Committee would consider asking the country of destination 
to make a further investigation, the Netherlands Government might suggest that 
the Committee could forward to the Government in question the data regarding 
the dates and ways of transit through the Netherlands in the same way as the 
Netherlands Government sent them to the Committee. If desired, the 
Netherlands, Government is willing to forward in future, upon request from 
the Committee, data as mentioned above directly to Governments of countries 
to which cargo in transit through the Netherlands has been shipped, instead 
of 'sending these data to the Committee." 

(3) Note verbale dated 15 June 1970 from Norway 

"On instructions from his Government, the Permanent Representative of 
Norway has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that Norwegian 
authorities have undertaken a thorough investigation of the shipment of 
chrome ore which was off-loaded at Trondheim from the Greek vessel 'Bergurn' 
after having been trans-shipped from the French vessel 'Ville de Nantes'. 
All available information indicates that the shipment originated in South 
Africa, and no evidence was disclosed to corroborate the suspicion that 
the shipment was of Southern Rhodesian origin. Norwegian authorities have 
thus concluded that no evasion of the sanctions established under Security 
Council resolution 253 (1968) has taken place." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale da-ted 28 January 1971to the Netherlands, referring to its 

reply dated 23 June 1970 (para. 3 (2) above) and, in respect of the third 

paragraph thereof, accepting the kind offer of the Netherlands Government to 

forward data regarding the dates and ways of transit through the Netherlands 

directly to the Governments of countries to which cargo is shipped in transit 

through the Netherlands, with a request that a copy of such data be sent to the 

Secretary-General at the same time for the information of the Committee. 

1/ S/P844/Add.2, annex VII, page 21, para. 5. 
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(12) Case NO, 36 Ferrochrome - "Ioannis": United Kingdom note dated 
26 August 1969 

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

in S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 22). 

(13) Case 1Jo. 37 Ferrochrome - "Halleren": 
TAugust 1969 

United Kingdom note dated 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in S/9844/Rdd.2, annex VII, pages 23-24). 

(14) Case No. 40 Ferrochrome - "Ville de Reims": United Kingdom note dated 
25)ugus t 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in S/9844/Add.2, 

annex VII, pages 24-26).’ 

2. At the request of the Committee at'its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring to his 

previous note verbale dated 5 May 1970 (annex VII, page 26, para. 7), transmitting .- 
for the information of the Netherlands a copy of the reply dated 18 June 1970 

received from the Federal Republic of Germany to the Secretary-General's note 

verbale dated 14 May 1970 in c&nexion with a shipment of ferrochrome on the 

vessel "Gunvor4 and inquiring as to whether the information requested in the 

Secretary-General's .note verbale dated 5 May 1970 could be 'forwarded either 

directly to the Government of the Federal.Republic of Germany, with a copy t0 the 

Secretary-General, or to the Secretary-General .for transmittal to the GoGernment of 

the Federal Republic of Germany. 

(15)" Case No, 55 'Ferrochrome - "Gunvor": United Kingdom note dated 
10 November 1969 

1. PreViOUS information concerning this-case is contained in the third report 

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 26-28). 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 29th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a-note verbale dated 14 May 1970 to the Federal Republic of Germany, referring 

to its reply Of 22 April 1976 LTee annex VII, page 27, para. 3 (bl7 and requesting 

additional information corkerning this shipment. 

-- 
I! See (15), Case No. 55, para. 2 below. 
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3. A reply dated 18 June 1970 has been received from the Federal Republic of 

Germany, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The 3,000 tons were sub-chartered by 'Otavi-Minen and 
Eisenbahngesellschaft' to a Swiss company for transportation of 
2,000 tons of ferrochrome and 1,000 tons of silicon-chrome. 

"By certificate of origin, issued by the Portuguese Chamber of 
Commerce in LourenZ;o Marques, the ferrochrome was declared as South 
African merchandise. For silicon-chrome, a certificate of origin is 
not required. The entire freight was unloaded from the 'Gunvor' at 
Rotterdam. The final destination of the freight could not be 
ascertained." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring to his 

note verbale dated 5 May 1970 (see annex VII,'page 28, para, 6), transmitting, 

for the information of the Netherlands, a copy of the above note verbale dated 

18 June 1970 from the Federal Republic of Germany and inquiring as to whether 

the information requested in the Secretary-General's note dated 5 May 1970 could 

be forwarded either directly to the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, 

with a copy to the Secretary-General, or,to the Secretary-General for transmittal 

to the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

(16) Case No. 57 Chrome ore - "Myrtidiotissa": United Kingdom note dated 
17 November 1969 

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

(S/9844/Add. 2, annex VII, pages 28-31). 
2. Additional information received since submission of the third report is given 

below. 

3. A reply dated 3 August 1970 has been received from Greece to the Secretary- 

Generalss note verbale dated 26 November 1969 (see S/984k/Add.2, annex VII, 

page 29, para. 2), the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece has the honour to forward attached 
he;ewith photostat copies of certificate of origin showing that the cargo 
loaded last October at Lourenso Marques aboard the vessel 'Myrtidiotissa' 
was not of Southern Rhodesian origin. 

"The Greek authorities would very much appreciate it if the inquiries 
carried out by the country of destination were notified to them." 
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4. Replies have been received from Austria, Czechoslovakia and Italy to, the 

Secretary-General's note verbale dated 20 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 31, 

para. ll), the substantive parts 'of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 6 July 1970 from Austria 

"The Austrian Missidn to the United Nations has the honour to transmit 
enclosed testified copies of the certificates of origin which demonstrate 
without any doubt that the. chrome ore in question was not of Southe$n 
Rhodesian origin." 

(2) Note verbale dated 2 July 1970 from Czechoslovakia 

"The results of the investigation undertaken by the competent 
Czechoslovak authorities in order to clarify the subject of the information 
submitted on 2 January 1970 by the Government of the United Kingdom to the 
Committee established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) 
confirmed that no Czechoslovak commercial organization had violated 
provisions of resblution 253 (1968). 

"At the same time, it became evident that in 1969 the Swiss firm RIF 
Trading Co., mentioned in the United Kingdom note, arranged for only one 
delivery of chrome ore which was of Iranian origin. The certificate of 
the ore proves beyond doubt that its quality corresponds to a typical 
Ira,nian chrome ore which the above-mentioned firm has for several years 
delivered to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. Simultaneously, the 
investigation showed that the respective payment for the ore was made 
to Iran within the framework of the Czechoslovak-Iranian clearing, 

"The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic does not recognize the illegitimate 
r6gime in Southern Rhodesia and does not maintain diplomatic, commercial Or 
any other relations with it." 

(3) Note verbale dated 27 November 1970 from Italy 

"The Permanent Representative of Italy has the honour to inform him 
LFhe Secretary-General/ that further inquiries promoted through the Italian 
Consular Authorities Tn Lourenso Marques have confirmed that the docL'WentS 
concerning the merchandise aboard the said vessel were authentic." 

5. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to Greece and Panama, referring to his 

note verbale dated 26 November 1969 ( see annex VII, page 29, para. 2) and inquirin 

whether those Governments could throw any light on the following apparent 

discrepancies revealed in the information received by the Committee. According 

to the certificates of origin received from the Greek Government with its note 
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verbale dated 3 August 1970 (see para. 3 above) issued by the Chamber of Commerce, 

Lourenqo Marques, more than 56 million pounds of ore were loaded on the vessel on 

27 October 1969. According to information received from the Italian Government in 

a note verbale dated 5 January 1970 !-Fee S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 30, 

para. 7 (bL7, when the vessel arrived in Trieste on 24 November 1969, its cargo 

consisted of only 13,5'76,987 pounds and was consigned to Austrian firms. According 

to certificates of origin received from the Austrian Government with its note 

verbale dated 6 July 1970 LFee para. 4 (1) above7issued by the Chamber of Commerce, 

Johannesburg, the cargo totalled 15,543,600 pounds, an excess of about 2 million 

pounds on the figure mentioned in the Italian note of 5 January 1970. 

(17) Case No. 59 Shipments of ferrochrome to various countries: United Kingdom 
note dated 4 December 1969 

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

@/98&/Add.2, annex VII, pages 32-41). 

2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is 

given below. 

3, A reply dated 13 July 1970 has been received from Belgium to the Secretary- 

General's note vcrbale dated 22 January 1970 (see annex VII, page 40, para. lb), 

tfle substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"I have the honour to refer to your note dated 22 January 1970... 
concerning a cargo of ferrochrome, suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian 
origin, on board the Netherlands vessel 'Nijkerk' (3rd para. of UK note 
of I5 January). 

"At the request of my Government, I have the honour to inform you that 
the Belgian administration of customs and excise has carried out a thorough 
investigation of the cargo of this vessel at Anvers. This investigation has 
not revealed any irregularities," 

4. A reply dated'30 September 1970 has been received from Brazil to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 29 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 40, para. 17.), the 

substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Brazil,.. has the honour to refer 
to the notes transmitting, at the request of the Committee established 
in accordance with resolution 253 (1968)..., communications from the 
United Kingdom Mission concerning the importation into Brazil of 
merchandise of suspected Rhodesian origin. 
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"In this connexion and in order to avoid the possibility of the 
entry into Brazil of any goods originating in Rhodesia, the Brazilian 
Government has decided to adopt the exceptional measure of 
re-establishing,the requirement of a certificate of origin for all goods 
imported from South Africa, Angola and Mozambique. 

"Said certificate of origin will be considered valid only if issued 
by a governmental authority of the country of origin, To that effect 
Brazilian Consulates in all those areas through which goods might be 
shipped from Rhodesia have already received appropriate instructions 
from the Brazilian Government." 

5. By a note dated 10 July 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported the 

following further information: 

'IIn their note of 4 December 1969, the Government of the United 
Kingdom brought to the attention of the Committee established in pursuance 
of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) the activities of the firm or 
Hochmetals (Africa) (Pty) Ltd. of Johannesburg in the sale of ferrochrome 
from Rhodesian Alloys, Gwelo, Southern Rhodesia, to purchasers in various 
parts of the world. The Government of the United Kingdom have received 
reliable information that the trade in ferrochrome previously carried on 
by Hochmetals (Africa) (Pty) Ltd. is now being carried on by a company 
called Septem Trading (Pty) Ltd. Certificates of origin purporting ta 
show that the minerals were of South African origin have been obtained 
in the name of Septem from a Chamber of Commerce in a third country. 

"Among the certificates in ferrochrome executed by Septem Trading 
(Pty) Ltd. have been: 

"(a> Contract No. C 1588, 50 tons for Dalmine Siderurgica, Buenos 
Aires and contract No. C 1547, 40 tons for Marathon, Buenos Aixes, 
Argentina, both of which consignments were shipped on the m.v. 'Hodakasan 
Maru' of Japanese registry which sailed from Lourenco Marques on 
12 April 1970 (United Kingdom Government note of 13 May 1970 to the 
Committee,,.). 

"(b) Contract No. C 1579, 100 tons for Patricia Echeverria, Madrid, 
Spain,,shipped on the s.s; 'S.A. Statesman' of South African registry 
which sailed from Lourenc;o Marques on 19 April 1970 (United Kingdom 
Government note of 28 May 1970). 

'l(c) Contract No. 'C 1456, about 140 tons for Mannesmann, Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil, shipped on the m.v. 'Merian' of FRG registry whidh 
sailed from LourenFo !<garques on 22 May 19'70 (United Kingdom Government 
note of 17 June 1970). 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that theeCommittee 
may wish to invite the United Nations Secretary-General to bring the 
above information to the attention of all the Governments to whom copies' 
of his notes of 10 December 1969 and 13 January 1970, about Hochmetals 
(Africa) (Pty) Ltd., were sent." 
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6. At the request of the'&&mittee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 23 July 1970 to all Member States 

of the United Nations or members of the specialized agencies, transmitting the 

United Kingdom note, Replies were not requested but have been received from 

Argentina, Canada, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Mauritania, Nauru, as 

follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 1 September 1970 from Argentina 

"I have the honour to refer to your notes dated 13 January, 26 May 
and 23 July transmitting notes dated 4 December 1969, 13 May 1970 and 
10 July 1970 from the United Kingdom Mission.,.. which drew attention to 
possible violations of the sanctions against Rhodesia consisting in the 
shipment and sale of ferrochrome from Rhodesia to purchasers in various 
parts of the world,, including Buenos Aires. 

"The facts presented to us in these notes have been thoroughly 
investigated by the Government of the Argentine Republic which, as you 
will remember, severed economic relations with Rhodesia by Decree 1196/66, 
which was transmitted to you by our note NU 33/405 of 15 March 1966. 

"As a result of this investigation, my Government is in a position 
to state that a consignment of the above-mentioned mineral entered 
Argentina under cover of documents from a South African export and 
-production firm stating that the said consignment was of South African 
origin. 

"The competent authorities of the Argentine Republic could not be 
aware that the firm in question was acting as an intermediary, since 
the note from the United Kingdom drawing attention to that fact 
(10 July 1970) was written a considerable time after the mineral had 
entered the country, 

"With a view to avoiding any repetition of this occurrence, the 
Government of the Argentine Republic has instructed its consulate having 
jurisdiction in South Africa that, in addition to requiring certificates 
of origin for any suspicious cargoes, it should tighten precautions so 
'as to prevent transactions which might, even indirectly, undermine 
Security Council resolutions." 

(2) Note verbale dated 24 July 1970 from Canada 

"The Secretary-General!s note, together with its attachment, is being 
brought to the attention of the appropriate Canadian authorities." 



(3) Note verbale dated 25 August 1970 from the Democratic Re,public 
of the Congo 

"The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Congo. 
has the honour to acknowledge receipt of the Secretary-General's note of 
23 July 1970, the contents of which have received his attention. 

"The said nolo, together with the attached document, has been 
transmitted today to the Congolese Government for information." 

(4) Note verbale dated 24 July 1970 from Mauritania 

"The Permanent Mission of Mauritania wishes to inform the Secretary-. 
General that the contents of his note have been transmitted to the 
Government of Mauritania." 

(5) Note verbale dated 6 August 1970 from the Republic of Nauru 

"The Acting Secretary for External Affairs has the honour to inform 
the Secretary-General that the Republic of Nauru is not an importer of 
ferrochrome and has the honour to confirm that the Republic has not 
available to it any information regarding trade of the nature referred 
to in the Secretary-Generalvs communication." 

7. A reply dated 18 February 1971 has been received from the Netherlands to tht 

Secretary-General's note verbale of 20 January 1970 (see S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, 

page 39, para. 141, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"A careful inquiry conducted by the Netherlands authorities has 
shown that the Netherlands vessel 'Nykerk' has indeed carried a 
consignment of copper materials and gun-metal as stated in the annex 
of the note from the United Kingdom dated 15 January 1970 which was 
attached to the aforesaid note of the Secretary-General. 

"The Netherlands authorities , however, have concluded that having 
regard to the contents of the documents pertaining to the consignment, 
there was no basis whatsoever for the shipping company in question to 
doubt the non-Southern Rhodesian origin of the cargo. 

"The shipment was unloaded after its arrival in Antwerp, in the 
absence of any objections on the part of the Belgian customs authorities* 

"In conclusion, the Permanent Representative wishes to inform the 
Secyetary-General that, owing to an administrative misunderstanding, a 
reply to the latterss note has not been sent at an earlier date." 
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8. Subsequent to the statement concerning this case made by the Representative 

of Belgium at the Committee's 42nd meeting on 24. February 1971, further information 

has been received from Belgium in a note dated 26 February 1971, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"With regard to Case No. 59 (Shipments of ferrochrome to various 
countries), the Belgium-Luxembourg Economic Union imported none of 
this ore from Rhodesia over the period 1960-1965. In 1966 a verv 
small import of 395 tons of Rhodesian ferrochrome was recorded. "Since 
the adoption of resolution 232 (1966) by the Security Council, the BLEU 
has imported no more ferrochrome of Rhodesian origin." 

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

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in *he third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VI?, pages 41-42). 

(19) Case No. '73 Ferrochrome _. "Disa": United Kingdom note dated 2 April 1970 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 42-43). 

2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is 

given below. 

3. Replies have been received from the Federal Republic of Germany and Sweden 

to the Secretary-General's note verbale dated 8 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 43, 

para. 2) 9 the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 27 August 1970 from the Federal Republic of Germany 

"According to information received from the customs authorities of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, no ferrochrome was unloaded from the vessel 
during her calls at the FRG ports of Hamburg and Bremen. Neither are there 
indications that any such products if shipped on board the 'Disa' have come 
into the FRG by other means." 

(2) Note verbale dated 5 June 1970 from Sweden 

"The Permanent Representative... has the honour to inform the 
Secretary-General that the matter is now being investigated by the 
competent Swedish authorities. Further information was to be transmitted 
to the Secretary-General upon completion of that investigation." 
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4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Neth.erlands and,Sweden, in the case 

of the Netherlands referring to his note verbale dated 8 April 1970 (see annex VII, 

page 43, para. 2) and requesting a reply thereto as soon as possible; in the case 

of Sweden, referring to its reply dated 5 June 1970 (see par'a. 3 (2) above) to the. 

Secretary-General's note verbale of 8 April 1970 and inquiring as to whether the 

Swedish Government had completed its investigation of this consignment and, if so, 

whether the further information mentioned in its reply could be forwarded to the 

Secretary-General for the information of the Committee. 

(20) Case No. 73 Chrome ores - "Selene": United Kingdom note dated 13 April 1970 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 43-44). 

2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is . 
given below. 

3. A further reply has been received fromItaly and a reply has been received from 

Yugoslavia to the Secretary-General's notes verbale dated 20 April 1970 (annex VII, 

page 44, para. 21, the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 16 June 1970 from Italy 

"On the basis of an inquiry made by the proper authorities in Italy, 
it has been ascertained that the chrome transported by the ship 'Selene' 
was of South African origin as it was proved by the documentation presented 
by'the shipping company, FBillits'. The ship has been allowed, therefore, 
to unload the chrome in Trieste." 

(2) Note verbale dated 11 May 1970 from Yugoslavia 

ff . . . the Yugoslav authorities have been informed of the shipment of 
chrome ores and chrome concentrates, suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian 
origin, and all the necessary measures were undertaken to prevent the 
unloading of the cargo aboard the m.v. 'Selene"at Yugoslav ports, at the 
appropriate time." 

4. By a letter dated 18 June 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported that it 

had received information indicating that the in.v. 'Selene' had discharged her cargo 

of chrome ore and concentrates at Trieste for transit to Austria. 
, 

5. At the request of the Committee at an informal meeting on 19 June'1970, the 
B : 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale,dated 19 June 1970 to Austria, transmitting 1 
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the previous United Kingdom note of 13 April (see S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 43, 

para. 11, together*with the information contained in the letter of 18 June 1970 and" 

requesting comments thereon. 

6. A reply dated 26 October 1970 has been received from Austria, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Acting Permanent Representative of Austria to the United Nations 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General of the United Nations that 
the above-mentioned cargo was addressed to the following Austrian firms: 
'Radenthein', 'Oesterreichische Magnesit-1Jerke AG' and 'Veitscher Magnesit AG', 
Vienna. Copies of the 'bills of lading and certificates of origin, which 
show the chrome ores and chrome concentrates in question to be of South 
African origin are attached, as well as copies of relevant certificates of 
the Chamber of Commerce, Johannesburg." 

(21) 

1. 

Case No. 74 Chrome ores and concentrates - "Castasegna": United Kingdom 
note dated 17 April 1970 

Previous information concerning this case is contained in the third report 

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 45). 

2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is 

given below. 

3. Replies have been received from Spain and Switzerland to the Secretary-General's 

note verbale dated 29 April 1970, the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 21 ilay 1970 from Spain 

"The Permanent Mission of Spain... has the honour to inform him @he 
Secretary-Genera&/ that, between 11 and 22 April, four consignments Of 
chrome ore carried on board the said vessel were cleared by the'customs 
at Santander and that the documents covering these consignments showed 
their origin to be the Republic of South Africa: The said documents meet 
the requirements of Spanish law regarding authenticity." 

(2) Note verbale dated 15 June 1970 from Switzerland 

"The investigation in this connexion ordered by the competent Federal 
authorities has revealed that in March 1970 the m.v. 'Castasegna', owned 
by the shipping company, Suisse atlantique of Lausanne, did in fact take 
on a cargo of 12,020 tons of chrome ore bound for Santander for account of 
Ferroaleaciones Xspanoles S.A. at Madrid. However, the charter party 
concluded by the Swiss company with the Spanish charterers contains in 
article 36 the following provision: 

'Cargo to be of non-Rhodesian origin.s 
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"There is no indication in the bill of lading that the merchandise 
in question might be of Rhodesian origin. In view of the above-mentioned 
safeguard clause in the charter party, Suisse atlantique denies any 
responsibility in the event that the Spanish charterers h,ave failed to 
comply with it." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its &Oth meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971to Spain, referring to its reply dated 

21 May 1970 /see para. 3 (1) abov%T to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 

L’7 April 1970 and inquiring as to whether copies of the documents mentioned in the 

above reply could be forwarded for the information of the Committee. 

5. A reply dated 3 February 1971 'has been received from Spain, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Spain to the United Nations... has the 
hcnour to enclose photocopies of the documents referred to in the 
/Spanish/ Mission's note of 2l. May 1970, which attest to the South 
African origin of the consignments of chrome unloaded at Santander 
from m.v, *Castasegna"between 11 and 22 April 1970." 

(22) Case No. 76 Ferrochrome - "Hodakasan Maru": 
13 May 1970 

United Kingdom note dated 

1. By a note dated 13 May 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported information 

concerning a shipment of ferrochrome on the above vessel. The text of the note is 

reproduced below: 

'*The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information, 
from commercial sources, about a shipment of Rhodesian ferrochrome which they 
consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that consignments of Rhodesian 
ferrochrome in drums were recently loaded at LourenGo Marques aboard the 
m.v. 'Hodakasan Maru', 

"The m.v. 'Hodakasan Maru', which is owned by Mitsui O.S.K. Lines Ltd. 
of Tokyo and is of Japanese registry sailed from Lourenso Marques on 
12 April for ports in the Republics of Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the above information to 
the notice of the Governments of Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil with a view 
to assisting'them in their investigations into the origin of any ferrochrome 
unloaded from the m.v. 
her present voyage, 

'Hodakasan Maru' at ports in their territories during 
either for use in the:ir territories or trans-shipment to 

other countries. 
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"If the importers should claim that the ferrochrome is not of 
Rhodesian origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary- 
General's note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form of 
certificates from the producers, as well as rail notes covering the 
despatch of the consignments to Lourenc;o Marques. 

"At the same time , it is suggested that the Committee may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the attention 
of the Government of Japan so as to enable them to make inquiries into the 
carriage aboard a Japanese-owned and registered vessel of ferrochrome 
which, according to the information above, 
origin.!' 

is suspected to be of Rhodesian 

2. At the request of the Committee, at its 30th meeting, the Secretary-General. 

sent notes verbale dated 26 May 1970 to Argentina, Brazil, Japan and Uruguay, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from Argentina dated 1 September 1970 &ee (17) 

Case No. 59, para. 6 (117:, B razil dated 30 September 1970 LTee (17) Case No. 59, 

para. &T and Japan dated 16 February 1971, the substantive part of which reads 

as follows: 

"The-Permanent Representative of Japan to the United Nations... has 
the honour to inform the Secretary-General that the investigation made by 
the Government of Japan produced the following resuits: 

"The vessel !Hodakasan Maru' sailed from Lourenqo Marques on 
12 April 1970 and entered the ports of Buenos Aires (Argentina), 
Montevideo (Uruguay) and Santos (Bra&l) on 26 April, 6 May and 
8 May respectively. 

"Ninety-seven drums (101.026 pounds) of ferrochrome, 760 bags 
(84,534 pounds) of ferrochrome and 90 drums (109,288 pounds) of high 
carbon ferrochrome were unloaded from the vessel at the port of 
Buenos Aires and 170 drums (136,340 pounds) of ferrochrome at the port 
of 'Santos. (N o consignment of ferrochrome was unloaded at the port of 
Montevideo.) 

"AS a result of its investigations, the Government of Japan was 
assured that special attention is paid by Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, Ltd. to 
the origin of consignments prior to the time of loading, so as to preclude 
any possibility of transporting goods of Southern Rhodesian origin and 
that consignments are allowed to Le loaded only when they are <judged to be 
not originating in Southern Rhodesia after careful examination of 
certificates of origin. The Government of Japan was further assured that 
the consignments in question, after such examination, were judged'to be 
of South African origin and accordingly were transported to their 
respective destinations." 
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(23) Case No. 7'7 Ferrochrome - "S,A. Statesman": United Kingdom note dated 
28 bIay 1970. 

1. By a note dated 28 ?!?ay 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported informatic 

about a consignment of ferrochrome on board the above vessel, The text of the nott 

is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received, 
information from commercial sources about the shipment of Rhodesian 
ferrochrome which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant 
further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of Rhodesian 
ferrochrome in drums was recently loaded at Lourenso Marques aboard 
S.S. gS.A. Statesman', which is owned by the South African Marine 
Corporation Ltd. of Cape Town and is of South American registry, sailed 
from Lourengo Marques on 19 April for -ports in Spain, France and Italy. 

"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 notice of the Governments of Spain, France and 
Italy, with a view to assisting them in their investigation into the 
origin of any ferrochrome unloaded from the S.S. vS.A. Statesman' at 
pbrts in their territories during her present voyage, either for use in 
their territories or for trans-shipment to other countries, 

"If the importers should claim that the ferrochrome is not of 
Rhodesian origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof qf origin contained in the Secretary- 
General's note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form of 
certificates from the producers, as well as rail notes covering the 
dispatch of the consignments to Lourenc;o Marques." 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 31st meeting,, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 4 June 1970 to Italy and Spain, transmitting the United 

Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. The representative of France in 

the Committee also took note of the contents of the United Kingdom note. 

3,. .Replies have been received from Italy and Spain as follows: 

(1) Note &bale dated 14 July 1970 from Italy 

"l%e South African ship 'S.A. Statesman? arrived in Venice. from 
Marseilles_on 30 May, with a cargo of 110 pounds of chrome samples. On 
the basis of an inquiry made by the proper authorities in Italy, it has 
been ascertained that the chrome was of South African origin as it Was 
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proved by the documents provided by the Chamber of Commerce of Johannesburg 
(South Africa‘) signed by Gis,elle Kaethe Anna Krystal, on 1 May 1970. The 
ship has therefore been allowed to unload the chrome in Venice." 

(2) Note verbale dated 29 July 1970 from Spain 

il 
. . . the vessel 'S.A. Statesman' entered the port of Barcelona on 

28 June 1970 carrying merchandise in transit 
destined for the said port." 

, without unloading any cargo 

(24) Case No. 79 Chrome ore - "Schutting": United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1970 

1. By a note dated 3 June 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported information 

about shipments of chrome ore, ferrochrome and ferro-silicon-chrome on the abovk 

vessel. The text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources about the shipment of consignments 
of chrome ore, ferrochrome and ferrosiliconchrome, suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that about six thousand tons of 
chrome ore and>various consignments of ferrochrome and 
ferrosoliconchrome were recently loaded at Lourenqo Marques aboard the 
m.v. 'Schutting'. 
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"The m.v. 'Schutting', which is owned by Fisser and Van Doornum of 
Hamburg and is of FRG registry, sailed from Lourenl;o Marques on 5 May 
for Rotterdan and Hamburg. 

"Further information received by the Government of the United Kingdom 
indicates that the sale in Europe of the above-mentioned consignments has 
been supervised and co-ordinated by the firm of Handelsgesellschaft in 
Zurich, A.G., whose activities in connexion with suspected breaches of 
sanctions have previously been drawn to the attention of the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (19681, in 
particular in the United Kingdom Government's note of 6 February 1969. L/ 

"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 to bring the above information to the 
notice of the Governments of the FRG and the Netherlands with a view to 
assisting them in their investigations into the origin of any minerals 

h/ See S/gZ'j2/Add.l, annex XI, page 13, (3). 



unloaded from the m.v. 'Schutting' at ports in their territories during 
her present voyage: either for use in their territories or for 
trans&hipment to other countries. 

"If the importers of the minerals in question should claim that the 
minerals are not of Rhodesian origin, the Governments of the FRG and the 
Netherlands may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating to 
documentary .proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's note of 
18 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from the 
producers, as well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignments 
to Lourenc;o Marques," 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 32nd meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 12 June 1970 to the Federal Republic of Germany and the 

Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon, 

3. Replies have been received from those two Governments, the substantive parts 

of which read as follows: 

.(l) Note verbale dated 20 August 1970 from the FRG 

"According to information received from the customs authorities of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, no ferrochrome, chrome ore and ferro silicon 
chrome was unloaded from the vessel during her call at the FRG port of 
Hamburg," 

(2) Note verbale dated 24 N ovember 2970 from the Netherlands 

"A careful investigation by the Netherlands authorities did not yield 
any indication whatsoever of the evasion of the measures decided upon in 
resolution 253 (1968) of the Security Council. 

"Accordingly, no objections were raised to its transit to the 
Federal Republic of Germany.s' 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Netherlands referring to its reply 

dated 24 Ncvember 1970 to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 12 June 1970 and 

inquiring as to whether the Netherlands Government could forward information about 

the onward destination of the consignments in question, in particular details Qr 

copies of the documents which were produced to the Netherlands authorities which 

satisfied them that they were not of Rhodesian origin. 

-92- 



(25) Case No. 80 Chrome ore - "Klostertor": United Kingdom note dated 
10 June 1970 

1. By a note dated 10 June 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about the shipment of chrome ore on the above vessel, The text of 
the note is reproduced below: 

, 
"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 

from commercial sources about the shipment of consignments of chrome ore and 
ferrosiliconchrome, suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, which they consider 
to be sufficiently reliable to warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that various consignments of chrome 
ore and ferrosiliconchrome were recently loaded at Lourenso Marques aboard 
the m.v. 'Klostertor'. 

"The m.v. 'Klostertor', which is owned by Fisser and Van Doornum of 
Hamburg and is of FRG registry, sailed from LourenGo Marques on.9 May for 
Rotterdam and Hamburg. 

"Further information received by the Government of the United Kingdom 
indicates that the sale in Europe of the above-mentioned consignments .has 
been supervised and co-ordinated by the firm of Handelsgesellschaft in 
Zurich A.G., whose activities in connexion with suspected breaches of 
sanctions have been previously called to the attention of the Committee 
established,in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (19681, 
particularly in the United Kingdom's notes of 6 February 1969 &/ and of 
3 June 1970. 2/ 

"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 to bring the above information to the 
notice of the Governments of the Federal Renublic of Germany and the 
Netherlands with a view to assisting them in their investig&ons into 
the origin of any minerals unloaded from the m.v. 'Klostertor' at ports 
in their territories during her present.voyage, either for use in their 
territories or for trans.-shipment to other countries. 

"If the importers should claim that the minerals are not of Rhodesian 
origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating to 
documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's note of 
18 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from the 
producers, as well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignments 
to Lourenqo Marques." 

L/ See S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, page 13, (3). 

iY See (24 ,) Case No. "(9 ('Schuttin;'). 

-93- 



2. At the request of the Committee at its 3%th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes verbale dated 18 ;Tune 1970 to the Governments of the Federal Republic bf 

Germany and the Netherlands, 

3. Replies have been received from those two Governments, the substantive parts 

of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 20 August 1970 from the FRG 

"According to information received from the customs authorities of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, no chrome ore and ferro-silicon-chrome 
was unloaded from the vessel during her call at the FRG port of Hamburg." 

(2) Note verbale dated 30 November 1970 from the Netherlands 

"A careful investigation by the Netherlands authorities did not yield 
any indication whatsoever of any evasion of the measures decided upon in 
resolution 253 (1968) of the Security Council. 

!Accordingly, no objections were raised to its transit to the FRG." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring to its 

above reply dated 30 November 1970 to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 

18 June 1970 and inquiring as to whether the Netherlands Government could forward 

information'about the onward and final destination of the consignments in question 

and, in particular, details or copies of the relevant documentation, for the 

information of the Committee, 

(26) Case No. '81 Ferrochrome - "Merian": United Kingdom note dated 17 June 1970 

1. BY a note dated 17 June 1970, the United Kingdom Government ,reported 

information concerning shipment of a consignment of ferrochrome on the above vessel* 

The text of'the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources about the shipment of a consignment 
o-f ferrochrome suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, which they consider 
to be sufficiently reliable to warrant further investigation. - 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of about 
140 tons of ferrochrome was recently loaded at Lourenqo Marques aboard 

.the m.'v. 'Merian'. 
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"The m.v. !Merian', which is owned by E. Komrowski Reed of Hamburg, 
and is of FRG registry, sailed from LourenI;o Marques on 22 May for ports 
in Brazil. 

"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 to bring the above information to the 
notice of the Government of Brazil with a view to assisting them in their 
investigation into the origin of any ferrochrome unloaded from the 
m.v. 'Merian' at ports in their territory or during her present voyage, 
either for use in their territory or trans-shipment to other countries. 

"If the importers should claim that the ferrochrome is not of 
Rhodesian origin, the Government of Brazil may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-Generalfs note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form 
Of certificates from the producers, as well as rail notes covering the 
dispatch of the consignments to Lourenso Marques. 

"It is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary- 
General to bring the above information to the attention of the Government 
of the FRG so as to enable them to make inquiries into the carriage 
aboard an FRG-owned and registered vessel of ferrochrome which, according 
to the information above, is suspected to be of Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 19 June 1970 to Brazil and the Federal 

Republic of Germany. 

3. A reply dated 26 June 1970 has been received from the FRG, stating that the 

contents of the Secretary-General's note have been transmitted to the Government 

of the FRG. 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes verbale dated 29 January 1971to Brazil and the Federal Republic of Germany, 

in the case of Brazil, referring to his previous note verbale dated 19 June 1970 

(see para. 2 above) and requesting a reply thereto as soon as possible; in the 

case of the FRG, referring to its acknowledgement dated 26 June 1970 of the 

Secretary-General's note verbale of 19 June 1970 and inqui.ring as to whether the FRG 

Government was now in a hosition to forward its oomments on this matter for the 

information of the Committee. 

5. An acknowledgement dated 5 February 1970 has been received from the Federal 

Republic of Germany, stating that the Secretary-GeneralPs note verbale of 

29 January 1971 has been brought to the attention of the FRG Government. 
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(27) Case No. 84 Chrome ores and concentrates - "Jobs Stove": United Kingdom note 
dated 23 July 19’70 

1. By a note dated 23 July 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about shipments of chrome ores and concentrates on the above vessel, 

The text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources about some shipments of chrome ores 
and concentrates suspected to be of Rhodesian origin which they consider 
to be sufficiently reliable to warrant, investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that approximately ten thousand tons 
of chrome ores and concentrates were recently loaded at Lourenso Marques 
aboard the m,v, 'Jobs Stove'. 

"The m.v. 'Jobs Stove' which is owned by Lorentzens 'Rederi Co, of 
Oslo and is of Norwegian registry, sailed from Lourenso Marques on 
30 June for Trieste. 

"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 notice of the Government of Italy with a view to 
assisting them in their investigations into the origins of any chrome ores 
or concentrates unloaded from the m.v. 'Jobs Stove' at ports in their 
territory during her present voyage:, either for use in their territory Or 
for trsns-shipment to other countries. 

%"If the importers of the chrome ores and concentrates in question 
should claim that the minerals are not of Rhodesian origin, and particularly 
if they should support this claim with certificates of origin issued by an 
authority in one country claiming that the minerals were produced in a 
second country, the Government of Italy may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentNary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form 
of certificates from the producers as well as rail notes covering the 
despatch of the consignments to Lourenco ?4arques. 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the notice of the 
Government of Norway so as to enable them to make 'enquiries into the 
carriage aboard a Norwegian owned and registered vessel of minerals which, 
according to the information above, are suspected to be of Rhodesian origin*" 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 29 July 1970 to the Governments of 

Italy and Norway, 
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3. Replies have bee? received from those two Governments, the substantive parts of 

which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 17 September 1970 from~ltaly ---I__- 
rt 

. 0 . the Norwegian ship 'Jobs Stove' called at Trieste at the end'of 
July with a cargo of 15,555 tons of chrome destined to Austria. 

"On the presentation by the shipping Company Billitz of documentation 
establishing that the chrome was not of Rhodesian origin, the authorities 
of the port of Trieste have authorized its shipment to Austria." 

(2) Note verbale dated 4 August 1970 from Norway 

"The Acting Permanent Representative has been instructed to state the 
following: 

"The m/v !Johs Stove', owners Lorentzens Rederi Co. of Oslo, has been 
chartered to the Swiss firm RIF Trading Co., whose agents in Trieste are 
Messrs. Pilatnar. The charter party covering the consignments in question 
contain a clause stipulating that 'cargo to be of non-Rhodesian origin'. 

"It is the understanding of the Norwegian authorities that the 
Norwegian parties concerned have complied with the requirements of Secur 
Council resolution 253 (1968), the integral text of which has been 
reproduced as part of Norwegian legislative measures to implement that 
resolution." 

ity 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 19'j'lto Austria, transmitting a copy of the 

United Kingdom note of 23 July 1970 (see para. 1 above),, together with the 

substantive pact of the reply from Italy dated 17 November 1970 (see para. 3 (1) 

above) to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 29 July 1970 and asking whether 

the Austrian Government could produce any further information, such as a chemical 

analysis (as referred to in the Secretary-Genera19s note verbale and enclosures of 
1/ 4 August lg6g- ) ,of the ores in question, together with copies of the relevant 

documentation as outlined in the fifth paragraph of the United Kingdom note. 

_II_--. 

1/ See S/9252/Add.l, annex XI., page 1.0. 
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(28) Case MO. 87 Ferrochrome - IFMargaret Card": United Kingdom note dated 
5 August 1970 

1. By a note dated 5 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of ferrochrome on the above vessel. Tha text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

'"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources about the shipment of a consignment of ferrochrome 
suspected to be of Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant investigation. 

'sThe information is to the effect that a consignment of some 90 tons in 
drums of this mineral was recently loaded at Lourenso Marques aboard the, 
m.v. 'Margaret Cord.'. 

"The m-v. 'Margaret Cords 9 which is owned by Messrs. Jorgen Ditlev , 
Lauritzen of Hellerupvej 14, Hellerup, and is of Danish registry, sailed / 
from LourenEo Marques on 9 July for Rio de Janeiro. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Brazil with a view to 
assisting them in their investigations into the origin of any ferrochrome 
unloaded from th,e m.v. 'Margaret Cords at ports in their territory during her 
present voyage, either for use in their territory or trans-shipment to other 
countries. 

"If the importers should claim that the ferrbchrome is not of Rhodesian 
origin, the Government of Brazil may wish to bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's 
note of 18 September 1969 and require the importers to produce certificates 
from the mining company supplying the ferrochrome as well as rail notes 
covering the despatch of the consignment to Lourenso Marques. 

"It is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary- 
General to bring the above information to the attention of the Government of 
Denmark SO as to enable them to make enquiries into the carriage aboard a 
Danish owned and registered vessel of ferrochrome which, according to the 
information above, is suspected to be of Rhodesian origin.'! 

2. Following informal consultations, at the request of the Committee, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 17 August 1970 to the Governments of 

Brazil and Denmark, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments 

thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from both those Governments as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 30 September 1970 from Brazil 

ze (17) Case No. 59, para. ZT 
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(2) l!Jote verbale dated 25 September 1970 from Denmark 

"In his note, the Secretary-General... invited the comments of the 
Danish Government on the note dated 5 August 1970 from the Permanent Mission 
of the United Kingdom concerning a consignment of ferrochrome, suspected 
to be of Southern Rhodesian origin, shipped from Lourenso Narques to Brazil 
aboard the m.v. 'Margaret CordP. 

"Acting upon instructions, the Permanent Representative of Denmark 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General as follows: 

"The owners of the vessel m.v. PMargaret Cord' have informed the 
Danish authorities that they are without any knowledge that the vessel 
has been engaged in transports from Lourenso Marques to Brazil of 
ferrochrome suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin. 

"By virtue of a time charter party of 4 September 1969, the vessel 
m.v. 'Margaret Cords is time chartered by the shipping company 
Lloyd Brasileiro, Rio de Janeiro, 

'sThe captain of the vesse1m.v. 'Margaret Cord' has no possibility 
of determining the nature of the cargo because bills of lading and 
manifests are drawn up by the agents ashore often after the vessel's 
departure from the port in question. Consequently, the officers of the 
vessel are not able to ascertain whether a consignment originates from 
Rhodesia. 

"Considering the information thus available, the Danish authorities 
have taken no further steps in the matter." 

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

1. By a note dated 18 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning shipments of minerals on the above vessel. The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information, 
from commercial sources about further shipments of minerals suspected to 
be of Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is that consignments of minerals believed to be of 
Rhodesian origin (including some nine thousand tons of chrome ores, 
ferrosilicon chrome and ferrochrome) were recently loaded at Lourenc;o Narques 
aboard the m.v. vVille de Wavre? for carriage to Rotterdarn. The sale in 
Europe of the consignments of the specified minerals has been supervised and 
co-ordinated by Handelsgesellschaft,in Zurich A.G. whose activities in 
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connexion with exports from Southern Rhodesia have previously been drawn to 
the attention of the Committee... in the United Kingdom Government's notes 
of 6 February 1969 IJ and '30 May 1960. 

"The m-v. 'Ville du Havre' which is owned by the Compagnie Havraise 
et Nantaise Peninsulaire, 59 Boulevard Haussman, Paris, and is of French 
registry, sailed from ~O~rer~~O Marques on 17 July for Rotterdam. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nitions to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of the Netherlands with a 
view to assisting them in their investigations into the origin of all 
minerals unloaded ?rom this vessel during her present voyage at Rotterdam 
or other ports in the Netherlands either for use in the Netherlands or 
trans-shipment to other countries. If the importers or transit agents 
handling the cargo in Netherlands ports should ciaim the minerals are not of 
Rhodesian origin, the authorities in those ports may wish to bear in mind 
the suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969. 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the notice of the 
French Government so as to enable them to make enquiries into the carriage 
aboard a French owned and registered vessel of minerals which, according 
to the information above, are suspected to be of Rhodesian originafP 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 21 August 1970 to the Government Of 

the Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments 

thereon. 

3. The following information has been received from France in a note verbale 

dated 20 October 1970: 

"The Permanent Mission of France.. , has the honour to inform the 
Secretary-General that since the vessel !Ville du HavreP did not call at 
any French port before Rotterdam, it has not been possi'ble for the French 
maritime and customs authorities to verify the origin of her cargo. 

"In the light of information which may be communicated to them by 
the country of destination, the French authorities, should the occasion 
arise, will not fail to make an enquiry into the responsibility of the 
transporter." 

Y See S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, page 13, para‘ (3 
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4. A reply dated 5 January 1971 has been received from the Netherlands, the 

substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The 'Ville du Havre' berthed at Rotterdam on 5 August 1970 carrying 
amongst others consignments of ferrochrome ore, ferrochrome, siliconchrome 
ore and chromeore 'grade 3'. The Netherlands authorities conducted the 
customary thorough investigation into the origin of the aforesaid cargo. 
The enquiry yielded no evidence whatsoever of any infringement of the 
sanctions decided upon in Security Council Resolution 253/1968. Accordingly 
no objection was made to its transit to the Federal Republic of Germany. 

"The Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands avails 
himself of this opportunity to renew to the Secretary-General the assurances 
of his highest consideration." 

5. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring to its 

reply dated 5 January 1971 to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 21 August 1970 

and enquiring as to whether the Netherlands Government could forward information 

about the onward and final destination of the consignments in question and, in 

particular, details or copies of the relevant documentation, for the information of 

the Committee. 

(30) Case No. 95 Ferrochrome and Ferrosilicon chrome - "Trautenfels": United 
Kingdom note dated 11 September 1970 

1. By a note dated 11 September 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning shipments of minerals on the above vessel. The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources about further shipments of minerals 
suspected to be of Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant further investigation, 

"The information is to the effect that some 4,500 tons of ferrochrome 
and ferrosilicon chrome believed to be of Rhodesian origin were recently 
loaded at Lourenso Marques aboard the m.v. 'Trautenfels'. 

"The m.v, 'Trautenfelss 9 which is owned by Hansa, Deutsche 
Dampschiffahrts - Gesellschaft of Bremen and is of FRG registry, sailed 
from LourenCo Marques on 14 August for Rotterdam, Emden and Hamburg. 
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“Further information received by the Government of the United Kingdorr; 
indicates that the sale in Europe of the above minerals has been supervised. 
and co-ordinated by Handelsgesellschaft in Zurich A.G. =, whose aCtiVities ifi 
connexion with exports from Southern Rhodesia have previously been drawn tc 
the attention of the Committee..., particularly in the United Kingdom 

Government ‘s notes of 6 February 1969, &/ 3 June ) 21 10 June 31 and 
19 August 1970. 

“The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee.. . 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the above informatian to 
the notice of the Governments of the Federal Republic of Germany and the 
Netherlands with a iriew to assisting them in their investigations into the 
origin of any minerals unloaded from the m.v. ‘Trautenfels’ at ports in 
their territories during her present voyage, either for use in their 
territories or for trans-shipment to other countries; and in the case of 
the Government of the Federal German Republic into the carriage on an FRG- 
owned and registered ship of minerals suspected of being of Rhodesian 
origin. 

“If the importers should claim that the minerals are not of Rhodesian 
origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating t0 
documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General’s note of 
18 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from the 
producers, as Well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignments 
to Lourengo Marques. ‘I 

2 . At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations > the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 23 Eovember 1970 to the Federal 

Republic of Germany and the Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note 

and requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from those two Governments, the substantive parts 

of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 29 December 1970 from the FRG 

“The Acting Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to 
the United Nations.. . has the honour to communicate the following: 

“The ship D s owners, Deutsche Dampfschiffahrts-Gesellschaft Hansa of 
Bremen, have stated that they are not aware of any cargo of Southern 
Rhodesian origin having been carried on m.v. ‘Trautenfels t . 

Under 
section 38 of the charter contract they concluded on 18 June 1970 with 

11 See S/9252/Add. 1, annex XI 9 page 13 9 (3). 

11 See (24) Case 79. 

31 See (25) Case 80. 
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Spedimex Speditionsgesellschaft m.b.H. Dusseldorf, they believe to be 
justified in their assumption that the cargo originated in South Africa. 
It was unloaded in Rotterdam on 9 September 1970." 

(2) Note verbale dated 7 January 1971 from the Netherlands 

"The Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands to 
the United Nations... has the honour to state the following: 

"The 'Trautenfels' arrived at the port of Rotterdam on 9 September 1970. 
Part of its cargo consisted of ferrochrome ore and ferrosiliconchrome ore. 
The consignment was declared for transit to the Federal Republic of Germany 
and Sweden after a close examination by the Netherlands authorities had not 
in any way led to the assumption that an evasion >f the sanctions, 
established by Security Council resolution 253 (1968), had been committed." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring to its 

above reply dated 7 January 1971to the Secretary-General's note of 22 December 1970 

and inquiring as to whether the Netherlands Government could forward information 

about the ultimate destination and consignees of the shipments in question and, in 

particular, details or copies of the relevant documentation, for the information of 

the Committee, 

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

1. By a note dated 16 October 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning shipments of minerals on the above vessel. The text of 

the note is reproduced below: 

nThe Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources about further shipments of minerals suspected to be 
of Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant 
further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that some 5,000 tons of minerals, about 
half of which was chrome, one-third ferrochrome and the rest made up of about 
1,000 tons of ferrosilicon chrome and some 50 tons of other minerals packed in 
drums all believed to be of Rhodesian origin, were recently loaded at 
LourenGo Marques aboard the m.v. 'Cuxhaven', 

"The m.v. 'Cuxhaven', which is owned by Bugsier, Reederei und Bergungs A.G. 
of Hamburg and is of FRG*registry, sailed from Lourenso Marques on 15 September 
for Antwerp, Rotterdam, Bremen and Hamburg. 
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"Further information received by the Government of the United Kingdom 
indicates that the sale in Europe of the above minerals has been supervised 
and co-opdinated by Handelsgesellschaft in Zurich A.G., whose activities in 
connexion with exports from Southern Rhodesia have previously been drawn to 
the attention of the Committee... in the United Kingdom's notes of 
6 February 1969, A/ 3 June 1970, / 10 June 1970, a/ 18 August 1970 k/ and 
11 September 1970. z/ 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the above information to 
the notice of the Governments of the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
Netherlands and Belgium with a view to assisting them in their 
investigations into the origin of any minerals unloaded from the 
m.v. 'Cuxhaven' at ports in their territories during her present voyage 
either for use in their territories or for trans-shipment to other countries 
and, in the case of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, into 
the carriage in an FRG-owned and registered ship of minerals suspected of 
being of Rhodesian origin. 

"If the importers should claim that the minerals are not of Rhodesian 
origin,-Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating to 
documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's note of 
18 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from the 
producers as well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignments 
to Lourenc;o Marques." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 16 October 1970 to Belgium, the Federal 

Republic of Germany and the Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note 

and requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from Belgium and the Federal Republie of GermanY, 

the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 12 January 1971 from Belgium 

"On the instructions of my Government, I have the honour to inform YOU 
that, after inquiry, the competent Belgian authorities are in a position to 
state that the cargo of this vessel was not discharged at Antwerp when it 
made a call at this port on 18 October." 

A/ See S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, page 13, 

2/ See (24) Case 79. 

11 See (25) Case 80. 

4/ See (29) Case 89. 

x/ See (30) Case 95. 
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(2) Note verbale dated 17 December 1970 from the FRG. 

"The Permanent 'Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United Nations... has the honour to acknowledge receipt of the Secretary- 
General's note of 23 November 1970 concerning certain consignments of 
minerals believed to be of Rhodesian origin, aboard the m.v. 'Cuxhaven'. 

"The contents of the note have been brought to the attention of the 
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its hOth%eeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Federal, Republic of Germany and the 

Netherlands, in the case of the FRG referring to its acknowledgement dated 

17 December 1970 of the Secretary-General's note verbale of 16 October 1970 and 

inquiring as to whether that Government uas now in a position to forward information 

on the consignments in question, together with copies of the relevant documentation, 

for the information of the Committee; in the case of the Netherlands, referring to 

his previous note verbale dated 16 October 1970 and inquiring as to whether the 

Netherlands Government was now in a position to forward information concerning the 

consignments in question, together with copies of the relevant documentation, for 

the information of the Committee. 

(32) Case No. 103 Chrome ore - "Anna Presthus": United Kingdom note dated 
30 October 1970 

1. By a note dated 30 October 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

infotimati.on concerning a shipment of chrome ore on the above vessel. The text of 

the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources about a shipment of chrome ore suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant 
further investigation. 

'*The information is to the effect that some 15,000 tons of chrome ore 
believed to be of Rhodesian origin were recently loaded at LourenSo Marques 
aboard the m.v. 'Anna Presthus'. 

"The m-v. *Anna Presthusl, which is owned by Johs Presthus of Bergen 
and is of Norwegian registry, sailed from Lourenio Marques on 10 October 
for Trieste. 
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'IFurther information received by the Government of the United Kin&om 
indicates that the sale,in Europe of the above chrome ore has been suPerviacf 
and co-ordinated bY a Swiss firm, RIF Trading Company Ltd. 3 of Zurich, whose 
activities in connexion with exports from Southern Rhodesia were Previousll; 
dralrn to the attention of the Committee established in Pursuance of Securiz? 
Council resolution 253,(1968) in the United Kingdom Government's letter Of 
2 January 1970 lJ which offered further information about a shipment of' 
chrome ore aboard the m.v. 'Myrtidiotissa'. As in the case of the chrome 
ore aboard the 'Myrtidiotissa', it could be that in the present case part 
or all of the ore has been sold to purchasers in Austria and Czechoslovakia. 

"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 to bring the above information to the notice of 
the Government of Italy with a view to assisting them in their investigations 
into the origin of any chrome ore which may be unloaded from the m.v. 'Anna 
Presthus' at ports in their territories during the course of its present 
voyage. The Committee may also wish to suggest that this information should. 
be brought to the notice of the Governments of Austria and Czechoslovakia 
with a view to assisting them in their investigations into the origin of 
chrome ore on the 'Anna Presthus' which may be consigned to organizations 
situated within their territories, 

"If the importers should claim that the chrome ore is not of Rhodesian 
origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating to 
documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's note of 
18 September 1969. This Could take the form of certificates from the 
Producers, as well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignment 
to LourenGo Marques. 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the notice of the 
Government of Norway so as to enable them to make inquiries into the 
carriage aboard a Norwegian-owned and registered vessel of chrome ore 
which, according to the information above, is suspected to be of Rhodesian 
origin." 

2, At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 9 December 1970 $0 Austria, 

Czechoslovakia, Italy, Norway and Switzerland, transmitting the United Kingdom 
note and requesting comments thereon, 

3. Replies have been received from Italy, l\JorwaY, and Switzerland, the substantive 
Parts of which read as folioITs: 

L/ See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 30, para. a. 
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(1) Note verbale dated 22 February 1971 from Italy 

"The Permanent Representative of Italy to the United Nations... has 
the honour to inform him /the Secretary-GeneraLT of the following: 

"1 . The vessel 'Anna Presthus' arrived at Trieste with a consignment 
of 15,000 tons of chrome. 

"2. The chrome was destined to Austria and to Kotoriba at the Hungarian 
border with Yugoslavia. 

"3. The shipment in transit to Austria and Kotoriba, was authorized as 
the authorities investigating it were satisfied that the chrome was of 
South African origin as it was proved by the certificate of origin 
bearing a visa of the Italian Consul General in Johannesburg, by the 
bill of lading, by a certificate of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Johannesburg, by a copy authenticated of the sale contract, by a copy 
of the freight contract and by the consignment note concerning the 
shipment of the chrome from South Africa to Lourenso Marques," 

(2) l!To-te verbale dated 4 February 1971 from Norway 

"On instructions from his Government, the Permanent Representative 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that the Norwegian 
authorities have undertaken a thorough investigation into the matter. 
It is confirmed that the motor vessel 'Anna Presthuss was cleared out 
of Lourenso Marques on 10 October 1970, carrying a cargo of 15,000 tons 
of chrome ore. The charter party covering the consignment in question 
contained a clause stipulating that 'cargo could not be of Rhodesian 
origin'." 

(3) Note verbale dated 20 ianuary 1971 from Switzerland -- 

"According to information which has reached the Government of the 
United Kingdom, it would appear that the sale of this chrome ore in 
Europe was supervised and co-ordinated by a Swiss firm, the RIF 
Trading Company Ltd. of Zurich. The Permanent Observer of Switzerland 
has already had occasion, by note of 17 April 1970, / to provide the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations with various data on the 
activities of this firm, whose business is conducted, it seems, outside 
Swiss territory, In this connexion, therefore, the Federal authorities 
can only repeat that'they have no legal or practical means of intervening 
outside the territory of the Confederation. Under public international 
law, each State is entitled to apply legal rules only in its own 
territory; the Swiss authorities cannot 'therefore take steps which would 
contravene positive international law." 

L.1 See S/g@+b/Add.2, annex VII, page 31, para. 10 (b). 
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4. At the request of the Committee at its 43rd meeting on 18 March 1971, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 22 March 1971 to Austria and Yugoslavia 

requesting fu*rther information an the case. The Secretary-General a.lso sent an 

automatic reminder to Czechoslovakia on the same day, in accordance with the 

procedural practice decided upon by the Committee at its 38th meeting. 

(33) Case No. 108 Chrome ores - "Schonfels": United Kingdom note dated 
26 November 1970 

1. By a note dated 26 November 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning consignments of minerals on the above vessel. The text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

'IThe Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources, which they consider to be 
sufficiently reliable to warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that further large consignments 
of minerals, mainly chromium ores an: concentrates, suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin, were recently loaded at LourenGo Marques for shipment 
to Europe aboard the m.v. 'Schonfels' o 

iYThe ni.v. 'Schonfels', which is owned by Deutsche 
Dampfschiffahrtsgesellschaft Hansa, of Bremen, and is of ERG registry, 
sailed from Lourenso Marques on 9 November for Bremen via intermediate 
ports 0 

"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 to bring the above report to the 
attention of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany with a 
view to assisting them in their investigations into the carriage aboard 
an FRGlowned and registered vessel of minerals suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin which may be destined for FRG firms or for trans-shipment 
to other countries. The Secretary-General may wish to ask the FRG 
Government whether it would be possible to obtain from the ship;?ing 
company details of all minerals loaded on the vessel at Lourenqo i4arques 
during her present voyage so that, in the event of these minerals being 
discharged prior to the arrival of the vessel in Bremen, investigation 
(in accordance with the suggestions contained in his note of 
18 September 1969) into their origin can be made at the ports where they 
are scheduled for unloading." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal. consul.tations L) the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 15 December 1970 to the Federal RePblj 

Of Germany, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon1 
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(34) Case No. 110 Chrome ores - "Kybfels": United Kingdom note dated 
13 January 1971 

1. By a note dated 13 January 1971, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning consignments of minerals on the above vessel. The text of 
the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources, 
reliable to warrant investigation, 

which they consider to be sufficiently 
concerning the supply of further large 

cons'ignments of minerals suspected to have been mined in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The information is to the effect that several thousands of tons of 
various grades of chrome ores and concentrates were loaded at 
Marques aboard the Deut'sche Damfschiffahrts-Gesellschaft Hansa 

Lourenso 

m.v. 'Kybfels' for carriage to Rotterdam. 
in the Federal Republic of Germany, 

This vessel, which is registered 
cleared Louren~o Marques on 24 December 

and should arrive in Rotterdszn about 10 January. 

"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 to bring the above information to the 
attention of the Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany so as to 
enable them to investigate the origin and final destination of these 
minerals suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 22 January 1971 to the Federal Republic 

of Germany and the Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting 

comments thereon. 

3. An acknowledgement dated 9 February 1971 has been received from the Federal 

Republic of Germany, stating that the contents of the above note of the Secretary- 

Gerieral dated 22 January 1971 have'been brought to the attention of the FRG 

Government. 

hrr:C;;stcn ore 

(35) Case No. 

1. Ey a note 

78 Tungsten ore - "Tenko Maru" and "Suru~a Plaru": United Kingdom 
note dated 28 May 1970 

dated 28 May 1970, the United Kingdom Governr:ent reported information 

ccncerning consignments of tungsten ore on the above vessels, The text of the note 

is reproduced below: 
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'The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
about the shipment of Rhodesian tungsten ores which they consider to be 
sufficiently reliable to warrant further investigation. 

r'The information is to the effect that a consignment of Rhodesian 
tungsten ore was loaded at Lourenco Marques aboard the M.V. 'Tenko Maru'. 
The m.v, 'Tenko Karu' sailed from Lourenco Marques on 24 December 1969 for 
Kobe. 

"A further consignment of tungsten ore was loaded at Lourenco Marques 
aboard the m.v. 'Suruga Maru' e The m.v. 'Suruga Maru' sailed from Lourenco 
Marques on 11 March 1970, also for Kobe. The m.v. 'Tenko blaru' is owned by 
Kambara Kisen K.K. of Tokyo 'and is of Japanese registry: the m.v. 'Suruga 
Maru' is owned by Nippon Yusen Kai,sha of Tokyo and is of Japanese registry, 
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 
notice of the Government of Japan with a view to assisting them in their 
investigations into the origin of tungsten ores unloaded from the m.v.s. 
'Tenko Maru' and 'Suruga Maru' at ports in their territory during the voyage 
mentioned above, either for use in their territory or trans-shipment to 
other countries. 

"It is possible that the above consignments will be accompanied by SOme 
form of certificates of origin purportincr to show the ores as originating in 
countries in southern Africa. In this connecticn it should be noted that, 
from published figures, South African production of tungsten ores and 
concentrates amounted to only 23 tons in 1967 and in the preceding five years 
only once exceeded 10 tons, South West African production of scheelite amounts 
to less than one ton per annum and, although its production of tin-wolfram 
concentrates is very high, it would be very unlikely, for geographical 
reasons, that South West African production would be shipped from Lourenco 
Marques. The Japanese Government may therefore wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note PO 230 SORH (l-2-1) of 18 September 1969. This could 
take the form of certificates from the producers as well as rail notes 
covering the despatch of the consignments to Lourenco Marques." 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 3lst meeting:, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 4 June 1970 to Japan, transmitting the United Kingdorfl 

note and.requesting comments thereon. 

Copper 

(36) Case No. 12 Copper concentrates - "Tjipondok" 
12 Jqay 1969 

: United Kingdom note dated 

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

(S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, pages 28-29) and in the third report (S/g844/Add.2, 

annex VII, pages 46-47). 

-llO- 



2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 15 July 1970 has been received from Japan to the Secretary- 

GeneralPs note verbale of 3 December 1969, which reads as follows: 

"As previously reported, the Government of Japan made a careful 
examination of the relevant import documents, including the rail notes 
concerning the copper concentrates aboard the vessel 'Tjipondok' after 
the vessel entered the port of Kobe on 26 Hay 1969. 

"The Government further continued to investigate the matter in view 
of reported indications that copper was not produced in iJlozambique, so 
that Southern Bhodesian copper should not be imported ns being of 
Mozambique origin. 

IsOn the basis of the importer's statement to the effect, that the 
consignment in question was produced in the Edmundian copper mine, the 
Government undertook an on-the-spot investigation of the mine between 
late July and early August 1969 and collected information on the 
production, shipment and export of copper products from the competent 
Xozaxnbique authorities, as veil as from persons associated with the said 
mine. 

"As a result of the investigation, it became clear that the mine 
had not been abandoned but that it had been producing copper though on 
a small scale, and had accumulated a stock of copper products. 
Accordingly, the consignment in question was allowed to be imported on 
25 August 1969. It was thus after the procedure of customs clearance was 
completed that the Government received the note verbale of the Secretary- 
General dated 17 September 1969 concerning the Edmundian mine. 

"In view of the results of the investigation referred to above, the 
Government did not seek to obtain the producer's certificate concerning 
the copper concentrates in question.'? 

: 37) Case No. 15 Copper concentrates - "Eizan Maru": United Kingdom note dated 
4 June 1.969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

.r? the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 47-49), 

38) Case No. 34 Copper exports: United Kin,gdom note dated 13 August 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

n. the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 49-50). 
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(39) Case No. 51 Copper concentrates - "Straat Futami": United Kingdom note 
dated 8 Cc-t;=-9 

.- 

There is no new information concernins this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 50-52). 

(40) Case No. 99 C!s ships: United Kingdom note dated 
9 October 1970- 

1. By a note dated 9 October 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning shipments of copper on various vessels, The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received reliable 
information from commercial sources about shipments of copper suspected to 
be of Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant ftirther investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that several consignments of copper 
believed to be of Rhodesian origin were shipped earlier this year to Japan 
from both Walvis Bay and Lourenso Marques. Approximately 500 tons were 
shipped in each of the vessels m.v. 'Straat Frazer', m-v. 'Straat Fremantle' 
and m.v. vWakasa Maru' . Smaller amounts were dispatched in the mQv. 
sHokkai Maru' and in two other vessels. 

'*The m.v. ']Jalro.sa !?aru' ) which is owned by FTippon Yusen Kaisha Tokyo 
and is of Japanese registry, sailed from Lourenco Marques on 5 January 1970; 
the m.v. vStraat FrazervB which is owned by Iioninklijke Paketvaart 
Naatschappij, Ii.V. of Amsterdam and is of' Dutch registry, sailed from 
Balvis Bay on 25 January 1970; the :.iovu 9Str,aat Fremantle' 9 which is oLIned 
by Koninklijke Java-China-.Paketvaart bijnen TI,V. of Amsterdam and is of 
Dutch registry sailed from Walvis Bay on 2 iLarch 1970; the m.v. 

vHokkai l\.qaru': which is owned by Mitsui 0.S.K.. Lines Ltd. of Tokyo and is 
of Japanese registry, sailed from Lourenco :larques on 14 April; all the 
above ships eventually discharged at Japanese >orts, 

"Further information available to the Government of the United Ki.ngdom 
indicates that the sales to which the above shipments relate were originally 
arranged on behalf of the Rhodesian producers by Hochmetals Africa (Pty) Ltd. 
of Johannesburg, whose activities in connexion with exports from Southern 
Rhodesia have previously been drawn to the attention of the Committee... 
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particularly in the United Kingdom Government's notes of 4 December 1969, 1/ 
24 December 1969, 21 8 January 19'70, 3/ 15 January 1970 &/ and 
10 July 1970. 5-1 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the above information to 
the notice of the Government of Japan with a view to assisting them in 
their investigations into the origin of any copper unloaded from the 
above-mentioned vessels at ports in their territory during their recent 
voyages , either for use in their own territory or for trans-shipment to 
other countries. If the importers should claim that the minerals are 
not of Rhodesian origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's 
note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from 
the producers as well as rail notes covering the dispatch of the 
consignments to Lourenqo Flarques or FJalvis Bay. The above information may 
also assist the Government of Japan in any inquiries which they may make 
into the carriage aboard Japanese-ortmed and registered vessels of 
consignments of copper suspected to have been of Rhodesian origin. 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the notice of the 
Government of the Netherlands so as to enable them to make inquiries into 
the carriage aboard Dutch-tiowned and registered vessels of Consignments Of 
copper which, according to the information above, are suspected to have 
been of Rhodesian oriqin." 

". At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 23 Bovember 1970 to Japan and the 

Netherlands, transmitting the United Kir@om note and requesting comments thereon. 

3: Replies have been received from the Netherlands and Japan, the substantive 

parts of which read as follows: 

(1) r?ote verbale dated 5 January 1971 from the Netherlaa -- 

"The Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands to the 
United Wations... with-reference to the Secretary-General's note Of 
23 November 1970 concerning several consignments of copper believed to 

1/ See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 32, para. 1. 

21 See S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, page 35 9 para. 7. 

31 See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pace 37, para. 10. 

w See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 38, para. 13. 

5/ See (17) Case 59. 
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be of Rhodesian origin aboard the m.v. 'Straat Frazer' and the 
m.v. 'Straat Fremantle', has the honour to state the following: 

"Inquiries conducted by the Netherlands authorities produced evidence 
that the above-mentioned vessels have indeed carried several consignments 
of copper (bars blister copper) from Walvis Bay to Japan on the data 
mentioned in the note from the United Kingdom dated 9 October 1970 which 
was attached to the aforesaid note of the Secretary-General. 

"Permit for transport, however, was granted after it had been 
established to the satisfaction of the ship-owners that there were no 
indications whatsoever of the shipments originating in Southern Rhodesia. 

"The Netherlands Government would appreciate being informed in the 
event of the investigation of the Government of Japan brings to light 
any doubt about the origin of the cargoes in question." 

(2) Note verbale dated 26 February 1971 from Japan 

"The ships referred to above ('Straat Frazer', 'Straat Fremantle', 
'Wakasa Xaru' 1' 'Hokkai Maru') visited Japanese ports during the following 
dates: 

'Wakasa Marus l-5 February 1970 
'Straat Frazer' 27 February-11 PIarch 1970 
vStraat FremantleO 31 !larch-6 April 1970 
'Hokkai Marup 14-26 1970 Play 

"Three 3apanese importers applied for customs clearance with regard 
to the following goods: 

"(a) 2,057 metric tons of blister copper of South African origin; 

"(b) 1,428 t me ric tons of blister copper of Namibian origin; 

"(c) 762 metric tons of copper concentrate of South African origin; 

j'(d) 2,486 metric tons of copper concentrate of Namibian origin. 

"As to the blister copper, after the examination of contracts and 
invoices 9 it was confirmed to be the products of manufacturers 
respectively of South Africa and Namibia and to have been imported 
through the sales agents of these manufacturers, The Government of 
Japan confirmed the existence of these manufacturers by referring to 
statistics issued by the American Bureau of Metal Statistics (1969). 

"As to the copper concentrate, certificates of origin issued by 
the Chambers of Commerce respectively of Johannesburg and Walvis Bay 
were submitted. 
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'In accordance with the above the Government of Japan concluded that 
these consignments were respectively of South African and 11\Samibian origin and 
allowed them to be imported." 

Nickel 

(41.1 case No. 102 - Nickel - "Randfontein": United Kingdom note dated 
28 October 1970 

1. By a note dated 28 October 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a shipment of nickel on the above vessel. The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources about a shipment of nickel suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant 
further investigation, 

"The information is to the effect that some 50 tons of nickel believed 
to be of Rhodesian origin were recently loaded at Lourenco Marques aboard 
the m,v. 'Randfonteins, 

"The m-v. 'Randfontein', whi"ch is owned by Koninklijke Nedlloyd N.V. of 
Rijswijk and is of Dutch registry, sailed from Lourenco Marques on 
19 September for Southampton, Antwerp, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Bremen and 
Hamburg. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General to bring the above information to the 
notice of the Governments of the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands 
and Belgium with a view to assisting them in their investigations into the 
origin of any nickel unloaded from the m.v. 'Randfontein' at ports in their 
territories during her present voyage, either for use in their territories 
OT for trans-shipment to other countries and, in the case of the Government 
of the Netherlands, into the carriage in a Dutch-owned and registered vessel 
Of nickel suspected to be of Rhodesian origin. The United Kingdom 
Commissioners of Customs and Excise have verified that none of the nickel was 
unloaded at British ports. 

"If the importers should claim that the nickel is not of Rhodesian origin, 
Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions relating to documentary 
proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's note of, 18 September 1969. 
This could take the form of certificates from the producers as well as rail 
notes covering the dispatch of the consignment to Lourenco Marques. 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 9 December 1970 to Belgium, the Federal 
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Republic of Germany and the Netherlands, transmitting the United Kingdom note and 

requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from Belgium and the Federal Republic of Germany, 

the substantive parts of which read as follows: 

(1) N t o e verbale dated 4 February 1971 from Belgium - 

"On the instructions of my authorities, I have the honour to inform 
you that this vessel called at Antwerp on 18 October 1970 and left that 
port on 22 Cctober for Rotterdam. The customary inspection was made by 
the Belgian Customs service and no irregularities were found. 

(2) Note verbale dated 23 December 1970 from the FRG 

"The Acting Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany 
to the United Nations... has the honour to acknowledge receipt of the 
Secretary-General's note of 9 December 1970 concerning a cargo of some 
50 tons of nickel, suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin, aboard 
the M.V. 'Randf'onteing . 

"The contents of the note have been brought to the attention of the 
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany." 

(42) Case I\lo. 109 Nickel - "Sloterkerk': United Kingdom note dated 
11 January 1971 

1, By a note dated 11 January 1371, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a shipment of nickel on the above vessel, The text of 

the note igreproduced below: 

"The Government of the United.Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources, which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant investigation, about the shipment of a further 
consignment of nickel suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, The 
information is to the effect that a consignment of this mineral was loaded 
at Lourenso Marques aboard the m.v. 'Sloterkerk' for carriage to Rotterdam 
pending sale to various customers in Western Europe. The m.v. 'Sloterkerk' 
of Netherlands registration was scheduled to arrive at Rotterdam in early 
January. 

i'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 Bations to bring the 
information to the attention of the Government of the Netherlands with a 
view to assisting them in their investigations into the origin of any 
nickel unloaded from this vessel at Rotterdam and into the circumstances 
in which this consignment, suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, was 
accepted for carriage on a vessel of Dutch registration." 
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2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-*General sent a note verbale dated 22 January 1971to the Netherlands, 1 , 
transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

Lithium ores_ 

(43) Case Wo. 20 Petalite - '*Sad0 Yaru": -- United Kingclolnote dated 30 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII,;.pages 53-55). 

(44) Case No. 21 Lithium ores: United Kingdom notes dated 3 July and 
27 ALXUS~ 1969 - .-- 

1. Previous information concernin,< this case is contained in the third report 

6/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 54-58). 
2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is 

given below. 

3. A further note dated 27 July 1970 was received from the United Kingdom Mission 

concerning this subject. The text of the note is reproduced below: 

'iThe Government of the United Kingdom, in continuation of their 
notes of 3 July and 27 August 1969, concerning the production and export 
Of certain lithium ores in southern Africa, wish to inform the Committee 

that a means of determining the precise origin of petalite from southern 
Africa has been devised by the Institute of Geological Sciences Of 
London. 

"The Institute considers that it is possible to distinguish in the 
laboratory between pegmatites (i.e. lithium-bearing material) obtained 
from Karibib, South West Africa: from Letaba, Transvaal, Republic of 
South Africa and from Bikita, Southern Rhodesia. Details of the criteria 
which should be employed for this purpose are set out in the annex to 
this note. It will be seen from the annex that it is possible clearly 
to distinguish lithium ores produced from Rhodesian pegmatites from 

those of South West African origin by reference to geoloSica1 age, and 
from any lithium ores that may still be being produced at Letaba by 
reference to their mineralogical composition. As indicated in the United 
Kingdom note of 3 July 1969, there is no evidence to suggest that petalit 

has ever been produced from Letaba pegmatite. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
might wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring 
the above information and the annexes to the attention of all the 
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Governments to whom copies of his notes of 29 July and 18 September 1969, 
about lithium ores, were sent. Governments which have comments on the 
scientific and technical, aspects of the analysis process might be invited 
to send them to the Committee for consideration. 

"ANNEX 

?sln The age of Rhodesian pegmatites, in particular ,those cf the Bikita 
area, are =2,5OO m-y0 old, whereas those of South West Africa are =600 m.y. 
old. Care should be taken in the case of the Letaba pegmatites of the 
Transvaal which are probably the same age as those of Bikita, but at present 
the 1ati;er are not known to contain substantial.amounts of petalite or 
spodumene. (The other commercial lithium-bearing mineral, lepidolite, is 
a mica which contains fluorine and is not, therefore, sought by glass 
manufacturers.) 

"2. The mineral Bikitaite (LIALS1206. H20) is only known from the Bikita 
pegmatites, hence if this mineral occurs in association with other lithium 
minerals the material almost certainly originates from Rhodesia. Again 
the Letaba pegmatites should be considered, as they are in the same 
province as the Rhodesian pegmatites and could contain bikitate, though 
the mineral is not as yet known to occur in the Transvaal, 

‘l3. Bikita lithium concentrates invariably contain the mineral 
eucryptite (LIALS104) and when this is found in association with 
Bikitaite, petalite and spodumene the provenance of the material, on 
present knowledge, is certainly the Bikita pegmatites. 

i'4. If it is ever shown that bikitaite occurs in the Letaba pegmatites, 
together with eucryptite, the criteria set out above will require 
revision. At present, the onus is on the shipper to show that the 
mineral assemblage described in paragraph 3 occurs elsewhere than in 
Rhodesia. 

I7 5. Further details of the analysis process can, if required, be 
obtained from the Institute of Geological Sciences, Geochemical 
Division, 64-78 Gray's Inn Road, London, W.C.1. The Institute of 
Geological Sciences is one of the component bodies of the Natural 
Environment Research Council which.tras established by Royal Charter 
in 1965 to encourage, plan and conduct research in those sciences that 
relate to man's natural environment." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 14 September 1970 to all Member 

States of the United Nations or members of the specialized agencies, 

transmittins the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 
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3. The following replies have been received: 

Burma Italy 
Cambodia Mauritania 
Canada Singapore 
Cyprus Switzerland 

Democratic Republic of the Congo Zambia 
4. Of the above replies, those from Burma (dated 26 November 1970), Cambodia 

(dated 29 September 1970) and Cyprus (dated 10 Bovember 1970) stated that they 

were not importers of the ores in question and therefore had no comments to Offer 

on this subject; the replies from the Democratic Republic of the Congo (dated 

21 September 1970), Italy (dated 17 September 1970) and Mauritania (dated 

4 November 1970) stated that the Secretary-General's note and its annexes had 

been transmitted to their respective Governments. A summary of the remaining 

replies is given below: 

(a) In a note verbale dated 7 October 1970, Singapore stated that while 

it was unable to comment on the analysis process as described in the annex to 

the United Kingdom note, the Singapore Government had taken due note of its 

contents. 

(b) In a note verbale dated 27 October 1970, Switzerland stated that it had 

no record of any imports of lithium ores from either Rhodesia or southern Africa 

in 1969 and 1970 and that, sinc,e the Swiss authorities were not in a position, 

from the practical standpoint, to determine the origin of lithium ores which 

entered into the composition of alloys, they were unable to make any comments on 

possible scientific and technical analyses in respect of such ores. 

(c) The substantive part of the reply received on 18 December from Zambia 

reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of the Republic of Zambia to the 
United Nations... and has the honour to transmit views from the Zambia 
Government to the Secretary-General's note in connexion with the 
recognition of Southern African Lithium Mineral concentrates (Lithium 
Ores in Southern Rhodesia). 

Isle The criteria su.;gested for recognising the provenance of 
Southern African lithium mineral concentrates are valid although the 
Zambia Government points out that there can never be an absolute certainty. 
in determining an accurate age for rocks by any techniques known at present. 
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Ages obtained by methods are usually expressed as n plus or minus anything: 
up to several hundred million years. It would therefore be necessary for 
the age determinations to be carried out by at least two laboratories to 
obtain a legally acceptable degree of confidence in the results. In this 
connection, it is relevant to point out that there are only a few laboratories 
capable of carrying 0ll-t this kind of work. 

“2 D As f5r as the mineralogical criteria are concerned it must be 
emphasized that one cannot rule out entirely the possibility of bikitaite 
beinp; found in the Transvaal lithium-bearin? nexmatites." 

5. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 3 February 1971 to all Member States of the United Nations 

or members of the specialized agencies, transmittinE the above reply received on 

18 December 1970 from Zambia to the Secretary-General's note of 14 September 1970, 

for purposes of information. 

6. Acknowledgements have been received from Canads, Colombia, El Salvador the 

Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom. 

(45) Case No. 24 ?etalite - "Abbekerk": - Unit,ed Einrpdom note dated 12 July 1969 --I_ 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, papes 58-60). 

(46) Case ?!!o. 30 Petalite - 'iSimonskerk": IJnited Kingdom note dated 4 August 1969 -.* -- 

There is no new information'concerninc this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add*.2, Annex VII, pa?es 60-63). 

(47) Case No. 32 Petalite - "Yang Tse": ---.- United Kingdom note dated 6 Aupust 1969 ,- 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 63-65). 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 29th c:eetin,y$ the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 14 Play 1970 to Belgium, transmitting the contents of 

the French reply dated 28 A:gil 1970 LTee Annex VII, page 64, para. 3 (cL7 and 

stating that no further reply was expected from Belgium. 
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(48) Case TTO. 46 Petalite .- "Kyotai !4aru'9: United Kingdom note dated -- -- 
24 September 1969 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 65-66). 

2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report is given below, 

3. A reply dated 26 February 1971 has been received from Jar,an (see S/9844 Add.2, 

Annex VII, page 66, para. 5), the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"After the departure of the vessel "Kyotai I?,laru" from the port of 
Lourenc;o Marques, the South African exporter proposed to the Japanese 
importer cancellation of the export contract concerninp the goods in 
question for the reason that, - as a result of examination by a surveyor, 
these goods proved to have been of very poor quality, contents of lithium 
(petalite) being far from meeting contract conditions, and. the latter consented 
to the cancellation. 

!iTherefore, the ownership of these consignments belongs to the 
South African exporter and the Japanese importer has not received any 
import documents , nor has it applied for import permission and the 
consignments have been kept in a bonded shed ever since their unloading 
in October 1969. 

"The Japanese importer has repeatedly requested the South African 
exporter to remove those consignments from the Japanese port, but no 
reply has been received from the latter. 

"It is not possible for the Government of Japan to judge whether the 
consignments in question are of Southern Rhodesian origin or not, as the 
related import documents have never reached the Japanese importer, hut 
the Government has requested the Japanese importer to get the consent of 
the owner of those consignments either for sending them back to 
South Africa or for abandoning them." 

4. At its 43rd meeting on 18 March 1971, the Committee decided to reg.ue.st 

Japanese authorities, if possible under Japanese law, to conduct a COmPOSitiOn 

teSti on the consignments which belonged to the exporter. If the test proved the 

goods to be of Southern Rhodesian origin, the Committee would be able to bring 

that fact to the attention of other countries to which the consignments might 

subsequently be shipped. The representative of Japan in Committee tOOk note Of 

the Committee's decision. 
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(49) Case No. 54 Lepidolite - "Ango": United Kingdom note dated 24 October 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 67-68). 

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

1. B;y a note dated 4 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about a consignment of petalite ore on the above vessel. The text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

T'The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received reliable 
information about the shipment of a consignment of petalite ore which is 
suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant further investigation, 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of about 250 tons 
of Rhodesian petalite ore was recently loaded at Walvis Bay aboard the 
M . v . 'Krugerland'. The petalite was shipped to Walvis Bay from Rhodesia 
by a very circuitous route in order to disguise its origin. For the same 
reason, the consignment underwent changes of description at various stages 
of the journey, and only reverted to its original and correct description 
of petalite ore for its final shipment. It is probable that shipment was 
made through Walvis Bay in order to facilitate claiming South West African 
origin for the ??re. 

"The m.v. 'Krugerlands 9 which is owned by South African Lines Ltd. of 
Capetown and is of South African registry, sailed from Walvis Bay on 
3 April and arrived at Rotterdam on 17 April, London on 21 April, 
Bremen on 28 April, and Hamburg on 3 May. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
. . . . . . . may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
to bring the above information to the notice of the Governments Of 
the 1Tetherlands and the, Federal Republic of Germany with a view to 
assisting them in their investigations into the origin of any petalite 
ore unloaded from the m.v. 'Krugerlandq at ports in their territories 
during her recent voyage, either for use in their territories or for 
trans-shipment to other countries. It has been confirmed by H.M. Customs 
and Excise that no petalite was discharged when the m.v. 'Krugerland' 
called at London. 

"If the importers should claim that the petalite is not of 
Rhodesian origin, the Governments of the Netherlands and the Federal 
Republic of Germany may wish to'bear in mind the suggestions relating. _ . 
to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's 
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note of 1.3 September 1969. This could take the form of certificates from 
the producers as well as rail notes covering the despatch of the 
consignments to Walvis Bay." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 17 August 1970 to the Governments of 

the Federal Republic of Germany and the Betherlands, transmitting the United 

ICingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from both those Governments,, the substantive parts 

of which read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 9 D ecember 1970 from the Federal Republic 
of Germany 

"The Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United Nations .*.., has the honour to communicate that no petalite ore 
was'unloaded from the vessel during her calls at the ports of Bremen and 
Hamburg." 

(2) Note,verbale dated 30 Bovember 1970 from the Netherlands 

"The 'Krugerlands berthed at the port of Rotterdam on 17 April 1970 
carrying among others a consignment of 240149 kg petalite ore. 

"The Netherlands customs officers proceeded to a careful inquiry into 
that consi,gnment, taking into account the suggestions contained in the 
Secretary-Generalgs note of 18 September 1969 concerning documentation 
which could serve the purpose of establishing the origin of goods. 

"AS a result of the above enquiry, it was established that the cargo 
in question did not originate in Southern Rhodesia." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a further note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Netherlands, referring 

to its above reply dated 30 November 1970 and inquiring as to whether the 

Netherlands Government could forward information about the onward and final 

destination of the consignments in question and, in particular, details or 

copies of the relevant documentation, for the information of the Committee. 

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

1. By a note dated 26 November 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of Rhodesian tantalite on the above vessel. 

The text of the note is reproduced below: 
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lJThe G.0vernmcn-t of the United KinRdom have recently received 
reliable information about a sale of minerals supplied by the firm 
kletcx (Pvt) Ltd. of Salisbury, Rhodesia. 

"The informaticn is to the effect that a consignment of Rhodesian 
tar&kite was recently railed to Lourenqo Harques by the above firm for 
shipment on the m.v. 'Table Bay', a vessel of FRG.registration, for 
shipment to Bremen. 

'*The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may 
vish to ask the Secretary-General to brinp the above information to 
the attention of the Federal Republic of Germany to enable them to make 
enquiries into the origin of any tantalite unloaded ,from the above-named 
vessel during her present voyage to Europe." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 1.5 December 1970 to the Federal 

Republic of Germany5 transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments 

thereon, 

Pig-iron and steel billets -___-- -- 

(52) Case MO. 29 Pig-Iron - ?lare ?iceno": II--~-- United Kingdom note dated 23 July 1969 --.1. -- 

There is no new information concerninn: this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add 2, Annex 'VII, pages 68-69). 

(53) Case No. 70 Steel bille;:: _-.---__- TJnited Kingdom note dated 16 February 1970 ---- -- 

1. Previous information eoncerninr: this case is contained in the third report 

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 70-71). 

2. The following further information has been received from France (see Annex VII, 

page 70, para, 3) in a note verbale dated 25 May 1970: 

Ii . ..although the Permanent Mission is aware of the difficulties 
which certain companies ;I!ay encounter in their relations with firms 
established in Sou:t:',;ern Rhodesia and only partly owned by them, it 
su.~:;~e s t s ,, in view of the fact that RISC0 was originally financed. by the 
IJnitetl l~~n~dom company Lancashire Steel and the South African firm ---^-... 
AnPlo-Ame.tQ can Corporation -L-..-.. ._---. --_---- --__ 3 that the Committee,., should request the 
Permanent Liission of the United Kingdom to collect any information which 
Lancashire Steel m.:,y have on the activities of the Rhodesian Iron and 
Steel Conipanv. Vi . ..--.----.-...- 



3. In the consideration of this case at the 40th meeting, the representative of 

the UnitedTKingdom stated that the British firms involved would not be likely to 

be able to provide any additional information. 

4. At the request of the Committee, at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to Iran, referring to his previous note 

verbale dated 18 February 1970 (see S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 70, para. 2) and 

requesting the comments of Iran on this matter as soon as possible. 

(54) Case No. 85 Steel billets - "Despinan" and "Birooni": United Kingdom note ------- --- 
-30970 

1. By a note dated 30 July 1970, the United Kingdom Mission reported information 

concerning the shipment to Iran of steel products suspected to be of Rhodesian. 

origin. The text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to bring to the attention 
of the Committee the following information which they consider to be 
sufficiently reliable to warrant investigation concerning the shipment to 
Iran of steel products suspected to be of Rhodesian origin. 

"The information is to the effect that some 9,000 metric tons Of Steel 

billets manufactured by the Rhodesian Iron and Steel Company Ltd. (RISCO) 
were recently shipped from Lourenqo Ilarques on the S.S. 'Despinanc and the 
m.v. 'Birooni'. The S.S. sDespinan', which is owned by the Trans-Argo 
Compania Maritima S.A. of Panama and is of Liberian registry, sailed from 
LourenSo Marques on 24 May for Abadan. The m.v. sBirooni', which is owned 
by the Ivory Shipping Company Ltd. of Monrovia, is also of Liberian registry 
and sailed from LourenFo pdarques on 25 May, also for Abadan. It is possible 
that these shipments may be connected with the contract referred to in 
paragraph 2 of the United Kingdom note of 16 February 1970. &/ 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the n.otice of the Government of Iran, with a view to 
assisting them in their investigations into the import of any steel billets 
which were off-loaded from- the above vessels at .Abadan. If it is claimed 
that steel billets imported from southern Africa are not of Rhodesian 
origin,, the Iranian Government will doubtless bear in mind the suggestions 
contained in the Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969 relating to 
documentary proof of origin. 

"The Committee may also wish to bring the above information to the 
notice of the Governments of Panama and Liberia with a view to assiStiW 
them intheir investigations into the carriage aboard a Panamanian owned 
vessel and two Liberian registered vessels of steel products which, 
according to the above information are suspected to be of Rhodesian Origin." 

L/ See S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, para.1, page 70. 
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2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 4 August 1970 to Iran, Liberia and 

Panama, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. At the Committee's request at its 38th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes vexbale dated 21 January 1971 to those three Governments referring to his 

previous notes verbale dated 4 August 1970 and seeking comments thereon as soon 

as possible. 

(55) Case No.114 Steel products - "Gemini Exporter": United Kingdom note 
dated 3 February 19’71 

1. By a note dated 3 February 1971, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a further consignment of steel products on the vessel 

"Gemini Exporter". The text of the note is reproduced below: 

11 “In continuation of their note of 30 July 1970- about the shipment of 
steel products to Iran, the Government of the-united Kingdom now wish to 
bring to the attention of the Committee the following information received 
from commercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently reliable $0 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that sl further consignment of 
several thousand tons of steel products manufactured by the Rhodesian 
Iron and Steel Co. Ltd. (RISCO) were recently shipped from LourenGo Marques 
aboard the ss. 'Gemini Exporter'. The vessel which is owned by Halieto 
Oceanica Nav. S.A. of Panama and is of Greek registration sailed from 
Lourenso Marques mid-January for Abadan. 

“The Government- of the United Kingdom suggests 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 notice of the Government of Iran, in order to assist 
them in their investigations into the origin of any steel products unloaded 
from the 'Gemini Exporter' during the present voyage either for use in 
Iran or trans-shipment. If the importers should claim that the consignment 
is not of Rhodesian origin, the Government may wish, bearing in mind the 
advice relating to the reliability of certain forms of documentation 
indicated in the Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969, to call 
for the production of full documentary evidence, including producers’ 
certificates and rail notes covering the despatch of all the consignment 
to the port of shipment. 

&/ See (54) Case 85. 



"At the same time, the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary-General 
to advise the Governments of Panama and Greece of this shipment SO that 
they may investigate the circumstances in which the goods believed to be 
of Southern Rhodesian origin were accepted for carriage on this 
Panamanian-owned Greek-registered vessel." 

2. Following informal consultations, at the request of the Committee, the 

Secretary-General sent notes'verbale dated 9 February 1971 to Greece, Iran and 

Panama, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon 

as soon as possible. 

Graphite 

(56) Case No. 38 Graphite - "Kaapland": United Kingdom note dated 
27 August 196g- 

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

See Annex III. 

See Annex III. 

(58) Case TJo. 62 Graphite - "Transvaal", "Kaapland", "Stellenbosch" and 
"Swellendsm": United Kingdom note dated 22 December 1969 - 

See Annex III. 
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B. TRADE IN TOBACCO 

(59) Case No. 4 "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 (S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, pages 38-41). 

(60) Case No. 10 "Mohasi": United Kingdom note dated 29 March 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 75). 

(61) Case No. 19 "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 (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 75-79). 

(62) Case NO. 26 Transactions in Southern Rhodesis. tobacco: United Kingdom 
note dated i4 July 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 79-80). 

(63) Case No. 35 "Montaigle": United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1969 

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

report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 80-83). 

2. Additional information received since the submission of the third report is 

given below. 

3. A reply dated 28 May 1970 has been received from the Netherlands to the 

Secretary-Generalfs note verbale dated 29 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 82, 

para. 6), th e substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of the Netherlands,.. wishes to point out 
that information contained in his previous notes concerning this question are _. 
related only to,results of inquiries into the cargo carried by the 'Montaigle' 
during its stay in Rotterdam. 

"Given, however, that the vessel is of Belgian nationality, the 
Netherlands Government is not in a position to provide further information 
about its movements or its cargo during the period prior to its entry into the 
port of Rotterdam." 
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(64) Case No. 82 Tobacco..- "Elias L.": IJnited KinFr.dom note dated 3 July 1370 

1. By a note dated 3 July 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information to ,the effect that, under arrangements made between the Tobacco 

Producers' Floor, Salisbury, and the firm of Mercator ,A.G., Zurich, a consignment 

of tobacco, believed to be of Rhohesian origin, was loaded aboard the vessel 

"Elias L.". The text of ,the note is reproduced below: 

'The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. The information is to the effect that, under 
arrangements made between the Tobacco Producers' Floor, Salisbury, and the 
firm of Mercator A.G., Zurich, a large consignment of tobacco, believed to be 
of Rhodesian origin, was recently loaded at Lourenso Harques aboard the 
ITl.V. 'Elias L.' 

"The m.v. 'Elias I,.', which is owned by Kaldelian Shipping Company Ltd., 
Famagusta, Cyprus, and is of Cypriot registry, sailed from Lourenc;o Marques 
on 28 April 1970 and, it has now been learned, arrived at Riga in the USSR on 
or about 1 June 1970, after making a brief call at Lisbon on 19-20 May 1970. 

"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 notice of the Governments of Portugal and the USSR in 
order to assist them in their investigations into the origin of any tobacco 
which may be or have been unloaded from the m.v. 'Elias L.' at ports in their 
territory during her present voyage, either for use in the territory or for 
trans-shipment to another country. 

'If the importers of the tobacco in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, Governments may wish to bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's 
note of 18 September 1969. 

"At the same time, it is suggested thtlt the Committee may wish to ask the 
Secretary-General to notify the Government of Cyprus so as to enable them to 
investigate the carriage in a Cypriot owned and registered vessel of tobacco 
which, according to the information referred to above, is believed to be of 
Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 7 July 1970 to Cyprus and Portugal, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. The 

representative of the USSR in the Committee was also informed of the contents of the 

United Kingdom note. 
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3. A reply dated 23 July 1970 has been received from the USSR, the substantive 

part of which reads as foll.ows: 

"The competent organizations of the USSR have investigated the matter referred 
to in the note and have established that no cargo of any kind was unloaded 
from the vessel 'Elias L.' in the port of Riga. 

"The 'Elias L.' was chartered by the Deufracht shipping organization of 
the German Democratic Republic to carry cargoes f.o.b. Riga to the port of 
Restock (German Democratic Republic). The vessel arrived in Riga on 
1 June 1970 in ballast. It did not carry out any unloading operations. On 
22 June 1970, the 'Elias L, 9 left Riga for Ro&ock with 4,402 tons of cement 
on board, 

"I should like to take this opportunity to emphasize once again that the 
Soviet Union does not maintain relations of any kind with the racist r6gime 
of Southern Rhodesia and, needless to say, does not maintain trade relations 
of any kind with that rggime - either directly or through other countries." 

(65) Case ~0. g2 Cigarettes believed to be manufactured in Rhodesia: United 
Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 

1. By a note dated 21 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning cigarettes believed to be manufactured in Rhodesia. The 

text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information, 
through commercial sources, concerning a possible evasion of sanctions against 
Southern Rhodesia, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to warrant 
further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that supplies of cigarettes, bearing 
the 'brand name Benson and Hedges, are now being openly offered for sale at 
cut prices by I!essrs. Karellakis Georges and Freres of Lubumbashi (who are nOt 
agents for the proprietors of this trade mark) and advertisements about these 
sales ha.ve appeared in the local press at Lubumbashi, As these cigarettes 
have not been imported through the.normal trade channels or obtained with the 
consent of the proprietors of the trade mark in the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo, it is believed that these cigarettes have been manufactured by a 
company'in Rhodesia. It is believed further that cigarettes described by 
other internatiOnailY known brand names but derived from the same source can 
also be obtained from the same importer. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General of'the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Congo with a view to assisting them with 
their enquiries into the origin of these cigarettes." 
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2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 
Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 25 August 1970 to the Government of the 

Democratic Republic of the Congo, transmitting the United Kingdom note and 

requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 28 August 1970 has been received' from the Democratic' Republic of 

the Congo, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"At this stage, the Permanent Representative would like to draw the 
following to the attention of the- Secretary-General: 

‘2 . If the Rhodesian r6gime is still in existence and continues to defy 
the United Nations, the reason is very well knot-n to all, and to the United 
Kingdom in particular. It is solely because of the complacency of ,the 
colonial Administering Authority - none other than Britain - which was not 
willing to take the only adequate and appropriate measures when faced with 
rebellion. 

"2. If the United Nations sanctions have not succeeded in producing the 
effect which the United Kingdom wished to attribute to them, the fault rests. 
on that country and, as the British Government knows perfectly well, on the 
authori,ties of the countries neighbouring Rhodesia, particularly South Africa 
and Portugal which control territories bordering on Rhodesia. 

F !  3. As concerns the specific cases 'of the shirts (see Case 93) and 
cigarettes of Rhodesian origin imported into the Congo, it is evident that 
such imports are made without the agreement and the knowledge of the 
governmental authorities. 

"4. The Congolese Gdvernment, which respects the decisions of the 
Security Council, has already opened an enquiry concerning those cases of 
fraudulent imports, and its representative to the United flations Will not 
fail at the appropriate time to inform the Secretary-General of the results 
of that inquiry." 

4, At the request of the Committee at its fortieth meeting, the Secretary- 

General sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971. to the Democratic Republic of 

the Congo, referring to its above reply dated 26 August 1970, expressing gratitude 

therefore and inquiring as to whether any further information was available 

concerning the inquiry mentioned in paragraph 4 of that reply. 

5. A reply dated 11 Fe'bruary 1971 has been received from the Democratic! Republic 

of the Congo, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 
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"The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic Of the Congo 
to the United Nations.,.. has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General's 
note of 29 January 1971, relating to the sale in the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo of cigarettes and shirts (see (113) Case No. 93) believed to be of 
Rhodesian manufacture. 

"The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Congo 
wishes to inform the Secretary-General that he has just reapprised his 
Government of the above-mentioned cases and will not fail to keep him 
informed at the appropriate time of any further information which is received.‘” 

(66) Case No. 98 sbacco - "Hellenic Beach": United Kingdom note dated 
7 October 1970 

1 . . By a note dated 7 October 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of tobacco on the above vessel. The text of 

the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable Lo 
warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of some 200 tons of 
tobacco suspected to be of Rhodesian origin was recently loaded at Beira 
aboard the s.s, 'Hellenic Beach' for shipment to Alexandria. The transaction 
has been arranged by the El NLsr Export and Import Co, of Cairo and Faris 
and South Africa Leaf Tobacco Co. 

"The S.S. ?Hellenic Beach' which is owned by Hellenic Lines Ltd. of 
Piraeus and is of Greek registry sailed from Beira on 24 August for certain 
other African and. Mediterranean ports, including Piraeus and Trieste at one 
of which the tobacco is likely to be trans-shipped to Alexandria. 

IsThe Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee.. . may 
wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Governments of Greece and Italy so as to 
assist them intheir enquiries into the origin of any tobacco unloaded from 
this vessel at ports.in their territory in transit to Alexandria. The 
Secretary-General might suggest to the Government of Greece that they might 
ascertain, in the course of their investigations into the carriage of goods 
suspected to be of Rhodesian origin on a Greek owned arid registered vessel, 
where the tobacco is to be trans-shipped and the name of the on-carrying 
vessel so that further enquiries can be made at 'the port of trans-shipment 
and deseination. 

"Pending the receipt of further information from the Government of Greece, 
the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary-General to notify the Government 
of the United Arab Republic of this report suggesting that if and when the 
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tobacco is shipped to Alexandria, they bear in mind the suggestions 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary- 
General!s note of 18 September 1969." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 23 November 1970 to the Governments of 

Greece, Italy and the United Arab Republic, transmitting the United Kingdom note 

and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 27 November 1970 has been received from Italy, informing the 

Secretary-General that the contents of his note have been brought to the attention 

of the proper authorities in Italy. 

4. A reply dated 19 December 1970 has been received from Greece, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece to the United Nations ..,. 
has the honour to forward attached hereto copies of Certificate of 
Origin and Bill of Lading showing that the consignment of tobacco 
loaded aboard the S.S. !Hellenic Beach' was of Malawi and Mozambique 
origin.'l 

5. The following further information has been received from Italy in a note verbale 

dated 22 February 1971: 

"The Permanent Representative of Italy to the United Nations . . . . 
has the honour to inform him Lthe Secretary-General/ that: 

"1. The S.S. 'Helenic Beachv arrived at Trieste on 25 December 1970. 
It did not call at Trieste between 24 August 1970 and 24 December 1970. 

!‘2 I It had no consignment of tobacco on board at that time. It had a 
consignment of 203.208 tons of iron-manganese loaded at Durban. 

“3. The said consignment of iron-manganese was destined to Austria 
and authorization was given for shipment in transit to Austria after 
the proper authorities in Italy had ascertained that the consignment, 
as proved by the certificates of origin bearing a visa of the Italian 
Consular authorities, was of South African origin." 

6, At the request of the Committee at its 43rd meeting, the Secretary-General 

an automatic reminder on 22 March 1971 to the United Arab Republic (see para. 2 

above ) , 

sent 
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(67) Case No. 104 Tobacco'- "Agios Nicolaos": United,Kingdom note dated 
2 November 1970 

1. By a note dated 2 November 1970, the United Kin;dom Government reported 

information concerning consignments of tobacco on the above vessel. The text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

'?The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources which they consider to be 
sufficiently reliable to warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that consignments of tobacco, 
suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, were recently loaded at Lourengo 
Marques aboard the m.v. 'Agios Xicolaosg. 

"The m.v. 'Agios Nicolaoss, which is owned by the Cia de Nav 
Damka S.A. of Panama, and is of Greek registration, sailed from 
Lourenl;o Marques on 17 September for Lisbon where she made a call 
for bunkers on 10 October md cleared on 11 October for the Baltic Sea. 

'!The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committ'ee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) 
may wish to ask the Secretary-Genera 1 of the United Bations to bring 
the above i,nformation in the first instance to the attention of the 
Government of Greece in order to ascertain through the managers of 
the m.v. gAgios LJicolaos' (Messrs. Trinity Shipping Company Ltd., 
6 Sotiros Dios Street, Piraeus) at which port or ports the tobacco 
aboard the vessel is to be unloaded. 

"At the same time the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary- 
General also to inform the Government of Panama so that enquiries 
can be made into the carriage aboard a Panamanian owned vessel of 
tobacco believed to be of Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 10 December 1970 to Greece and Panama, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon, 

3. A reply dated 18 January 1971 has been received from Greece, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece to the United Nations... 
has the honour to transmit, attached hereto: 

"(a) Photostatic copy of the Time Charter in which it is 
specifically stipulated that the Charterers, Messrs. A.1-I'. Basse Rederi A/S, 
Copenhagen, can use the vessel in world-wide trading within I.W.L., 
excluding Southern Rhodesia. 

-134- 



11 (b) Photostatic copies of letters dated 13 November 1970 and 
.2 December 1970 of the Charterers addressed to the owners, confirming 
that they'personally checked Certificates of origin from which it 
appears that the cargo was of Mozambique origin and emphasizing that 
as a Danish company they follow the same UN sanctions as Greece. 

"The Greek Mission wishes to reiterate its previous requests to 
the effect that a more thorough scrutinity and aqpraisal of the 
information concerning transportation of consignments, suspected 
to be of Rhodesian origin, be envisaged in order to limit investigations 
to those cases for which there is actually sufficient ground to 
warrant such time-consuming and burdensome enquiries. 

"The Greek Authorities wish to stress, once again, that they would 
be thankful if the results of the investigations carried out by the 
Authorities of the country of destination and/or'the country of the 
Charterers were made known to them with a view to facilitating the 
completion of their own enquiries. All previous requests to this 
effect remain unheeded." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 4ls-t meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 22 February 19'jYto Denmark and Panama; in the case 

of Denmark, transmitting the United Kingdom note dated 2 November 1970 

(see para. 1 above), together with the relevant part of the above reply from 

Greece and a copy of the documents referred to therein; in the case of Panama, 

reminding that Government of the Secretary-General's previous note verbale of 

10 December 1970 and requestin g a reply thereto as soon as possible. 

(66) Case No. 105 Tobacco - "I!ontaltoF': United Kingdom note dated 
2 November 1970 

1. By a note dated 2 l!Iovember 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning consignments of tobacco on t'ne above vessel. The text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United I&zdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that consignments of tobacco 
suspected to 'be of Rhodesian origin were recently loaded at Beira and 
Durban aboard the m.v. 'IYontaltog. The 111.~. gMontalto', which is owned 
by the Compagnie Maritime Beige, S.A. of Antwerp, and is of Belgian 
registry, sailed from Durban on 16 September for Antwerp. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee.. s 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
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above information to the attention of the Government of Belgium with a view 
to assisting them with their enquiries into the origin of any tobacco which 
may have been'unloaded from the vessel during her present voyage, either for 
use in Belgium or for trans-shipment to other countries, and into the carriage 
aboard a Belgian owned and registered ship of tobacco suspected to be Of 
Rhodesian origin. 

"If the importers of the tobacco should claim that it is not of Rhodesian 
origin, the Belgian authorities may wish to bear in mind the suggestion 
relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the Secretary-General's 
note of 18 September 1969. If the tobacco is declared to be of South 
African origin, it is relevant to note that the South African Government 
authorize the export of South African produced leaf tobacco through two 
Organizations Only, namely, the Central Cooperative Tobacco Company of' 

South Africa Ltd. and the Western Province Codperative Tobacco Growers 
Company Ltd., who alone are empowered by the authorities to issue certificates 
of origin required by importing countries (South African Notice No. R.276 
dated 23 February 1962 refers)." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 10 December 1970 to Belgium, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 11 January 1971 has been received from Belgium, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"On instructions of my Government, I have the honour to inform you that 
this matter has been the subject of an enquiry by the competent Belgian 
authorities. This enquiry has shown that the 'Montalto' put in at Anvers 
during the month of October, but that at this time there was no import or 
transit Of tobacco which could be found to be irregular."- 

C. TRADE IN MAIZE AND COTTON SEED 

(69) Case NO. 18 Trade in Maize: UK note dated 20 June 1969 

1. Previous information concerning this case is contained in the third re??ort 

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex $11, pages 83-87). 
2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report is given below. 

3. Replies have been received from Belgium, Japan, Italy and the Food and 
Agriculture Organization to the Secretary-General's note verbale dated 7 May -1970 

(see Annex VII, page 87, para. 51, the substantive parts of which read as follows: 
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(1) Note verbale dated 19 June 1970 from Belgium 

"I have the honour to refer to note PO 236 SORH (1-2-1) of 7 May 1970 
requesting observations of the Belgian Government on imports of maize from 
Mozambique during the period 1965-68. 

"It is true that the Belgian-Luxembourg Economic Union has imported the 
following amounts of maize from J$dzcatnbique during the years 1967-68: 

Pounds (1,000 kg) Value (1,000 f.b.) 

w3 41,613.6 1.27.354 

1gG8 31$+0.2 93” $96 

"On the other hand, imports in 1966 and I.969 have been non-existent. 

"This trade is quite in order as far as the origin of the mn.ize is 

concerned. Indeed, as a,general rule, the Belgian-Luxembowg Economic Union 
has never imported maize from Rhodesia. For reference, i can inform you that 
the statistics given for the Union for the years 1965, 1.966, 1967, 1968 and 
1969 indicate that no tonnage of this product has been purchased in Rhodesia. 

"I hope that this information will give entire satisfaction to the 
members of the Committee....." 

(2). Note verbale d t a ed 21 July i970 f.rom Japan 

"The Permanent Representative of Japan .C..Om,.. has the honour to 
inform the Secretary-iGenera as follows: 

"The figures for Japangs imports of maize from Mozambique included in 
the table attached to the note verbale of the Secretary-General dated 
7 Fiay 1970 correctly reflect the corresponding figures in the Customs 
Clearance Statistics of Japan. 

"At the time of any importation of maize of Mozambique origin, the 
Government of Japan requires the importer to submit a certific&e of origin 
issued by the Chamber of Commerce of Beira and, as necessary, a qir.arentine 
certificate issued by the Portuguese Governor's Office of Mozambique as well. 
as other relevant import documents. Such imports are allowed only Jqhen the 
consignment in question is judged to be of Mozambique origin." 
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(3) Note verbale date& 27 July 1970 from Italy - 

"The Chsrgg d',Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of ILalY to thd 
United Nations .,... has the honour to inform His Excellency Lthe Secretary- 
Genera&T that the proper authorities inItaly inVeStigatiW this matter have 
not found any evidence of traffic of Rhodesian maize imported into Italy 
through Mozambique. 

"The information contained in the Secretary-General's note has been 
conveyed to the customs authorities in Italy which have been requested to 
establish special control on all products arriving in Italy from llozambique." 

(4) Letter‘dated 2 September 1970 from the Director, International Agency 
Division, FA0 

"A review of the activities of our Seed Laboratory, from 1965 to date, 
confirms that no maize seed have been sent to Mozambique through the 
services of FAO. 

"Moreover, 'it is not believed that introduction of 'hybrid maize' 
constitutes a valid explanation of the figures purporting to repres'ent 
increase in production in Mozambique. There is no valid technical 
cxp.lanaticn for an increase-from 25,000 tons in 1967 to l22,OOO tons one 
year later. Moreover, the hybrids could not be reproduced in the importing 
country, and introduction would have to be repeated annually to keep 
production levels at their highest potential. 

, "We.tend to believe that the explanation of the discrepancies between 
Mozambiquevs exports of maize and its estimated production is to be found in 
the statement of the UK representative at the 27th meeting of the Committee; 
and are likely to be in the form of trans-shipments from neighbouring 
countries. Production figures available to us are not sufficiently reliable 
to be taken as proof in this respect,,but such information as we possess 
does not point to any significant rise in production in recent years, 
Moreover, the third 6-year development plan foresees for 1973 a marketed 
production of maize of 193,000 tons and a total production of 446,000 tons., 
levels which are not markedly higher than FA0 estimates for 1966-68 (about 
160,000 tons and 400,000 tons, respectively). 

"Substantial trans-shipment of goods from neighbouring countries is also 
suggested by the following passage from US State Department Background 
Rates on Idozambique: 'The imbalance of imports over exports has been 
largely remedied 'by the su-bstantial invisible earnings of the transit 
shipping trade f ram South Africa, Southern Rhodesia, Zambia and Malawi and 
Idhe X'emittances of African migrant labour,' 

"It is regretted that we cannot give you a more.conclusive answer." 

4, At the request Of' the Committee at its 38th meeting,, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 26 January 1971 to all &mber States of the United 
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Nations, with the exception of Portugal (see below) or members of the specialized* 

agencies, referring to his previous note verbale dated 10 July 1969, to the 

United Kingdom Note dated 20 June 1969 attached thereto, and to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 7 May 1970 to FAO, and transmitting a copy of FAO's 

reply thereto dated 2 September 1970. At the request of the Committee at -6he 

same meeting, the Secretary-General sent the same note.verbale dated 

26 January 1971 to Portugal, with an additional paragraph requesting the comments 

of the Portuguese Government on this matter. 

5; The following replies have been received: 

Canada 

Colombia 

El Salvador 

Federal Republic of Germany 

Mauritania 

Nauru, 

Netherlands 

United Kingdom 

6. . . Of the above replies, those from Colombia dated 3 February 19'71, El Salvador 

dated 5 February 1971, the Federal Republic of.Germany dated 5 February 1971, 

IvIauritania dated 2 February 1971, Nauru dated 9 February YLg'j'j' and the, 

United Kingdom dated 3 February 1971 are acknowledgements of the Secretary--General's 

note; stating'that the contents thereof have been transmitted to therir respective 

Gbvernments. In its reply dated 4 February 1971, Canada recalled its note of 

6 January 1970 (s& S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, page 84, para. 3) &which it stated 

that Canada had not imported maize or maiie products said to be of Mozambique 

origin'duriag 1967 or 1968 or during the first five months of 1969 'and'that, 

although the Canadian authorities remained confident that the control procedures 

in operation <n Canada were adequate to enforce sanctions against Southern Bilodesta., 

they welcomed the continuing information supplied by the Committee. The rel)ly 

from Netherlands dated 25 February 1971 simply Hished to confirm What had been 

stated..earlier in its,note of 10 September 1969 (see S/g844/Add.2, anne:: VII, 

page 85, para 3 (c)). 

I. 
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(70) Case Bn. 39 Maize ,- "Fraternity": United Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969 - L-b- F.-----"""-. 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/98&k/Add.2, annex VII, pages 87-89). 

(71) Case No. 44 &ize - "GaliniiF: United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1969 --":"--.---. _l-. ._ 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in the ,third report (S,lY844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 89-30). 

(72) Case Eo. 4'7 Maize - F'Santa Alexandra": United Kingdom note dated __..-_--_--._ -- 
24 Sentember l* -..__. "."".&".---b"".--".V.~ 

'There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that contained 

in ‘the third report (S/@kk/Add.2, annex VII, pages 90-91). 

(73) Case No. 119 Maize -- "Zeno" : United Kingdom note dated 26 September 1969 --_-_._-.*--- --" 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/9$4/Add.2, annex VII, pages 9l.-92) D 

('[I+) Case iTo. 53 Cotton seed - %~lly Trader": United Kingdom note dated --.----,----.-- 
.L.= -.--- - "_"_ $3 Cctober 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/!$844/Add.2, annexVI1, pages 35-96). 

(75) Case No. 56 Ed- 4,ize --L@l.ia L. ":. United Kingdom note dated 13 November 1969 _-- 

There is no new information concerning.this case in addition to that 

contained'in the third report (S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 92-93). 

('(6) Case No. 63 Piai.ze - "Polyxene C.": United Kingdom note dated ,--- .-'."L"-7- 
24 December sgbg .-_--- 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in 'the third report (S/9844/Add.2, dnne:: VII, pages 93-95). 

(77) Case No. 90 kize - "V.irg;gss: United Kingdom noted dated 19 AuWst.1970 I".-L--.._- -- 

1, By a note dated 19 August 1970; the United Kingdom Government reported 

infOrma’cion concwnint;l; a consignment of maize on the above vessel. The text of the 

note is .reproduced below: 
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"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sourcess which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consi.ynment of maize, suspected 
to be of Rhodesian origin, was recently loaded at Beira ab,oard the m.v. 
'Virgy' . 

"The m-v. 'Virgy', which is owned by the Vasa Shipping Co. Ltd., Nicosia, 
Cyprus, and is of Cypriot registry, sailed from Beira on 26 July.for Mexico. 

"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 Mexico so as to assist " 
them in their enquiries regarding the origin of any maize unloaded from 
the m.v. 'Virgy! at ports in their territory during her present voyage, 
either for use in their territory or for trans-shipment. 

"If the importers of the maize in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, the Government of Mexico may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form of 
rail notes covering the despatch of the consignment to Beira, as well as the 
appropriate health and phyto-sanitary certificates. When investigating the 
consignment, the Government of Mexico may also wish to take into 
consideration the fact that at the present time Zambia, Malawi and 
Mozambique are having to supplement their home grown supplies with imported 
maize, and that therefore this consignment is unlikely to have originated 
in any of those countries. 

"At the same time, it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to notify the Government of Cyprus of the above report 
so as to enable them to make suitable enquiries regarding the carriage aboard 
a Cypriot owned and registered vessel of maize which, according to the 
information referred to above, is suspected to be of Rhodesian origin.!' 

2. At the request of the Committee following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 21 August 1970 to Cyprus and Mexico, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. At the request of the Committee at its 38th meeting, the Secretary-General 

Sent notes verbale dated 21 January 1971 to those two Governments, referring to 

his previous notes verbale dated 21 August 1970 and seeking comments thereon as, 

soon as possible. 

4. Replies have been received from Cyprus and llexico to the Secretary-General*s 

notes verbale dated 21 January 1971, the substantive parts of which, read as follows: 
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(1) Note verbale dated 18 Jaquary 1971 from Cyprus 

IfThe Permanent Representative of Cyprus to the United Nationsa . . 
had the honour to advise that steps have been taken and are still being 
pursued by the appropriate Government authorities in Cyprus to investigate 
the situation referred to therein. This investigation has not as yet been 
concluded;" 

(2) Note verbale dated 27 January 1971 from Mexico 

"The Permanent Representative of Mexico to the United Nations. w o 
has the honour to refer to some purchases df maize which were made by the 
Government of Mexico and which,'according to the Government of the 
United Kingdom.. .; may have involved Rhodesian maize. 

"In this connexion, the Permanent Representative reiterates the reply 
on the subject sent by the Mission of Mexico to the Secretary-General in 
its note dated 10 September 1970 &/". 

5. At the request of the Committee .at its 4lst meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 22 February 1971 tolCyprus, forwarding copies of the 

various documents received from the Government of Mexico relating to this shipment, 

among them the relevant certificates of origin and charter contracts, and 

expressing the hope that these would be useful in the investigation being carried 

out by the Government of Cyprus. 

(78) Case No. 91 Maize -. "Master Daskalos": United Kingdom note dated 
19 August 1970 

1. By a note dated 19 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of maize on the above vessel.' The text of the 

note'is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United. Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of maize, suspected 
to be of Rhodesian origin, was recently loaded at Beira aboard the r0.v. 
'Master Daskalos '. 

"The m.v. 'Master Daskalos' 9 which is owned by Motores Maritimos Cia.,. 
Lda., San Jose, Costa Rica, and is of Greek registry, sailed from Beira on 
29 July for Mexico. 

&/ See (78) Case 91, para. 3 (2). 
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"The Government Of the IJnited Kingdom suggest that the Committee.., 
may Wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
above information to the attention of the Government of pjexico so as to 
assist them in their enquiries regardin::; the origin of any maize unloaded 
from the m.v. vbtster Daska.los v at ports in their territory during her present 
voYQ?Te 1 either for Use in their terI?itOry or for trnns-shipment. 

"If the imPOrters of the maize in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, the Government of llexico may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969. This could take the form of 
rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignments to Beira, as well as the 
appropriate health and phytosanita.ry certificates. When investigating the 
consignments, the Government of Nexico may also wish to take into account the 
fact that at the present time Zambia, I'lalawi and Mozambique are having to 
supplement their home grown supplies with imported maize, and that therefore 
this consignment is unlikely to have originated in any of those countries, 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to notify the Governments of Costa Rica and Greece of 
the above report so as to enable them to make suitable enquiries regarding 
the carriage aboard a Costa Rican owned, Greek registered vessel, of maize 
which, according to the information referred to above,, is suspected to be 
of Rhodesian origin," 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 21 August 1970 .to the Governments of 

Costa Rica, Greece and Mexico, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting 

comments tlieron. 

3. Replies have been received from Greece and l\Llexico, the substantive parts of 

which read as follows: 

(1) we verbale dated 23 i\iovember 1970 from Greece _-- -____,- .---. ----- 

"The Permanent I:fission of Greece to the IJnited Nations a.. has 'ihe 
honour to forward attached hereto photostat copies of Certificate of Origin 
and Certificate of Inspection showing that the consignment of maize loaded 
aboard the m.v. !Master Daskalos' was of !lozambique origin. 

"On this occasion, the Greek authorities wish to reiterate their Previous 
RC~U~S-~J to the effect that the results of the enquiries carried out by the 
Authorities of the country of destination be communicated to them for the 
comPletion of their own investigations." 

(2) Note verbale dated 10 September 1970 from Mexico ---- ___--..--- .._ -...--I_----- -_-_---- 

"The permanent ReFl*e;scntat;tve of rlexi.co... ~ZS the honour to 
refer to the Secretr.ry--Gener~Ll’s note dated 21. August I.970 Concerning a 
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purchase of maize by the Mexican Government which, according to the'Government 
of the United Kingdom, might possibly be concerned with Rhodesian maize. 

"In this connexion, by means of this present transmission to the 
Committee...; the Permanent Representative sends several documents to the 
Secretary-General, among them the relevant certificates of origin and 
charter contracts according to which the maize involved in the purchase and 
sale was of Mozambique origin. 

"The Permanent Representative wishes to emphasize that the documents 
entitled 'M/S f4ASTER DASKALOS' Rider clauses to C/P dated 26 June 1970' 
and PVirgy, Rider Clauses to C/P dated 17 June 1970' state clearly in 
clause 48 of both documents that p'No cargo of Rhodesian origin to be loaded', 
which proves that the Mexican Government took all necessary precautions to 
comply with the Security Councilss provisions concerning trade with Rhodesia." 

(79) Case No. 96 Cotton - "S.A. Statesman": United Kingdom note dated 
14 September 1970 

1. By a note dated 14 September 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of cotton on the above vessel. The text 

of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 

.warrant investigation. The information is to the effect that a consignment 
of cotton, suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, was loaded recently at Beira 
aboard the ml.v. 'S-A. Statesmanv. The m.v. 'S.A. Statesmans sailed from 
Beira on 10 August, declared for Genoa and Venice. 

'?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 Italy with a view to assisting them 
with their enquiries into the origin of any cotton which may be unloaded from 
the 'S.A. Statesman' at ports in their territory, either for use in their 

.territory or for trans-shipment. 

"If the importers of the cotton in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, the Government of Italy may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating'to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18 September 1969. This could t&e the form af 
rail notes covering the despatch of the consignment to Beira,'as well as 
the appropriate health and phyta-sanitary certificates.'s 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 23 November 1970 toItaly, tranSmi&tiW 

th.e United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 
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3. A reply dated 30 November 1970 has been received from Italy, the substa&fve 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent RepresentaLive of ltaly to the Unite8 libations.,. 
has the honour to inform him /the Secretary-General/ that the 
m. v. 'S.A. Statesman' called s Venice where it unloaded 67 tons of cotton 
on September 6th and at Genoa where it unloaded 60 tons of cotton on 
September lbth. The first results of the enquiry conducted by the proper 
Italian authorities have shown that the cotton unloaded at Venice and Genoa 
was of Mozsmbiquan origin, The consignments however are being further 
investigated." 

4. Further information has been received from Italy in a note verbale dated 

22 February 1971, stating that further investigations have confirmed beyond any 

doubt that the consignment of cotton unloaded by the vessel in question in Italy 

in September last was of Mozambiquan origin, as proved by the certificate of 

origin issued by the Commercial Association of Eeira, by the bill of lading and 

by the invoice of the exporter. 

(80.) Case No, 97 Maize - "Lambros M. Fatsis": United Kingdom note dated 
30 September 1970 

1, By a note dated 30 September 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning a consignment of maize on the above vessel. The text of 

the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources, .which they consider to be syfficiently reliable to 

warrant further investigation. 

"Tb.e information is to the effect that a consignment of maize, suspected 
to be of Rhodesian origin, was recently loaded at Beira aboard the 
m.v. 'Lsmbros M. Fatsis’. 

"The m.v. 'Lambros M. Fatsis' which is owned by Alpha Shipping 
Company S.A, of Panama, .and is of Greek registration, sailed from Bkira on 
4 September for Japan. 

'"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee... 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
above information to the attention of the Government of Japan so as to 

assist them in their enquiries regarding the origin of any maize unloaded 
from the m.v. 'Lambros M. Fatsis' at ports in their territory during her 
present voyage, .either for use in their territory or for trans-shipment. 
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"If the importers of the maize in question should. claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, the Government of <Japan may wish to bear in mind the 
suggestions relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary~.~GeJnera.lqs note of 18 September 1.96o m This could .ta.ke the form of 
rail notes covering the dispatch of the consignment to Beira as well as the 
appropriate health and ph,yto-sanitary certificates a When investigating the 
consignments the Government of' Japan may also wish ,to take into account the 
fact that at the present time Zsmbia and Xalawi and Mozambique are having to 
supplement their home grown supplies with imported mo.ize ti In connection with 
the documentation which the Japanese Government reported in their reply to 
the Secretary--General dated 22 December 196:) l! as being produced during 
their investigations of shipments of 59,500 tons of maize from !iIozambique 
ports to Japan in the year 1963, they may wish also to take into account the 
fact that the official Mozambique export statistics for the first eleven 
months of 1969 now published disclose that only 20,7cS1,7 tons of Xozambique 
produced maize was exported and that all of this went to Portugal and 
Portuguese overseas terri~tories. Should the present cargo documentation 
again purport, to show ilozambique origin 3 it is suggested that the Government 
of Japan may wish to seek clarif:ica.tion from the ~Jozatibique Ceritals 
Institute about the types of maize produced i.ri Mozambique and confirmation of 
the origin of the maize on 'board the 'Lambros !il. Patsis i , 

"At the same tine 3 it is sup,f~:esl;ed tha;t the Commi.tt.ee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-.Gene:rs.l to notify the Govern:nent.s of Panama and Greece of the 
above report SO a,? to entable them to Iiiake suit.able enquiries rf3mrd.i.r~f~~ the 
carriage aboard a T-‘a,n~l,marli:*1.~-.~0~~[~1led, (;r~elr.,rril;j.s-l;:~~retl vcsrjcl of ik.ize which 
is suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, 

2. At the request of the Committee, follo~rinE;.inforl-nal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes ,verbale dated 23 i\Jovember 1.970 to the Governments 

of Greece, Japan and Panama, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting 

comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from Greece and JrtDan 4 the substantive parts of 

which read. as fol:Lovs: 

(1.1 ??ote verbalc dated 21 November 1070 from Greece ------I- -.....z -I_ ..- .I_. _ ._--.--.----_._. &c.-..- ,.-_ -__.L"__. 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece to the IJnited nations. O e has the 
honour to transmit, attached hereto, (a) photostat copy of the Charter 
Party and its annexed rider clauses,~ in which it is stipulated that 'no cargo 
of Rhodesian origin to be shipped under this Charter Party' (Clause 48), 
!b) Manifest of Cargo and Bills 

maize loaded aboard the S/S 

of Lading showing that the consignment Of 
q I,ambros !!I. Patsis p IJ~.S of Mozambique origin. " 

--- -..-__- 
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(2) Note -wrbal.e dated 23 'rkceb~cr 19'10 from J'TL~- ------.-:----... . ..__.. - -.-. _ _._- t---.-~.z!-.-...- ---I,- - ,..._..,I L 

"The l~errmne~~~ Represent:lt<ve oi :I'span to the Elited Rations . s . has 
the honour to inform the Secretary-General of the foUowing: 

"The vessel 'Lambros II. Fatsis s entered the 'port of Shi.?)lizu on 
30 September and t.he port of Osaka on 4 Octdber. Il'he Government, of Japan 
nlade an investigation concerning; the maize reported to be on board the vessel 
and the results are as follows:: 

“1. Approximately 5,000 tons of maize were unloaded from the vessel at 
the port of Shimizu and approximately 7,600 tons at the port of Osaka. The 
consignments were accompanied by import documents, including i.nvoices and 
certificates of origin issued by Chamber of Commerce of Beira, as well as 
by quarantine certificates, certificates of fumigation and final certificates 
of weight issued by the Portuguese Governor's Office in Mozambique, all of 
which showed that the goods in question were of Mozambique -origin. 

"2. Mozambique is a producer of maize, and while Japan has been 
imparting maize from i_lozambique 9 she has never imported any from Southern 
Rhodesia, even 'before the imposition of economic sanctions. 

71 7 In vj.el,s of the above investigations o the goods in question were 
judged).L,o be of IIoza&ique origin and were allorred. to be imported Oi' 

iiyhe !;overnl:~~r~~t of the i.Jylit& K.j.~~&orfl have rec,entI.;y rcc&.W?d i~lfoLXIG',%~oll 
from commercial sources, .which they consider to be sufficiently reliable t0 
warrant invesi,ig:Rti.on, to the ei'fect I,hat a further consignment of maize for 
Japan, suspected to be of Rhodesian ori~i.n;w'a.a exported from the port of 
:Beira aboard the m.v, i Corvigliav on 1.0 iYnvcmbe:r. 

"The vessel, which is owned by Ocam Shipping S.A, of Coire, is under 
the management of the Soci&& dgArmemcn-t ~4a.ritime Suisse-Atlant'ique S.A. of 
Lausanne and is of Swiss registry. 

"The Government of the IJnited Kin~;dom suggest that the C!ommittec 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 2'53 (1968) v@/ wish 
to ask the Eecr,etary--General of' the lJnited Nations to bring the above 
information to the attention of the Government of Japan, SO &S to assist them 
in thci.r queries regarding the origin of aqy rna,i~~~ uriloaded Tram the m.v, 
YCorvigliaV at plorts in i;:heir territory during her present Voyage, either 
for use in their territory or for .I;ratis..-s~lipmellt. 
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"If the importers of the maize in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesianorigin, the Government ,of Japan may wish to 'bear in mind the 
suggestion@, relating to documentary proof of origin contained in the 
Secretary-General's note of 18:September 1969. Uhen investigating the 
c'onsignments , the Government of 'Japan may also wish to take into account the 
fact that Zambia, Malawi and )'lc!zambiqu,e have recently had to supplement their 
home-growh SUpplieS with imported maize. Furthermore, in connection with the 
documentation which the ,?apanese Government reported in their rePlY to the 
Secretary-General dated 22 December 1969 I/ as being produced durihg their 
investigation of shipments of 59,500 tons of m&&from Mozambique Ports to 
Japan in the year 1969, they may wish also to take into account the fact 
that the official Mozambique export statistics for the whole Of 1969 now 
published disclose that 'only 25,244.3 tons of Mozambique grown maize was 
exported and that all of this went to Portugal and POrtUgUeSe Overseas 

Territories. Should the present cargo documentation again pUrpOrt to show 
Mozambique origin, it is suggested that the Government of Japan may wish to 
seek confirmation from the Mozambique Cereals Institute about the origin of 
the maize aboard the m.v. 'Corviglia'. In the event of the documentation 
showing South African origin, similar c'onfirmation could be sought from the 
Grain Board of South Africa. 

I 
"At the same time, it is,suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 

the Secretary-General to notify the Government of Switzerland of the above 
report so as to enable them to make suitable enquiries regarding the carriage 
aboard a Swiss owned and registered vessel of maize which is.-suspected to be 
of Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent,notes verbale dated 15 December 1970 to Japan and 

Switzerland, transmitting a copy of the United Kingdom note and requesting 

comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received fromSwitzerland and Japan, the substantive part 
of which reads as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 8 February 19’71 from Switzerland 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to t_he united Nations.,, has the 
honour to refer to his &he Secretary-General'2/ note of 15 December 1970 
concerning a consignment of maize suspectqd to be of Rhodesian origin, carried 
On board the Corviglia, a vessel of Swiss registry which sailed From the port 
of Beira on 10 November 1970. 

“In this connexion, the competent federal authorities have made 
inquiries of the fhKiSS Office of Maritime Navigation &t Base1 and the owner 
of the vessel, the Soci&E dlarmement maritime Suisse-Atlantique S-A., 

&/ See SJ9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 93, para, 3, 
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L"ausanne. The owner produced various documents relating to the matter: 
a charter-party dated 2 October 1970, a bill of lading and a certificate of 
origin, all enclosed herewith. It will be seen not only that the charterer 
took every precaution by including the requirements with regard to Rhodesia 
in clause 48: 'cargo tq-be of non-Rhodesian origin', but also that the 
bill of lad8ng and the certif&!ate of origin show that the consignment was 
not of.Rhodesian origin.3 It*.waS being sent to the Nissho-Twai Co. Ltd., 
Takyo, which therefore appears to have the responsibility of furnishing the .a.; 
documentsprelating to the origin ,of the goods and their carriage as far as 
the port of Beira.'l 

(2) Note verbale dated 26 February 1971 from Japan 

"The vessel 'Corviglia' entered the port of Osaka on h December.1930 
and the port of Shimizu on 12 December 1970. The Government of' Japanmade 
an in&stigati& concerning the maize reported to be on board the vessel 
and-the results are as fol,lows: 

'1s 7,251 metric tons of maize were unloaded at the port of Osaka and 
5,393 metric tons of maize at the port of Shimizu. 

t'2. After careful .examination of the import documents presented by the 
importer, consisting of invoices, bills of lading, certificates of 
origin, issued by the Chamber of Commerce of Beira, certificates of 
weight and quality, certificates of fumigation and quarantine 
certificates issued by the Veterinary - Chief of the Overseas Regular 
Staff and Chief of the Veterinary Bureau of Manica and Sofala Districts, 
the Government of Japan concluded that the-consignments in question 
were of Mozambique origin and decided to allow the customs clearance." 

D. TRADE IN WHEAT 

(8~) Case No. 75 Supply of wheat to Southern Rhodesia_ 

See annex III. 

E. TRADE INMEAT 

(83) Case No. 8 Meat - "Kaaplapd": United Kingdom note dated 10 March 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, page 96). 

(84) Case No, 13 Meat - "Z~iderkerk": United Kingdom note dated 13 May 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (Sfg844/Add.2, annex VII, page 97)* 
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(C5) Case i?o. lb Beef "II "Tabora": United Kingdom note dated 3 June 1969 __l_l___- __II__ --__-- 

There is no nel? informa-tion concernin:; this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (S/g&k/Add.2, annex VII, pages 98-4~)~ 

(86) Case No. 16 Beef -# 'sTugelaland": ---_-- United Kingdom note dated 16 June 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (5/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 99-100). 

(87) Case Ho. 22 Beef - "Swellendam's: United Kingdom note dated 3 July 1969 - --------. 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third report (pages 100-101). 

(88) Case No. 33 Meat - "Tavetafs: ------ United Kingdom note dated 8 August 1969 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 101-103). 

2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of 

the third report is given below. 

3 s3 A reply dated 21 July 1970 has been received from the Federal Republic of 

Germany to the Secretary-.Gencral's note verbale dated 29 April 1970, the 

substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"In reply to a further inquiry from the Foreign Office, the Pederal 
Ministry of Finance pointed out that, accordinr: to paragraph 44 a (2) of' the 
Rules and Regulations of Foreign Trade, no special proof that a consignment 
curried by an FRG vessel. does not originate in Southern Rhodesia is required. 
lievertheless, the investigation carried out by the Treasury Office in Hamburg 
has shot;n that the shipping company under investigation had ordered its 
agents not to accept any cargo originating in Southern Rhodesia, as no permit 
would be granted for the transport of such cargo. 

')In order to help further investigation, it would be appreciated if 
the Secretary-General could request the Permanent Observer of Switzerland 
to the United Nations to transmit copies of the bills of lading presented 
to Swiss customs authorities, 
of 29 April 1970," 

as mentioned in the Secretary-Generalgs note 

4. At the Committee's request at its 39th meetin gr the Secretary-General sent 
a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to the Federal Republic of Germany, referring 

to its replies of 5 December 1969 (see S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 102, 

para. 3 (a)) and 21 July 19’70 (see para. 3 above) to the Secretary-General's 
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notes verbale of 14 August 2.$&g EL& 29 April 1970respectively and inquiring as 

to whether copies of the ship's papers mentioned in the reply of 5 December 1969, 

together with any other relevant documentation which might be useful in assisting 

other Governments in preventing future attempted violations, could be forwarded. 

At the same time, the Committee requested the Secretary-General to.inform the 

Federal Republic that the Government of Switzerland had been requested to forward 

copies of the bills of lading mentioned in the Secretary-GeneralIs note verbale of 

23 April 1970 (see S/g&4/Add.2, annex VII, page 103, para. 7) for tlaansmittal 

to the Federal Republic of Germany and for the information of the Committee. 

5. An acknowledgement dated 5 February 1971 has been received from the FRG. 

6. Further to S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 102, para. 6, at the Committeess 

request at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 

28 January 1971 to Switzerland, referring to its reply dated 16 December 1969 to 

the Secretary-Generalvs note verbale of 3 December 1969 and inquiring as to 

whether copies of the bills of lading mentioned in its reply,, together with any 

other relevant documentation, COU~.~~ be forwarded to the Federal Republic of 

Germany and to the Secretary-Generaif. for the information of the Committee. It was 

-pointed out that this documc?ntation wild also be useful in assisting other 

Governments in preventing future attempted violations. 

(89) Case No. 42 Meat - i'Polana": United Kingdom note dated 17 September 1969 

See Annex 111. 

(90) Case No. 61 Chilled meat: United Kingdom note dated 8 December 1969 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 104-106). 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 38th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 3 February 13'71 to Gabon, referring to his preViOUS 

note verbale dated 29 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 1.06, para. 6) and seeking 

comments thereon as soon as possible. 

3. An acknowledgement dated 18 February 1971 has been received from Gabon, 

stating that the Secretary-General's above note verbale dated 3 February 1971 has 

been transmitted to the Government of Gabon whose observations thereon Will be 

forwarded. to the Secretary-<General as soon as received, 
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(91) Case No, 68 Pork - "Alcor": United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 106). 

2, Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report is given below. 

3. Replies have been received from the Netherlands and Spain to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 16 February 1970, the substantive parts of which 

read as follows: 

(1) Note verbale dated 20 Mav 1970 from the Netherlands 

"The Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands to 
the United Nations... has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that 
the investigation undertaken by the Netherlands authorities has shown that 
in January 1970 the m.v. 'Alcor' did indeed carry a shipment o-P frozen 
pork from the'port of Lourenso Marques to the Canary Islands. 

'The captain of the 'Alcor', as well as the representative of the 
Shipping company in Loureqo Marques, accepted the shipment since it 
could not be established, either from the documents covering the consignment 
or in any other way, that the shipment originated in Southern Rhodesia. 
The shipment was unloaded after its arrival in the Canary Island, in the 
absence of any objections on the part of the Spanish authorities." 

(2) Note verbale dated 7 May 1970 from Spain 

"The Permanent Mission of Spain to the United Nations... 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General ?&at, after a thorough 
investigation of its origin, the Spanish authorikies have concluded that 
there is no evidence to support the theory.that this shipment was 
consigned from Rhodesia. 

"In this connection I have the konour to enclose photo-copies of 
the documentation on this shipment from the Customs Office, which 
includes the following: 

"Document No.1 - Cover of manifest of the ship tAlcor' and pages 2 
and 3 which deal with the.conaignmen-& referred to, 

'Page 2 of this manifest covers the cargo shipped at Loureqo Marques 
(Mozambique) and lists 941 cases of frozen pork,'irith a gross weight of 
28,991 kg, consigned to the company 'Puma $'A.'. 
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"Page 3, of tihich like the above sheet a photo-copy is enclosed, 
covers 897 cases, also of frozen pork, with a gross weight of 25,913 lig, 
shipped at the port of Durban (Republic of South Africa) and consigned 
to the company 'Dipa S,L.s. 

"Document No.2 - This consists of the shipping documents for the 
first of the consignments referred to, No,204/70; loose sheet No.307$/70 
arising from the above and import licence for goods not free from 
license requirements or subject to open and general licensing No.BB 7088138, 
which gives Mozambique both as the country of consignment and as the 
country of origin. 

"Document No.3 consists of the shipping documents for the second 
consignment, No.211/70; loose sheet Mo.3048/70, also arising from the above 
and the import licence, also for goods not free from licence requirements or 
subject to open and general licensing No.7088161, which gives South Africa 
as the country of origin and consignment of goods." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 30th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 26 May 1970 to the Government of Spain, referring to 

its reply of 7 May requesting. health and veterinary certificates, not only from 

cold store at port of shipment, but also from the slaughter-house where the meat 

originated. 

5. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a further note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to Spain, referring to its reply 

dated 7 May 1970 to the Secretary-l'leneral's note verbale of.16 February 1970 and to 

the Secretary-General's subsequent note verbale of 26 May 1970 and inWirini3 as to 

*whether copies of the health and veteripa,$y certificates in question Could be 

forwarded for the information of the Committee. 

6. An acknowledgement dated 8 February 1971 has been received from Spain, 

stating that the Secretary-General's above-mentioned note verbale of 

29 January 1971 has b,een transmitted to the competent Spanish authorities for 

infczrmation and any action that may be necessary. 
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F. TRADE IN SlJGAR 

(SC) Case No. 20 Sugar. .-' "Byza-n-tine ! ionarch";,- United Kincrdom note dated --_-_,.____ .dI..^_ _-.- .__.__ ----- 
21 July lo60 -----vL-wL-4 - 

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

(S&@&/Add.2, annex VII, pages 106.-109)~ 

2, In accordance with the Committeevs decision at its 3&h meeting, automatic 

reminders were sent to Iraq and Norway dated 3 February 1971, referring to the 

Secretarl\r--Generalis previous note verbale dated 29 April 1970 (see annex VII, 

page 109, para. 6) and seeking comments thereon as soon as possible. 

(33) ~nse NO. 60 ~upxr - "Pilotis": United Kingdom note dated 11 December lS!@ 

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

(S/98).il.l./AdL.2, annex VII, pages 109=-111). 

2. Mditional information received. by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report iS p;iVen belOt~. 

3. A reply dated 4 ?<ay 1970 has been received from Plalaysia to the Secretary- 

GeneralTs note vcrbale dated 29 April 1970 ( see annex VII, paLye 110 para. 6) -) 

the substantive port of which reads as follows: 

"The Char& dPAffaires a,i. has the honour to inform the Secretary Cen~?~l 
that the custom authority of ?lalaysia had investigated the consir;nment of 
sugar on the vessel in question and was satisfied that the Consignment was 
not of Southern Rhodesian origin." 

4. 4-t the request of the Committee at its 30th meeting,, tile Secretc-Lr?r-.r;el2Etrnl 

sent a further note verbale dated 26 Ray 1970 to "c&,ysia, refeu.rin,q to its above 

reply of I+ ~%L:T and requesting details of the evidence on which it based its 

conclusion that the shipment tras not of Southern Rhodesian origin, 

5 _ - At the request of the Committee at its ll.Oth meeting,; the Secretary-General 

sent a further note verbele dated 29 January 1971 to Idalaysia, referring to his 

previous note verbale datec? 26 ?Tay 1970 and inquiring trhether copies of the 

relevant documentation in this case were available and., if so, whether copies Could 

be forwarded for the information of the Committee. 
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(94) c ase No. 65 Sugar - "Eleni": United Kin,qdom note dated 5 January 19’r’\, ---__- _.__- I__-- - -A-- 

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

W9844/Add. 2, annex VII, pages 111-112). 

2. In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 38th meeting, the 

Secretary-.Generc.l sent n reminder dated 3 February 1971 to the Republic of 

Viet-Nnrfl referring to his note verbnle dated 20 April 1970 (see annex VII, page 11.1, 

pw3". 3) and seeking comments thereon as soon as possible. 

(95) Case No. 72 Sugar -- "Lavrentios": United Kingdom note dated 8 April 1970 -----------.---AL..---------- 

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

(Si9844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 112-113). 

2, Additionnl information received by the Committee since submission of the third 

report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 5 June 1970 has been received from Greece to the 

secretary-Gcneralss note verbale dated 8 April 1970, the substantive part of which 

re?,ds 5-s f oll.ows ." 

"The Permanent Mission of Greece,. 0 has the honour to forward 
attached herewith photostat copies of the cargo manifest, bill of lading 
and certificate of origin, showing that the consignment in qUeStiOn Was 

of Mozambique origin. 

"On this occasion, the Greek Mission wishes to refer to its note of 
16 February 1970 l/ by which it has suggested that a more thorough scrutiny 
and appraisal of The information, usually of commercial source, be envisaged 
in order to limit investigations to those cases for which there is actually 
sufficient ground to warrant such time consuming and burdensome enquiries. 

'!L'he Greek Authorities would be thankful if the results of the 
investigations carried out by the Authorities of the country of destination 
wore made known to them with a view to facilita.tinC; the completion of 
their own enquiries." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 29th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbtile dated 14 May 1970 to the Republic of Viet-Nam, transmitting 

R. copy of the United Kingdom note dated 8 April 1970 (see S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, 

F?$e 112, pcra. l), together with a copy of the.note dated 27 April 1370 received 

fron the Permanent Representative of Singapore (annex VII, &age 112, Pars.. 31. 

.-.--_--__._ 

.Ll SE<: S/g844/Adl.2, annex VII, Case 63, prize 94, pra. 3 (a) - 
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: 
5. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Republic of Viet-Nam, referring 

to his previous note verbale dated Il.4 May 1970 and requesting a reply thereto as 

soon as FOsSible. 

(96) Case No. 83 Sugar - "Angelia": United Kingdom note dated 8 July 197:O 

1. By a note dated 8 July 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported informatti 

about a shipment of sugar on the above vessel. The text of the note is reproduced 

below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received 
information from commercial sources, which they believe to be sufficiently 
reliable to warrant further investigation, about a consignment of some 
of some 10,000 tons of sugar, suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian origin, 
which is being shipped from LourenGo Marques to the Far East. The sugar is 
believed to have been loaded on board thes.s. 'Angelia' which is owned by 
the Concord Navigation Corporation Ltd., Taipei, and managed by E-Hsiang 
Steamship Company Ltd., 40-42 Kuan and Chien Road, Taipei, Taiwan, and is of 
Taiwanese registry: the S.S. 'Angelia' sailed from Lourenso Marques on 
13 June, 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee*0 0 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
above information in the first instance to the attention of the Nationalist 
Chinese authori.ties in order to ascertain from the managers or owners of tht 
vessel the'ports at which it may call so that the Goverymnents of the countries 
where the cargo could be discharged may be informed of the foregoing." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 10 July 1970 to the Republic of China, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 13 July 1970 has been received from the Republic of China, the 

substantive part of whiah reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative wishes to inform the Secretary-General 
that the matter has been immediately investigated by the Chinese 
authorities in Taipei and that the facts of the case are as follows: 

'?The S.S. 'Angelia' was under charter .co the African Chartering Ltd. 
through the intermediary of Wallem and Co. Ltd., a British firm in Hong KCng. 
Under the charter arrangements concluded respectively on 10 April 1970 and 

12 May 1970, two consignments of sugar were shipped from I,ourenSo Marques to 
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Saigon (first shipment 9,500 tons, second'shipment 10,000 tons). The 
Concord Navigation Corporation, the owners of the vessel in question, 
stated that they had no knowledge of the origin of the sugar under consignment, 
and had no intention of evading the prohibitions in force. As a result of the 
present investi,ga%ion, they have undertaken to pay due attention to the origin 
of the products for consignment from Africa in their future dealings," 

4. By a further note dated 4 September 1970, -t&e United Kingdom Government 

reported additional information, as follows: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom, in continuation of their note 
of 8 July 1970, have now learned that the cargo of sugar aboard the 
S.S. PAngelial, which was the subject of the above not.:, was unloaded at 
Saigon. They have also received further information, from commercial 
sources, re'lating to another consignment of sugar which they consider 
to be sufficJently reliable to warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a second consignment of some 
10,000 tons of sugar, also suspected to be of Rhodesian origin, was'loaded 
aboard the S.S. IAngelia' at LourenFo Marques for shipment to Saigon, 
The vessel sailed from Lourengo Marques on 4 August. As stated in the note of 
8 July, :,he S.S. 'Angelia' is a Taiwanese owned and registered vessel. 

"The Government of the ,United Kingdom suggest that the Committee~~* 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information, together, if this has not already been done, with the information 
contained in the United K&,@iom note dated 8 July 1970 to the attention of t&3 
Government of the Republic of Vietnam so as to enable them to make suitable 
enquiries into the origin of any sugar which may be or may ,have been unloaded 
from the s.ls‘. 'Angelia' at,,ports in their territory during her last or 
present voyage, eji;her for use in their territory or for trans-shipment. 

"If the importers of I&& $ugar in question should claim that the sugar 
is not of Rhodesian origin, the Government of the Republic 0% Vietnam 
may wish to bear in mTnd the suggestions relating to doc:umentary proof of 
orSgin contained in the Secretary-General's note.of 18 September 1969. This 
cbuld take the $ormoS I?&& notes covering the shipment ,of the consignments 
'to LourenGo Marques, togeth&r with certificates from the producer or refiner 
of &he epgar.in question. 

WAt We same time it is suggesteh' that the Committee may wish to ask the' 
Secretary-General to notify the Nationalist Chinese authorities of the above 
report so thet,they oan ma&e further enquiries regarding the carriage aboard 
a Taiwanese owned ,anb re&st&ad vassal of consignments of sugar which, 
according to the inform&ion abcive,'. are suspected to be of Rhodesian origin." 
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5. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 23 November 1970 to the Republic of 

China and the Republic of Viet-Nam, transmitting both TJnited Kingdom notes and 

requesting comments thereon. 

6. The following replies have been received from the Republic of China and 

the Republic of Viet-Nam: 

(1) Note v er a e b 1 dated 2 December 1970 from the Republic of China 

?he Permanent Representative of the Republic of China to the United 
Nations... has the honour to acknowledge receipt of the Secretary- 
General?s note dated 23 November‘1g70a *.. T,he Permanent Representative 
wishes also to refer to his note dated 13 July 1970, in reply to the 
Secretary-General's note verbale dated 10 July, concerning a consignment 
of sugar aboard the same ship. 

"Since the above-mentioned note of 13 Julg 1970 and as a result of 
continued enquiries, the owners of the S.S. sAngelial have furnished letters 
from the intermediary Wallem and Co. Ltd. and from the African Chartering (BY) 
Ltd. stating that the two consignments of cargo on board the S.S. 'Angelias 
were not of Southern Rhodesian origin. 

'!The Permanent Representative takes the opportunitg to enclose herewith 
four photostat.copies of the above-mentioned letters for the Secretary- 
Generalss reference and for transmittal to the Committee...." 

(2) Note verbale dated 25 November 1970'from the Republic of Vi&-&Jam 

"The Permanent Observer of the Republic of Vie-t-Barn. l g has the 
honour to acknowledge receipt of the Secretary-General's note of 
23 bTovember 1970, the contents of which have been forwarded to the Government 
of the Republic of Viet-Nam for consideration and comment." 

7. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971,lx the Republic of Viet-Nam, referring 

to its above reply dated 25 November 1970 and enquiring as to whether the 

Government of the Republic of Viet-Nam was now in a position to forward its 

comments on this matter, for the information of the Committee. 

8. A reply dated 8 February 1971 has been received from the Republic of Viet-Nam, 

the substantive part of which reads as follows: 
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"The Permanent Observer of the Republic of Vietnam to the United 
ktions... has the honour to advise the Secretary-General of the findinps Of 
an investigation ordered by the Government of the Republic of Vietnam on 
two shipments of sugar suspected to be of Southern Rhodesian oriiSin 
respectively on board S/S Angelia and S/S Philomil.a, 1/ as follo~~s: - 

"The two shipments had been nut in bond until the consignee, 
VAN PEAT RARC, Inc., lrhich represented the exportinp company, 1Jcsterland Trust, 
produced rail notes by Peritagens E. Conferencias Maritimas, Ltda., certifying 
that the ttro shipments had been transnorted by rail from rofinerics in 
Xozambique to Lourerqo ilarques, the port of embarkation. 

"On the other hand, Gong-Ty Duong Vietnam (Vietnam Sugar Corporation) 
produced both certificates of origin and rail notes which nroved that the 
shipments ori:?inated from !lozambiaue. 

"In the meantime, 
Republic of Vietnam, 

the I,!inistry of Economic Affairs, Government of the 
on 15 September 1970, requested the Custors Services of 

"kzambiquc to supply detailed information as to the oripin of the two 
shi:pments , but did not receive any answer as of 7 January 1971. In view of 
this refusal to co-operate, a prohibition of sugar imports from Mozambique 
might be considered by the Government of the Republic of Vietnam." 

($7 ) Case MO. 94 Sugar - "Philomila.": United Kinfldom note dated 28 Aurust 1970 
1. By a note dated 28 :?ugust 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning LL consignment of sugar on the abo~ve vessel. The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kirqdom have recently received information 
fro;;1 co!:mercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently reliable to 
warrant further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consilqment of sugar, susoectcd 
to be of Rhodesian origin, 
the I2.v. 'Philomila'. 

IT'S loaded recently at Lourenso I$arques aboard 

"The m.v. 'Philomila' , 
8.11.) 

which is owned by CIA, Commercial Transatlantica 
Panama, and is of Panamanian registry, 

11 July for Saigon. 
sailed from Lourenco ilarques on 

"T'he Government of the United !:inpdom suc:nest that the Co]:-u?ittee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) nay wish 
to ask the Secretarv-General of the United liations to bring the tibove 

r/ See (97) Case No. 94. 



information to the attention of the Government of the Republic of Viet-Nam 
with a view to assisting them with their enquiries into the origin of any 
sugar which may be unloaded from the m,v. 'Philomila' during this voyage at 
ports in their territory, either for use in their territory or for 
trans-shipment. 

"If the importers of the sugar in question should claim that it is not 
of Rhodesian origin, the Government of the Republic of Viet-Nam may wish to 
bear in mind the suggestion s relating to documentary proof of origin contained 
in the Secretary-Generalss note of 18 September 1969. This could take the 
form of rail notes covering the despatch of the consignmtint to Lourenso 
ilaraues , as well as certificates from the producers or refiners of the sugar 
in question. 

"At the same time it is suggested that the Committee may wish to ask 
the Secretary-General to notify the Government of Panama of the above report 
so as to enable them to make suitable enquiries regarding the carriage aboard 
a Panamanian-owned and registered vessel of sugar which, according to the 
information above, is suspected to be of Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

'Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 3 September 1970 to Panama and the 

Republic of Vict-Barn, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments 

thereon. 

3. At the Committee's request at its 38th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes verbale dated 21 January 1971 to those two Governments, referring to his 

previous notes verbale and seeking comments thereon as soon as possible, 

4. A reply dated 8 February 19'71 has been received from the Republic of'Viet-I\Jam 

(see (96) Case No. 83, para. 7). 

(98) Case No. 112 Sugar - "Cvangelos Y!,": United Kingdom note dated 
22 January 1971 

1. By<a note dated 22 January 1971, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about,a consignment of sugar on board the vessel "Evangelos Pj.", The 

text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources which they consider to be sufficiently reliable t0 
warrant investigation concerning a sale of sugar suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin. 



"The information is to the effect that s~oral thousand tons of sutrar 
were rcccntly loaded at Lourenso ":arqucs aboard the m.v. 'Evangclos M,' for 
carriage to Kuwait. The vessel which is owned by the matalia Shippin;; Co., 
S,A. of Panama, and under the management of the I!Javarino Shinping and 
Transport Co. Ltd. El-PA Building Akti !liaouli Piraeus and is of Greek 
registration is reported to have arrived in ballast at Lourenso plarques about 
2 January and after uplifting; the sugar to have cleared the same port on 
7 January, 

"The Government of the Unit4 Kingdom su,ggcst that the Co::~m~ittce 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General to bring the-above information to the attention 
of the Government of Kuwait in order to assist them in their investigations 
into the origin of any sugar unloaded from the 'Evangelos II.' during her 
present voyage, either for use in Kuwait or trans-shipment to other ports. 
If it should be claimed that the sugar is not of Rhodesian origin, the 
Government of Kuwait may wish to bear in mind th e advice relating to the 
reliability of documentation indicated in the Secretary-General's circular 
of 18 September 1969. 

"At the same time, the Committee may wish to ask the Secretary-General to 
advise the Governments of Panama and Greece of this report so that they may 
investigate the circumstances in which this su,par, suspected to be of 
Rhodesian origin, was loaded on a Panamanian-owned vessel registered in 
Greece." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations., the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 3 February 1971 to Greece, Kuwait and 

Panama, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 23 February 1971 has been received from Kuwait, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The transaction for the purchase of seven thousand tons of sugar had 
been concluded between Messrs. Pustafa and Majed Trading Co. of Kuwait and 
LJWIMER S .A. of 9 rue de Berne, Geneva, Switzerland. Payment for the value . 
and shipment of the goods had been effected by a letter of credit issued by 
the i\ioscow Earodny Bank Ltd. in Beirut, Lebanon, in favour of the seller 
through the Banque pour le Commerce International in Basle, Switzerland. 

"It appears from the letter of credit a copy of which is attached that 
this transaction for the purchase and shipAent of the sugar consignment'was 
C and F free out of Kuwait. 

"It appears from the invoice issued by IJNIMER S.A. on 15 January 1971 
in Geneva, and certified by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry in Geneva, 
a copy of which is attached, that the goods are 'exclusively of Malawi origin'. 
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Therefore, the Permanent Representative is of the opinion that in the present 
case it is the responsibility of the seller to ascertain the origin of the 
goods to make sure that they comply with the relevant UN Resolution pertaining 
to the embargo i?rlposed on Southern Rhodesia, as specified in the note of the 
Secretary-General, No. PO 230 SORH (l-2-1). 

'The Kuwaiti Buyer accepted in good faith the invoice issued by UNIMER S.A. 
and certified by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry in Geneva, in which it 
is clearly stated that the purchased goods are of Malawi origin. Hence he 
assumed that such an explicit statement could not have been made and duly 
certified by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry in Geneva unless it were 
true, and that the document in which it is embodied could be accepted as 
fully satisfying the requirements of normal practice and the regulations 
applicable to foreign trade. 

"In conclusion the Permanent Representative would like to state that in 
his opinion the Kuwaiti buyer could not be held responsible for any infraction 
of the rules pertaining to the embargo on goods originating in Southern 
Rhddesia, in case there are circumstances which may cast doubt on the origin 
of the goods. The more so as it is the duty of the seller to ascertain the 
origin of the goods and it is he who must be held accountable for the invoice 
he had given, which the purchaser had accepted in good faith." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 43rd meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 22 March 1971 to Malawi, enclosing a copy of the invoice 

issued by 'UNIMER S-A., requesting the Government of Malawi to confirm'whether the 

cargo in question was of ,PlralarJi origin. Also at the request of the Committee, the 

Secretary-General, on the same day, sent a similar note verbale and a copy of the 

enclosure to Switzerland for purposes of information. 

G. TRADE IN FERTILIZERS AND AMMONIA 

(99) Case TTo. 2 Import of manufactured fertilizers from Europe -.--- -.1--_-w 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 113-115). 

2. Ar, the recuest of the Committee at its 4lst meetin?, the Secretary-General 

sei:C a note verbale dated 22 February 1971to Switzerland; referring to his previous 

note verbnle dated 16 July 1969 j&e S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, p. 34, para. 4 (21/ 

and requesting a reply thereto as soon as possible. 
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(100) Case No. 48 Ammonia - "Butaneuve": United Kinpdom note dated 
24sexGrT~G~--- 

-A--w- 
-.- . __ - -_ 

1. Previous information concernin? this case is contained in the third report 

(S/9844/Add,2, annex VII, pages 115-117). 

2. Additional information received since the su‘bmission of the third report 

is given below. 

3. The following note verbale dated 3 June 1.9'70 referring to (101) Case 52, 

(102) Case 66 and (103) Case 69, has been received from France: 

"In recent months, this French gas transport company @azoce*agT has, 
among other operations, loaded on ships owned or chartered by it bulk 
anhydrous ammonia of United States, Portuguese, Australian and Iranian 
origin. 

'L.In every case, and in some cases after official verification, the 
shippers have declared that their product was not destined for Rhodesia. 
Although the carriage of merchandise destined for or originating in 
Rhodesia is - like export and import operations - prohibited under the 
terms of resolution 253 (1~968)~ it is obvious that maritime carriers have 
inadequate possibilities - compared with those available to shippers or 
consignees - for verifying whether the products they are requested to carry 
are or are not subject to sanctions. 

"Accordingly, when the Committee knows the nationality of the exporters 
or importers, it has better chances of obtaining accurate information by 
applying to them rather than to the carrier. This is precisely the case 
with respect to the supplies of ammonia. 

"Furthermore, as the note from the United Kingdom delegation dated 
11 November 1969 has given some indication of how the Que Que plant is 
financed, the Committee might follow this example and systematically 
investigate the financial links between Rhodesian firms and the foreign 
companies to which they are affiliated. 

"In the case of Sable Chemical;the Permanent Mission of France 
suggests for example that the Committee established in pursuance of 
Security Council resolution 253 (1968) might request the Secretariat 
to bring the present note to the attention of the Government of the 
United States and the Government of the United Kingdom in order to, 
assist them in their investigation of direct or indirect participation by 
Union Carbide in the financing of the Que Que plant, and also of the part 
played by Girdler International and British Oxygen in installing the 
technical equipment at this industrial complex. 

"The Permanent Mission of France also suggests that the Committee 
might request the Secretariat to bring the present note to the attention 
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'of the Governments of the Unit'ed States, Ir,an,,'Australia and Portugal in 
order to assist them .in their investigation of possible sales of anhydrous 
ammonia to Rhodesia by some of,their nationals." ., 

I 
4.' At the request of the Lsmmitt&,e at its 39th,meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 28 January 1971 to Australia, Iran and Portugal, 

transmitting's copy of the above note'verbale dated 3 June 1970 from France, in 

accordance with the suggestion contained in the last paragraph thereof.1 

(101) Case No. 52 3ulk ammonia: United Kingdom4notes dated 15 October and 
10 November 1969 

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

(S(98WAdd.2, annex VII, pages 117-122). 

2. Additional information received by the Committee since,the submission of the 

third report is given below. (1 
3. A reply has been received from Canada dated 6 July 1970 to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 5 December 19.69, stating that Canada is not an 

exporter of bulk anhydrous ammonia'. 

4. The following further replies have been received to the Secretary-General's 

note verbale dated 30 April 1970: 

(i) Note verbale dated 15 July 1970 from,Austria 

"The Austrian Mission has'not, failed to convey the contents of the 
Secretary-General's note to the competent Austrian authorities for 
further action." 

(ii> Note verbale dated 28 M&y 1970 from Burma 

'"The Permanent Representative of Burma to the United Nations... 
has the-honour to say that the Government of the Union of Burma has no 
comments to offer as it has no.trade.relations with either 
Southern Rhodesia or the Union of'south Africa." 

(iii) Note verbale dated 7 July 1970 from Cambodia' 
/ 

"The Permanent Representative,of Cambodia ,., has the honour to 
inform the Secretary-General that Cambodia is not an exporter of bulk 
ammonia. " 

(iv) Note verbale dated 2 October 1970 from Cameroon 
' 

"The Permanent Representative of Cameroon to the United Nations . . . 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that Cameroon has not 
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departed from the fundamental position trhich it adopted at the very 
outbreak of the Southern Rhodesia crisis. 

"Not only has the.Cameroonian Government issued decrees prohibiting 
all relations with the racist minority &gime in Salisbury, but it has 
unceasingly and forcefully reaffirmed the full responsibility of the 
United Kingdom Government for political development in the Territory. 

"Fortified by this conviction, it has been obliged, on numerous 
occasions, to condemn the tergiversations of the administering Power; it 
is quite obvious that the measures adopted by the United Nations will 
remain ineffective as long as the chief trading partners of South Africa 
and Portugal persist in their policy of overt collusion with these 
countries. 

"Proof of this - if further proof were needed - is to be found'in 
the note dated 9 April 1970 from the United Kingdom Mission, which makes 
it clearer than ever that the United Kingdom Government must among other 

,measures consider the use of force as a means of putting an end to the 
resistance and arrogant defiance of the racist minority rkgime in 
Salisbury." 

(v) Note verbale dated 15 June 1970 from Cyprus 

"The Permanent !lission of Cyprus... has the honour to inform the 
Secretary-General that the Cyprus Government confirms that since the 
imposition of the embargo, all the necessary measures in respect of trade 
with Southern Rhodesia are being strictly observed by the a.ppropriate 
authorities in Cyprus. 

"The Permanent Representative further wishes to confirm that no 
applications for the importation and re-exportation or trans-shipment 
of equipment for an ammonia synthesis plant will be entertained by the 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry before ensuring that the final 
destination of any such goods is not Southern Rhodesia." 

(vi) Note verbale dated 5 May 1970 from Colombia 

"The Permanent Representative of Colombia acknowledges receipt of 
the Secretary-General@s note dated 30 April 1970 and has the honour to 
inform him that he has transmitted the contents of the note to his 
Government and also wishes to report that there is no trade whatsoever 
between Colombia and Southern Rhodesia.." 

(vii) DTote verbale dated 15 May 1970 from El Salvador 

"The Permanent Representative of El Salvador acknowledges receipt 
of the Secretary-General's note of 30 April transmitting a Note from 
the United Kingdcm concerning the supply of bulk ammonia to Southern 
Rhodesia. 

"The Permanent Representative is grateful for the above information" 
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(viii) l!Jote verbale dated 7 Flay 1970 from the Federal Republic of Germany - 

"The Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United Nations... has the honour to acknowledge receipt of the 
Secretary-General' snote of 30 April 1970 concerning arrangements for the 
supply of ammonia in bulk to Southern Rhodesia, 

"The contents of the note have been brought to the attention of the 
Government of the Federal Repub,lic of Germany." 

(ix) Note verbale dated 1 July 1970 from Finland 

"The Charg6 d'Affaires a.i. of Finland.., has the honour to state that 
the proper Finnish authorities,, upon receipt of the information in question, 
have at once made detailed enquiries with all Finnish enterprises that are 
in a position to manufacture and furnish equipment of the k&d referred to 
above, whether any offers for the supply of such equipment possibly 
intended for Rhodesia have been made. The Finnish firms in question have 
confirmed that no such requests have been made. 

"The authorities have furthermore alerted these firms to ,the 
possibility that requests based partly on erroneous information might be 
forthcoming in the future, and advised them to exert necessary caution in 
this regard." 

Note verbale dated 3 June 1970 from France-: see (97) Case No. 48 

(x) IJote verbale dated 21 play 1970 from Guyana 

"The Permanent Representative of Guyana to the United Nations... &as 
the honour to inform the Secretary-General that the contents thereof /of his 
note dated 30 April and enclosure/ have been brought to the attention-of 
the competent authorities for ap$opriate action." 

(xi) Note verbale dated 21 July 1970 from Japan 

"No application for license to export to South Africa any plant for 
the manufacture of fertilizer which could be considered to correspond to 
the case 'referred to in the Secretary-General's note has thus far been 
submitted to the Government. 

"The Government notified the interested business circles in Japan of 
this matter. In turn, the Japan Machinery Exporters Association published 
an outline of the note verbale of the Secretary-General with enclosure 
in its bulletin 'The !Ba,chinery Trade NewstY thus bringing this matter to 
the attention of the interested business circles. 
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"'The Government will continue to pay close attention to the subject 
of the Secretary-General's note." 

(xii) Note verbale dated 4 September 1970 from Australia 

"The Permanent Representative of Australia to the United Hations... 
has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General's note dated 30 April... 
The Permanent Representative of Australia has the honour to inform the 
Secretary-General that, as regards the capacity of Australian industry to 
supply equipment of the kind referred to, any fertilizer plants set up 
in Australia in recent years were imported in their entirety from 
overseas." 

(xiii) gate verbale dated 24 August 1970 from Kenya 

"It is the view of the Government of Kenya that the Rhodesia Sanctions 
Committee, established by the United Il'ations Security Council, should 
inform all countries which manufacture plants for the production of ammonia 
to warn the manufacturers in their countries against selling of such plants 
to South African companies which are known to be planning to set up similar 
plants in Southern Rhodesia." 

(xiv) Note verbale dated 5 liay 1970 from Ilauritania 

"The Permanent Representative of I\?auritania... has the honour to 
acknowledge receipt of the Secretary-General's note dated 30 April 1970, 
the contents of which have received attention. 

"The Permanent Representative of Jlauritania... wishes to inform the 
Secretary-General that the contents of his note have been transmitted to 
the Government of Mauritania." 

(XV) Note verbale dated 22'Vay 1970 from the Netherlands 

"The Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands to the 
United Nations,.. has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that the 
Netherlands Government has taken due note of the contents of his note of 
30 April 1970 concerning arrangements for the supply of ammonia in bulk 
to Southern Rhodesia." 

(xvi) Note verbale dated 26 Flay 1970 from Singapore 

"The Permanent Representative of Singapore to the United Nations 
has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that there are no 
manufacturers or exporters of plant for the manufacture of synthetic 
ammonia in Singapore, and that the contents of the above-mentioned 
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- 
note /Tf 9 April 1970/ have been duly noted and brought to the attention' 
of the appropriate authorities in Singapore." 

(xvii) Note verbalc dated 24 July 1970 from Sweden 

"Due to the scaxce information given, the Swedish authorities have 
not been able to establish full proof that no shipment from Sweden has 
taken place in this connection which might eventually relate to the 
plant in question. As far as the Swedish authorities have been able to 
establish, no such shipment has, however, taken place. The Swedish 
authorities have taken due notice of the Secretary-General's note and 
the annexed note from the United Kingdom Mission to the United Nations and 
will continue to give their full attention to the matter. It may be 
recalled that Swedish legislation prohibits any sale of goods destined 
for use in Southern Rhodesia, including cases where the actual purchaser 
resides outside that territory." 

(xviii) Note verbale dated 10 July 1970 from Switzerland 

"The Swiss Federal Authorities have inquired into this matter and 
their investigations show that no Swiss enterprise manufactures or 
exports the equipment needed for an ammonia synthesis plant." 

(xix) Note verbale dated 4 May 1970 from the United Kingdom 

"The Permanent Representative of the United Kingdom... has the 
honour to acknowledge receipt of the Secretary-General's note of 
30 April concerning arrangements for the supply of ammonia in bulk to 
Southern Rhodesia." 

(xx) Note verbale dated 28 May 1970 from Zambia 

"The Permanent Representative of the Republic of Zambia to the 
United Nations is pleased to inform the Secretary-Gene,ral of t&e 
United Nations that the contents of the above-mentioned note Ldated 
30 April 1970, and the UK note dated 9 April 19727 have been brought 
to the attention of the appropriate authorities of the Government of 
Zambia." 

(102) Case No. 66 Amonia - "Cgrons": United Kingdom note dated 7 January 1970 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 123). 

2. For additional information received by the Committee since the submission 

of the third report, see (100) Case No. 48. 

-168- 



(103) Case No. 69 Ammonia - %ariotte": United Kingdom note dated 13 February 1970 

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

(S/g844/Add.2, annex VII, pages 123-124). 

2. For additional information received by the Committee since the submission of 

the third report, see (100) Case No. 48. 

(104) Case No. 101 Anhydrous ammonia: United States note dated 12 October 197'0 

1. By a note dated 12 October 1970, the United States Government reported the 

following information concerning shipments of US origin ammonia in May and July 1969: 

,"The United States Government wishes to call the attention of the 
Committee established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 523 (1968) 
to an action which it has recently taken with respect to a firm in 
LourenSo Marques, Mozambique. The firm, Armazens De Produtos Quimocos De 
Mocambique, Limitada, has been denied all United States export privileges for 
an indefinite period for having failed to account for the disposition of 
20,000 tons of United States origin ammonia which was exported in two 
shipments in I\lay and July of 1969. The Department of Commerce had requested 
information which would enable it to ascertain whether the ammonia might have 
been re-exported to Southern Rhodesia in violation of United States export 
control regulations. A copy of the Department of Commerce press release 
announcing the suspension is attached. 

"The Committee might wish to request that the Secretary-General inform 
the Governments of nations which'are producers or exporters of anhydrous 
ammonia of the United States action." 

United States Department of Commerce Press Release 
dated 17 September 1970 

"The firm Armazens De Produtos Quimicos De Mocambique, Limitada, of 
Louren9oMarques, PJozambique, a warehouser and. distributor of chemical 

products, has been denied all US, export privileges for an indefinite period 
for failing to account for the disposition of 20,000 tons of US-origin 
fertilizer grade ammonia, the US,Department of Commerce announced today. 

"The material valued in excess of $600,000 was exported to the firm in 
two shipments by a US supplier in :/lay and July 1969. 

"The Investigations Division of the Office of Export'Control in the 
Departmentvs Bureau of International Commerce (BIG) is conducting an 
investigation to ascertain the disposition of the material, particularly 
whether it was re-exported from Mozambique to Southern Iihodesia in violation 
of the US export control regulations. Since 1966 the United States, in 
support of a resolution of the UN Security Council, has had strict controls 
on the shipment of US-origin goods to Southern Rhodesia. 
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"Written interrogatories were submitted to the firm in Lourenco Marques 
enquiring as to the disposition of the material. The firm failed to furnish 
the information requested and the order was issued in accordance with BIG 
regulations. The order will remain in effect until the firm answers the 
interrogatories or shows good cause for such failure. 

"Under the terms of the order, all validated licenses in which the firm 
has an interest have been cancelled and the firm, its agents and employees are 
prohibited from participating in any transactions involving commodities or 
technical data exported or to be exported from the United States. 

"The United States export control regulations provide that without 
authorization from the Department of Commerce, no party may trade in 
commodities or technical data exported from the United States with a party he 
2%nows has been denied export privileges." 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 37th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

notes verbale dated 20 January 1971 to all States Members of the United IYations or 

members of the specialized agencies, statinq that the Committee had considered the 

United States note of 12 October 1970, and transmittin- a copy of that note for 

their information. Also, at the request of the Committee, the Secretary-General 

drew attention to the fact that the United States note followed an earlier note 
1/ from France dated 3 June 1970- which contained information to the effect that in 

recent'months "Gazoc6an" 9 a French gas transport company> had, amon,e other 

operations, loaded on ships owned or chartered by it, bulk anhydrous ammonia of 

United States, Portuguese, Australian and Iranian origin. 

3. Acknowledgements have been received frqm Canada (dated 26 January 1971), 

El Salvador (dated 10 February 1971) and the United Kingdom (dated 27 January 1971). 
21 In its acknowledgement, Canada recalled that, in a note of 6 July 1970- it was 

pointed out that Canada was not en exporter of bulk ammonia. 

(105) Case IJo. 113 Anhydrous ammonia - "Cypressii and "Isfonn": 
notdated 29 January 1971 

United Kingds 

1. By' a note dated 29 January 1971, the United Kin,gdom Government reported 

information concerning shipments of ammonia on the above vessels. The text of the 

note is reproduced below: 

IJ See (100) Case Do. 48. 

g/ See (101) Case WO. 52. 
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"Sn their notes of 24 September 1369,L/ 15 October 1969’,2/ 
10 November 1369,/ 7 January 1970&/ 13 February 1970,2/ FApril 1970,/ 
and 9 April 197O,T/ the Government of the United Kingdom gave information 
about the supply of anhydrous ammonia to Southern Rhodesia and about the 
companies involved. The Government of the United Kingdom have now 
received further information concerning two shipments of anhydrous ammonia 
believed to be destined for Southern Rhodesia. 

"The information is to the effect that the first of the shipments was 
by the J!Jorwegian motor tanker 'Cypress' which loaded approximately 10,000 tons 
of anhydrous ammonia at the Japanese port of Sakai from where the ship sailed 
on 9 November 1970, arriving at Lourenco Marques in early December. The 
second shipment was by the motor tanker vIsfonns :, also of Norwegian ownership, 
which loaded over 12,000 tons of anhydrous ammonia at Sakai from where the 
ship sailed on 6 December, arriving at Lourenco Marques on 26 December. 

"The information makes clear that the arrangements for both shipments 
were made by the South African firm National Process Industries (Piiy) Ltd., 
whose involvement with Sable Chemical Industries Ltd.. of Southern Rhodesia 
has been explained in the United Kingdom Governmentss previous notes referred 
to ,above. Having regard to the information in these previous notes, it is 
likely that the ammonia from both ships was delivered to Armazens de Productos 
Quimicos de Mozambique Lda. (APROCIL) (there are no other facilities in 
southern Africa for bulk handling of this type of cargo) and subsequently 
railed to Sable Chemical Industries. 

"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 PiTations to bring this information to the 
notice of the Governments of Japan and Norway, with a view to assisting them 
to investigate the supply and carriage of anhydrous ammonia which, on the 
information available to the United Kingdom Government, would appear to be 
destined ultimately for Southern Rhodesia.'? 

L/ See S/9&4/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 48, page 115, para. 1. 

2/ See S/9@+4/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 52, page 117, para. 1. 

3-1 See S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 52, page ~18. 

4-l See S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 66, page 123, para. 1. 

21 See S/98&/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 68,'page 123, para. 1. 

/ See S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, Case 48, page 1.16, para. 7. 

I/ See S/p844/Add.Z, Annex VII, Case 52, page 122, para. 7. 
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2. At the request of the Committee at its 41st meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 17 February 1971to Norway, transmitting the United 

Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. The representative of Japan in the 

Committee took note of the contents of the United Kingdom note. 

3. A reply has been received from Japan dated 24 February 1971 which states: 

"In accordance with the Export Trade Control Crdex, a ban is imposed cn 
export of all products destined for Southern Rhodesia, except for the items 
excluded from the ban by resolution 253 (1968) of the Security Council and it 
is evident that the shipments in question were not destined for 
Southern Rhodesia. 

10,000 metric tons of anhydrous ammonia were sold to Societe atAssurances 
Commexciales, S.A. of Switzerland with the destination for Mozambique and 
12,OOO'metric tons of anhydrous ammonia were sold to Adab. S.A. of 
Switzerland with the destination for the Republic of South Africa respectively 
on f.o.b. basis. Therefore, the ownership of those consignments; after their 
departure from the Japanese port, belonged to those Swiss companies." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its forty-third meeting, the Secretary- 

General sent a note verbale dated 22 March 1971to Switzerland, requesting the 

Swiss Government to ascertain whese the consignments had subsequently been shipped. 

H. MOTOR VEHICLES 

(106) case’ NO. 9. Motor vehicles: United States note dated 28 March 1.969 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 124-W'). 

2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission Of the 

third report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 9 July 1970 has been received from Japan to the Secretary- 

General's note verbale dated 18 March 1970, the substantive part of which reads 

as follows: 

'*The Government of Japan is continuing to investigate this matter 
but, as an interim measure, drew the attention of Isuzu Motors Ltd. to the 
i.... note of the Secretary-General and gave that firm directions: 

(1) to instruct its agents in South Africa to exercise severest 
surveillance so as to prevent any possible supply of motor vehicles and 
motor vehicle kits to Southern Rhodesia from South Africa, and 
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(2f to pay closest’attention to the export of the products of 
Isuzu Motors Ltd. which are suspected of being supplied to Southern Rhodesia. 

"Accepting these directions, Isuzu Motors Ltd. instructed its agents 
in South Africa along the lines indicated above and agreed to pay utmost 
attention to the export of its products." 

4. The following further information has been received from France 

(see S/g844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 137, para. 9) in a note verbale dated 

11 January 1971: 

"The Permanent Mission of France presents its compliments to the 
Secretariat of the United Nations and, with reference to the Mote from the 
United Kingdom Hission dated 10 April 1970 Lyee S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 
page 136, para. 8/ concerning the assembly of motor vehicles in Rhodesia, 
wo~uld draw attention to the textof its note of 11 December 1969 

Lonfirms 
see S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 131 (c)7, the content of which it 

. 

"The Permanent Mission would add that French automobile manufacturers 
not only require of their dealers in countries adjacent to Rhodesia an 
understanding not to re-export vehicles or parts thereof to that Territory, 
but also take the precaution of limiting sales to such countries. 

"As the French Government has no official representation in Rhodesia 
and maintains no unofficial agent of any kind there, it is unable to have 
any checks made locally, much less to verify whether more complete sets of 
parts than are consgined to South Africa are being dispatched to Rhodesia 
for the Citroen assembly plant. 

"The Permanent Mission would further point; out that French enterprises 
have no branches or agencies locally. 

"The French Government refuses to form any conclusion solely on the 
basis of newspaper cuttings since news items published in the press are 
unreliable in too many cases to be used as the exclusive basis for 
judging whether a certain industrial, commercial or tourist activity is 
going on in Rhodesia. 

"The French Government would also observe that, having been informed - 
of necessity belatedly - through statements by other countries which have 
apparently maintained sources of information at Salisbury, it had to make 
some rather lengthy enquiries of French automobile manufacturers, during 
which time the British Motor Corporation at Umtali, among others, was able to 
Use stocks built up previously with the help of intermediaries, not all Of 

whom are nationals of countries adjacent to Rhodesia. 

"The Permanent Mission of France notes that, in any event, Rhodesia 
does not appear to be experiencing any serious difficulty in satisfying 
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its requirements for utility vehicles, such as trucks and trailers, which 
are far more essential to its economy than private motor vehicles. 

"The Permanent Mission of France would again inform the Secretariat 
that the French Government continues to follow such matters closely and to 
take steps to ensure that all manufacturers ere aware that violations of 
the provisions of Decree No. 68-759 are subject to the penalties stipulated 
in the Customs Code." 

5. The following noteLdated 5 October 1970 has been received from the United 

States Mission: 

"The Government of the United States refers to its note submitted 
on Elarch 28, 1969 L/ drawing the attention of the Committee established 
in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) to reports that 
new automobiles of foreign manufacture were being assembled and sold in 
Southern Rhodesia. 

"A recent issue (volume 4, No. 18, September 1970) of Rhodesian CommentarK, 
a publication of the Rhodesian Information Office in Washington, states on 

---_ 

page 7 that kits for Renault and Alfa Romeo cars have arrived in Rhadesia. 
It further states that since the end of 1968, French, FRG and Japanese cars 
have at all times been assembled in Rhodesia from kits. A copy of the page 
in question is attached. 

"The United States Government suggests that the Committee may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General to request the Governments concerned to 
investigate these reports with a view to taking appropriate action should 
they be substantiated." 

Extract from Rhodesian Commentary, September 1970 -.--- 
referred to above --.--- 

""Kits for Renault .and Alfa Romeo cars have arrived in Rhodesia at 
a time when stocks of certain other models previously assembled were 
believed to be running low. This latest coup by the Government will bring 
sighs of relief from harassed potential car'buyers faced with second-hand 
car prices at times far 'above the new car price outside the country' says a I 
press report. 

"The news is generally hailed as yet another victory against sanctions. 
Some relief was given by tax changes in the Budget in July, but now the 
reasonably low-priced new cars are expected to reduce second-hand. prices 
even further. Since the end of 1968, French, German and Japanese cars 
have at all times been assembled in Rhodesia from kits."' 

--- 

i/ S/g844/Add.2, Annex VII., page 125. 
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6. The following note dated 23 October 1970 has also been received from the 

United Kingdom Mission: 

"In continuation of their notes of 8 August,g/ 20 August 3/ and 
6 October 1969 4-1 and 11 March 5/ and 10 April 1970 g/ about the supply of 
motor car assembly kits to Rhodesia, the Government of the United Kingdom 
wish to bring to the attention of the Committee further information which 
they consider warrants investigation. 

"The information is in the form of numerous detailed reports published 
in the preys of various countries concerning the assembly in,Rhodesia of 
Renault, Peugeot, Citroen, B.M.W. and Alfa-Romeo cars. Attached are 
articles which appeared in two Rhodesian newspapers, 'The Rhodesia Heralds 
of 21 July, which gives the changes in prices of certain models, and 
'The Sunday Mail' of 23 August, which concerns the assembly of the Renault R 10 
and the Alfa-Romeo 1750. Other reports appeared in such papers as 'Le Monde' 
of Paris (22 August), 'The Financial Times' of London (21 and 24 August) and 
other papers published in South Africa and Mozambique. These reports are 
to the effect that assembly~kits have been railed secretly to Rhodesia over 
the past six months and that the vehicles, reported to be sufficient for' 
a yearss sales, are being assembled by Willowvale l\lotor Industries (Pvt) Ltd. 
at their factory near Salisbury. 
has come from commercial sources. 

Confirmation of the assembly by this firm 

"This information is supported by a statement on 19 August in the 
Rhodesia House of Assembly made by the so-called Minister of Commerce and 
Industry, Mr. Jack Elusset, when he stated that supplies of a new small 
family car would be available to the public by the end of August. 

"It will be recalled that in their note‘of 10 April, the Government 
Of the United Kingdom indicated that Citroen vehicle kits intended for 
assembly in Rhodesia (although ostensibly consigned to South Africa) differ 
from kits to be assembled in South Africa in that certain components, 
such as upholstery, seats, carpets,, roof linings, etc. are included. Such 
components are manufactured locally in South Africa and are therefore not 
included in kits destined for assembly in the Republic of South Africa. A 
similar difference may be revealed by further investigation in the 
export of kits of the vehicles mentioned in paragraph 2. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
establishecj in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may 

- 
L/ s/98bh/.Add. 2,, annex VII, page 126. 

/, S/$%b/Add.2, annex .VII, page 128. 

2 S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 129. 

.g W9844lAdd.2 9 annex VII, page 134.' 

2.1 S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 136, para. 8. 
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wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
above information to the attention of the Governments of France, Italy 
and the Federal Republic of Germany 'with a View to assisting them in their 
further investigations into the supply of vehicle kits now being assembled 
in Rhodesia." 

7. The following information has been received from Italy in a note verbale 

dated 18 January 1971, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

'sFollowing an appropriate enquirY, the competent authorities in 
Italy have ascertained that no motor vehicle kit has been Supplied, directly 
or indirectly, by Alfa Romeo to Southern Rhodesia. 

"Alfa Romeo is present in nearly all African markets with Commercial 

agents. All the contracts between Alfa Romeo and its foreign agents 
contain a clause which forbids the agents to sell Alfa Romeo products, 
directly or indirectly, outside their own area. 

"Alfa Romeo has no factory nor any commercial agent in Southern 
Rhodesia. No foreign agents of Alfa Romeo are authorized to sell Alfa 
Romeo products in Southern Rhodesia." 

8. By a note dated 8 January 1971, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning the importation into Southern Rhodesia of fully assembled 

Toyota Corolla motor cars. The text of the note is reproduced below: 

"In their notes of 8 August 1969’ I./ 20 August 1969., 21 6 October 1949;: 
11 Xarch 1970, i/ 10 April 19709-/ ana 23 October 1970, g/ the Government 
of the United Kingdom drew the attention of the Committee to information 
concerning the supply of motor vehicles to Southern Rhodesia. They have 
now received further information on the same subject from commercial 
sources which they consider warrants investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that up to 800 fully assembled 
Toyota Corolla motor cars were imported into Southern Rhodesia during 
the months of September and dctober 1970. It .has also been reported that 
the selling Price of the Toyota Corolla was 15S5 Rhodesian dollars plus 
tax and that dealers had said the model was selling well, The Government 
of the United Kingdom consider that the information received is 
sufficiently reliable to justify the Committee set up in pursuance of 
Security Council resolution 253 (1968) asking the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations to bring th?s information to the attention of the 

s/ See S/g84$/Add.2, annex VII, page 126. 

2_/ See S/98Q/Add.2, annex VII, Fage 128. 
31 See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 129. 
&/ See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, page 134, para. 5. 
51 See S/98&/Add.2, annex VII, page 136, para. 8. 
/ See para. 6 above. 
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Japanese Government with a view to assisting them in their investigations into 
the reported supply to Southern Rhodesia of a large quantity of motor vehicles 
manufactured in Japan.!' 

99 The following information has been received from Japan in a note dated 

26 February 1971, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"In accordance with the Export Trade Control Order, a ban is imposed on the 
exportation of all products destined for Southern'Rhodesia, except for the 
items excluded from the ban by resolution 253 (1968) of the Security Council. 

AS a result of a searching investigation into the alleged importation into 
Southern Rhodesia of Japanese Motor cars, the Government of Japan has 
ascertained that Japanese exporters of automobiles, in accordance with the 

.existing regulations, have not supplied any nioto: cars or parts or parts thereof 
to Soulhern Rhodesia, although they are engaged in such export to the 
neighbouring countries of the territory. The Government has further 
ascertained that all contracts between the Japanese automobile exporters and 
their overseas distributors contain a strict territorial clause forbidding the 
distributors to sell outside their own areas. Furthermore, the Japanese 
automobile exporters frequently caution their distributors regarding the 
prohibition against re-exporting Japanese motor cars to Southern Rhodesia. 
Also, the Japanese automobile exporters, through their distributors, instruct 
overseas dealers in Japanese cars to make every effort to ensure that the end 
User will not be an inhabitant of Southern Rhodesia. 

It has been ascertained that the Toyota Auto Sales Co. Ltd. L) which engages in 
the exportation of Toyota cars to countries which are neighbours of 
Southern Rhodesia, strictly observes the practices mentioned above." 

[, CYCLE ACCESSORIES 

hi ) Case No. 88 Cycle accessories: United Kingdom note dated 13 August 1970 

t, BY a note dated 13 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

.nf0rmation concerning the supply to Rhodesia of cycle accessories. The text of 

;ke note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom has received information from 
Commercial sources about the supply to Rhodesia of cycle accessories which 
they believe to be sufficiently reliable'to justify investigation. 

"The information is in the form of an invoice issued by Mozambique 
Railways (C.F.M. - Caminhos de Ferro de Mocambique) and covering the 
consignment of twelve packages of cycle accessories, manufactured in 
Czechoslovakia, sent by rail from Beira in Mozambigue to Salisbury in 
Southern Rhodesia. The packages were forwarded to Theo Spinarolis Lda. 
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of Beira (who were the subject of the Government of the United Kingdom's 
note dated 5 September 1969 l/) to Crown Cycle Co., Pvt., Ltd. 9 
P.O. Box 1245, Sali,sbury, on-or about 26 December 1969. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) 
may wish to invite the United Nations Secretary-General to bring this 
information to the attention of the Government of Czechoslovakia with 
a view to assisting them to investigate how a supply of cycle accessories 
apparently manufactured in Czechoslovakia came to be delivered to a firm 
in Salisbury." 

2. At the request of the Committee following informal consultations the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 19 August 1970 to Czechoslovakia, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. At the Committee's request at its 38th meeting, the Secretary-General sent a 

note verbale dated 21 January 1971 to Czechoslovakia referring to his previous note 

verbale dated 19 August 1970 and seeking comments thereon as soon as possible. 

'J. TRACTOR KITS 

(108) Case Nd. 50 Tractor kits: UnitedbKingdom note dated 2 October 1969 -- 

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

(S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 137-139). 

2. Additional information received by the Committee since the submission of the 

third report is given below. 

3. A reply dated 26 August 1970 has been received from the Federal Republic Of 

Germany to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 1 April 1970, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Acting Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United Nations .-a has the honour to inform the Secretary-General that 
Klockner-Rumboldt-Deutz A.G., Cologne, have stated that they have not 
supplied tractors or tractor kits to Southern Rhodesia. They have neither 
met a representative of Univex of which they have no knowledge, nor concluded 
an agreement with that firm on the supply of Deutz tractors to Southern 
Rhodesia. At present, Klockner-Humboldt-Deutz are delivering tractors in 
c.b.u. and, to some extent, in c.k.d. form to East Africa, South West 
Africa and Mozambique. However, Klockner-Humboldt-Deutz are not aware 
of the final destination of these tractor kits nor are they in a position 
to control possible transshipment of their products to Southern Rhodesia," 

.-. -.. 

I/ See S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 139, Case 41, para. 1. 

-178- 



4. At the request of the Committee at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to the Federal Republic of Germany, 
I referring to its reply of 26 August 1970 to the Secretary-Generalvs note verbale 

dated 1 April 1970 (see S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 139, para. 5) and (1) pointing 
I out that in similar cases of tractor kits, motor vehicles, etc., most manufacturers 

required in their franchise arrangements with their distributors in southern 

African and East African territories that there should be no re-sale nor 
i 

trans -shipment to Southern Rhodesia, (2) asking if the Federal Republic of Germany 

Government could ascertain from the firm mentioned in its reply whether their 

franchise arrangements with their own distributors in those territories contained 

similar provisions which would prohibit any re-sale or trans-shipment to Southern 

Rhodesia of tractor kits and, in particular, if it could give information about 

the firm in question's arrangements with the firm mentioned in the United Kingdom 

note of 26 March 1970 (see S/g844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 138, para. 4) 

"Consorcio de Maquinas a Electridade Lda" of Lourenc;o Marques. 

5. An acknowledgement dated 8 February 1971 has been received from the 

Federal Republic of Germany stating that the contents of the above-mentioned 

Secretary-Generalvs note of 28 February 1971 have been brought to the attention 

Of the Federal Republic of Germany Government. 

6. Further information has been received from the Federal Republic of Germany 

Government dated 27 February 1971, the substantive part of,which reads as 

follows: 

"The German Federal Government has taken note of the Secretary-General's 
reference to the prohibition of re-sale or trans-shipment of tractor kits, 
motor vehicles etc. to Southern Rhodesia arranged for by meet manufacturers 
with their distributors in Southern and East African territories. 

"Recent information obtained by the German Federal Government from 
KlGckner--Humboldt-Deutz AC has confirmed the companyvs policy which has 
been to make similar arrangements with their distributors in Southern and 
Eastern African territories, including "Consorcio de Maquinas e Electricidade 
Lda" of Lourenso Marques? The passage contained in the Permanent 
Observer's note to the' Secretary-General of 26 August 1970 to the effect 
that "KlGckner-Humboldt-Deutz are not .0 e in a position to control possible 
trans-shipment of their products to So'uthern Rhodesia? should therefore 
be merely interpreted as the company's inability to exercise factual control 
over re-sale or trans-shipment of their products to Southern Rhodesia." 
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K. AIRCRAFT 

(109) Case No. 41 Aircraft spares: United Kingdom note dated 5 Septsber 1969 

There is no new information concerning this case in addition to that 

contained in the third rLport (S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, pages 139-141). 

(110) Case No. 67 Supply of aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: United Kingdom 
%te dated 21 January 1970 

See Annex II. 

L. DIESEL ELECTRIC LOCOMOTIVES 

(Ill.) Case MO. 111 Traction equipment for diesel electric locomotives: United 
Kingdom note dated 15 January 1971 

1. By a note dated 15 January 1971, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about efforts to obtain traction equipment for incorporation in diesel 

electric locomotives to be built for Rhodesia Railways. The text of the note is 

reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have received information from 
commercial sources about the efforts being made to obtain traction equipment 
for incorporation in diesel electric locomotives to be built for Rhodesia 
Railways. 

"The information is to the effect that Rhodesia Railways are endeavouring 
to ob,tain up to sixty new /diesel electric locomotives to supplement their 
existing stock and that they have approached the Union Carriage and Kaggon 
Co. (Pty) Ltd. of South Africa to undertake the manufacture. The locomotives 
would need to incorporate diesel-electric traction equipment obtained from 
elsewhere since it is not produced in South Africa. There is reason to think 
that approaches have been made for the supply of this machiner?,r to suppliers in 
other countries, particularly the United Kingdom, United States of America, 
the Federal Republic of Germany and France, and possibly others, 

"The Government of the United Kingdom have been informed by the' 
Government of the United States of America that they have refused Un\ited 
States firms permission to supply the traction equipment. Parallel action 
has been taken with British firms by the Government of the United Kingdom. 
The latter consider that the information is sufficiently reliable to warrant 
the Committee set up in pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) 
asking the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring this information 
to the attention of the Governments of the countries which are believed t0 
produce diesel-electric traction machinery, i.e. Austria, Belgium,, Canada, . 
France, Italy, Japan, Romania, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the USSR and the 
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Federal Republic of Germany, in order to assist them should any of their 
manufacturers or exporters of such machinery receive enquiries or orders 
from South Africa which might be made for the purposes referred to above. 
The Governments concerned might wish to bear in mind that the locomotives 
and their component parts are likely to be custom built to meet Rhodesia 
Railways' specific requirements, thus leaving manufacturers no grounds for 
claiming ignorance of the ultimate destination of equipment being sent 
to South Africa." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbale dated 25 January 1971 to Austria, Canada, 

the Federal Republic of Germany, Romania, Spain, Sweden and Switzerland, 

transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

The representatives of Belgium, France, Italy, Japan and the USSR in the 

Committee took note of the contents of the United Kingdom note. 

3. The following information has been received from &taly in a note verbale 

dated 26 January 1971: 

"The Permanent Representative of Italy to the United Nations .O. 
referring to the British memorandum of 15 January 1971 concerning attempts 
of the Rhodesia Railways to buy abroad diesel electric locomotives, 
circulated among members of the Committee .,.4 has the honour to assure him 
/Ehe Secretary-General7 that the Italian Government has brought the 
zove-mentioned memorandum to the attention of Italian manufacturers of 
locomotives and railway equipment." 

4, An acknowledgement dated 4 February 1971 has been received from the 

Federal Republic of Germany, stating that the Secretary-General's note of 

25 January 1971 has been brought to the attention of the Federal Republic of Germany 

Government. 

5. A reply dated 23 February 1971 has been received from Romania to the 

Secretary-General's note dated 25 January 19719 the substantive part of which 

reads as follows: 

"The Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania wishes to reaffirm 
once more its position in favour of the application in full, as a matter of 
urgency, of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial 
Countries and Peoples and its strong condemnation of the policy of 
colonialism and racial discrimination practised by the authorities in Southern 
Rhodesia and the Republic of South Africa. It supports the legitimate 
struggle of the people of Zimbabwe to win their freedom and independence. 
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"The Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania does not recognize 
the illegal racist rkgime of Southern Rhodesia and maintains no relations 
of any kind - diplomatic, consular, economic, trade or other - with the 
authorities at Salisbury. 

"The position of the Socialist Republic of Romania with regard to 
the question of Southern Rhodesia, manifested in non-recognition of the 
racist rggime of Ian Smith and in full respect for the provisons of all the 
resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Assembly and the Security 
Council on this question, has been maintained consistently through the years 
and has repeatedly been made.known to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations and, through him, to Member States, notably in the notes from the 
Permanent Mission addressed to the Secretary--General on 7 December 1965 
(S/7015 9 15 December 1965), 13 February 1967 (S/7744, 15 February 1967), 
27 August 1968 (S/8786/Add.l, 25 September 1968) and 22 Pebruary 1969 
(S/8786/Add.'7, 19 March 1969). 

"In the same spirit, on the occasion of the arbitrary act committed 
on 2 March 1970 by the Salisbury authorities, the Romanian Government 
made public a statement dated 12 March 1970 distributed as an official 
document of the Security Council (S/9705, 16 March 1970), which included 
the following paragraph: 

'The Socialist Republic of Romania consistently supports respect 
for the right of each people to decide its own destiny in accordance 

'with its interests and aspirations, and to choose freely its path of 
development, with no outside intervention, and considers that any act 
which ignores that right can have no legal effect. For this reason, 
the Romanian Government declares that it does not recognize the 
so-called "republic of Rhodesia".' 

"It would also be appropriate to recall the consistent position of the 
Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania with regard to the policy 
Cf colonialism and apartheid of the Government of the Republic of South 
Africa, which has likewise been repeatedly brought to the attention of the 
,Secretary-General of the United Nations and Member States. The Socialist 
Republic of Romania, as has likewise,been indicated in the past, maintains 
no relations of any kind, including trade relations, with the Republic of 
South Africa. 

"Faithful to this position and to the principles of its foreign policy, 
the Government of the Socialist Republic of Romania has taken all the 
necessary steps to ensure that all Romanian institutions having relations with 
foreign countries should respect without fail the resolutions adopted over the 
years by the United Nations General Assembly and the Security Council with 
regard to the illegal r&gime of Southern Rhodesia and the colonialist and 
racist policy of the Republic of South Africa, including Security Council 
resolution 253 (1968) of 29 May 1968, in which it was decided that certain 
sanctins should be applied against the Southern Rhodesian rggime." 
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M. BOOK-KEEPING AND ACCOUNTING MACHINES 

(112) 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 (S/9844/Add.2, Annex VII, page 143). 

N. SHIRTS 

(113) Case No. 93 Shirts: United Kingdom note dated 21 August 1970 

1. By a note dated 21 August 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information concerning shirts manufactured in Southern Rhodesia. The text of the 
note is reproduced below: 

?l?he Government of the United Kingdom have recently received information 
from commercial sources, which they consider to be sufficiently reliable 
to warrant further investigation. 

'IThe information is to the effect that shirts bearing the trade marks 
'Old Gold' which are manufactured by the Concorde Clothing (Pty) Ltd. of 

Salisbury, have been imported into the Democratic Republic of the Congo 
for the retail trade. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee *.. 
may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the 
above information to the attention of the Government of the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo in order to assist them in their investigations into 
this matter." 

2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 25 August 1970 to the Government of the 

Democratic Republic of the Congo, transmitting the United Kingdom note and 

requesting comments thereon. 

3. A reply dated 28 August 19'70 has been received from the Democratic Republic 

of the Congo (see (65) Case 92). 

4. At the request of the Committee at its 40th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971 to the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 

referring to its reply dated 28 August 1970 to the Secretary-General's notes 

verbale dated 25 August and 21 August 1970, concerning cigarettes and shirts 

respectively, expressing gratitude therefor. and enquiring as to whether any 

further information was available concerning the enquiry mentioned in paragraph 4 

of that reply. 



5. A reply dated 11 February 1971 has been received from the Democratic Republic 

of the Congo, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

“The Permanent Representative of the Democratic Republic of the Congo . . . . 
has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General’s note of 29 January,1971 
relating to the sale in the Democratic Republic of the Congo of cigarettes 
and shirts believed to be of Rhodesian manufacture, 

“The Permanent Representative ‘. . , wishes to inform the Secretary-General 
that he has just reapprised his Government of the above-mentioned cases and 
will not fail to keep him informed at the appropriate time of any further 
information which is received.)’ 
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ANNEX II 

Transactions conducted without the knowledge of reporting Governments 

Case 67. Supply of aircraft to Southern Rhodesia: United Kingdom note 
dated 21 January 1970 

1. By a note dated 21 January 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information to the effect that Air Rhodesia was seeking to acquire second-hand 

Viscount aircraft and that its activities to that end were likely to be directed 

particularly towards airlines owning Viscount aircraft which, as a result of 

re-equipment with more modern aircraft, had now become, or were likely to become, 

surplus to such airlines' requirements. It was likely that any transa&ioa would 

be arranged through third parties, probably based in a country in southern Africa, 

so that any sales would appear ostensibly as legitimate transactions to 

non-Rhodesian organizations. In griiex- to avoid a breach of sanctions, it was 

L.vLlsla.ered desirable that appropriate steps should be taken to ensure that adequate 

inquiries were made by any persons disposing of such aircraft in order to make sure 

that they would not ultimately be acquired by Air Rhodesia. 
2. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent notes verbales dated 9 February 1970 to Member States of the 

United Nations or members of the specialized agencies, transmitting the United 

Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 

3. The following replies have been received: 

Canada 
Colombia 
Congo (Democratic Republic of) 
Federal Republic of Germany 
France 

Hungary 
Malawi 
Mauritania 
Netherlands 
the Philippines 
Poland 

Of the above replies, those from Canada, Colombia, the Democratic Republic of the 

Congo, the Federal Republic of Germany, Hungary and Mauritania stated that the 

Secretary-General's note verbale had been or was being transmitted to their 

respective Governments. The reply dated 31 March 1970 from the Netherlands stated 

that no aircraft of the Viscount type were listed in the Netherlands aircraft 
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registration. Poland stated that it had no trade relations of any kind with 

Southern Rhodesia. The reply dated 14 April from Malawi stated that it Was not 

the intention of Air Malawi to dispose of any of their Viscounts in the immediate 

future. Should the planes be disposed of, the Government of Malawi had given an 

indication that they would not be sold to Southern Rhodesia. The Philippines 

stated in its reply dated 5 May 1970 that no Viscount aircraft had been registered 

in the Philippines in the previous five years, and that the Philippine authorities 

would take the note from the United Kingdom into 'consideration whenever any sale 

of such aircraft was made in the future. 

4. In a note verbale dated 30 April, France stated that all sales of aircraft in 

France had to be authorized by the "Cornit inter-minist&iel d'gtudes et 

d'exportations de mat6riel" which excluded all direct sales to Southern Rhodesia. 

In addition, sales were generally subject to a clause prohibiting re-exportation, 

a clause which was mandatory in the case of sales to southern Africa. 

5. BY a note dated 23 July 1970, the United Kingdom Government reported further 

information Concerning the acquisition by Air Rhodesia of second-hand Viscount 

aircraft. The text of the note is reproduced below: 

?l!he Government_of the United Kingdom in continuation of their note 
of 21 January 1970 /see S/9844/Add.2, annex VII 9 page 141/ and the 
Secretary-General'scommunication of 9 February based thgreon, wish to bring 
to the attention of the Committee information about Air Rhodesia seeking to 
acquire second-hand Viscount aircraft, which they have received and which 
they believe to be sufficiently reliable to warrant investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that Middle East Airlines recently 
disposed of a Viscount aircraft registered in the Lebanon as number OD-ADD 
and that this aircraft has now been registered in Southern Rhodesia by 
Air Rhodesia under the number VP YTE. 

"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 Lebanese Government in order to assist 
them to investigate the alleged disposal by Middle East Airlines of an 
aircraft which, according to the above information, has subsequently been 
acquired by Air Rhodesia.i' 

6. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 
Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 29 July 1970 to the Lebanon, transmitting 
the United Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon. 
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7. At the request of the Committe,e at its 38th meeting, an automatic reminder 

was sent to the Lebanon on 3 February 1971. 

0. A reply dated 9 February 1971 has been received from the Lebanon, the 

substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Lebanon to the United Nations... has 
the honour to bring to his /the Secretary-General'%7 attention the - 
following: 

"1 * Following receipt of the Secretary-General's note verbale dated 
29 July 1970, the Lebanese Government undertook an investigation concerning 
the possibility of a breach of sanctions in the supply of aircraft to 
Southern Rhodesia, 

"2 g The 'Middle East Airlines Air Liban SAL' informed the Lebanese 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs that on 14 April 1970 it contracted for the 
sale of a commercial plane of the type VISCOUNT, registered in the records 
of the Lebanese Civil Aviation under the serial number OD-ADD, to 
Mr. Mervyn Edward Eyett, an aircraft agent, whose headquarters are located 
in Lourenqo Marques, Mozambique. 

'!3 . Middle East Airlines Air Liban also informed the Ministry that the 
agreement signed with Mr. Eyett specified that the delivery of the plane 
was to take place in Nampula in Mozambique, and that it did take place in 
that city on 22 April 1970. 

"4. Middle East Airlines Air Liban SAL stated that the first time it 
learned that the plane had 'subsequently been acquired by Air Rhodesia' 
was when it received the enquiry from the Ministry for Foreign Affairs. 
It also stated that it had no knowledge whatsoever of the intentions and 
motives of the purchaser. 

“5 . Middle East Airlines Air Liban SAL also stated that it contracted for 
the sale of the aircraft in good faith, and that it had nothing to conceal 
about this commercial deal. It has requested and obtained from'the Countries 
lying on the route of delivery (Saudi Arabia, South Yemen, Somalia and 
Kenya) the necessary permits for overflight and landing, 

“6. Furthermore, Middle East Airlines Air Liban SAL stated that it has 
always complied with the recommendations of the League of Arab States and 
of the United Nations, and that had it suspected that the plane would 
ultimately reach Southern Rhodesia, it would have refrained from 
consummating the sale to Mr. Eyett. 

"The Lebanese 'Government, by imparting this information to the Secretary- 
General, wishes to assure him that Lebanon reiterates its already declared 
position to abide by Security Council resolution'253 (1968), particularly 
regarding its obligation to apply economic sanctions against Southern 
Rhodesia. This obligation applies to both the public and private 
sectors,without distinction." 
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GRAPHITE 

Case 38 - "Kaapland": IJnited Kingdom note dated 27 August 1969. 
Case 43 - "Tanga": United Kingdom note dated 18 September 1969. 
Case 62 - "Transvaal", "Kaapland", "Stellenbosch'and "Swellendam": 

United Kingdom note dated 22 December 1969. 

1. By a note dated 27 August ig6g, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about a consignment of graphite loaded on the vessel "Kaap1and". The 

text of the note is reproduced below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom wish to draw to the attention of 
the Committee the following information about a possible evasion of sandions 
in the export of Rhodesian graphite which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to merit further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of approximately 
3,000 bags of graphite was recently loaded at Beira on the South African 
vessel 'Kaapland': that the graphite was produced in Rhodesia by a company 
known as Rhodesian German Graphite Ltd. and that the graphite is consiged to 
Graphitwerk Kropfmuehl A.G., Munich. 

"The 'Kaapland', which is owned by South African Liners Ltd., sailed from 
Beira on 21 July and is expected to arrive in Hamburg on about 9 September. 

"The United Kingdom Government suggest that the Committee may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above information 
to the notice of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany with a 
view to assisting them to ensure that the origin of any graphite which may be 
unloaded from the 'Kaapland' at ports in their territory during the course of 
its present voyage is carefully investigated. 

"The Committee may further wish to ask the Secretary-General to notify 
the Government of the Republic of South Africa of the above report to enable 
them to make suitable enquiries regarding the carriage aboard a South African 
ship of graphite which according to the information mentioned above is of 
Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee at its twenty-first meeting, the SeCretarY- 

General sent notes verbale dated 8 September 1969 to the Federal Republic of 

Germany and South Africa, transmitting the United Kingdom note and requesting 

comments thereon (for reply of FRG, see para. 7 below). 

3. By a note dated 18 September 1969, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about a consignment of graphite loaded on the vessel 'Tanga'. The text 
of t',e note is reproduced below: 
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"The Government of the United Kingdom, in continuation of their note of 
27 August 1969, wish to bring to the attention of the Committee the following 
information about a further exportation of Rhodesian graphite which they 
consider to be sufficiently reliable to merit further investigation. 

"The information is to the effect that a consignment of 3,000 bags of 
graphite was recently loaded at Beira on the FRG vessel 'Tanga': that the 
graphite was produced in Rhodesia by a company known as Rhodesian German 
Graphite Ltd. and that the graphite is consigned to Graphitwerk 
Kropfmuehl A.G., Munich. 

"The fTangat, which is owned by DAL Deutsche-Afrika Linien G.M.B.H. and 
CO.) Hamburg, sailed from Beira on 10 August and is expected to arrive in 
Ramburg on 19 September. 

"The TJnited Kingdom Government suggest that the Committee may wish to 
ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above information 
to the notice of the Government of the FRG with a view to assisting them to 
ensure that the origin of any graphite which may be unloaded from the 'Tangas 
at ports in their territory durin g the course of its present voyage.is 
carefully investigated; and to enable them to make suitable enquiries regarding 
the carriage aboard an FRG vessel of graphite which, according to the 
information above , *is'of Rhodesian origin." 

4. At the request of the Committee at its twenty-second meeting, the Secretary- 

General sent a note verbale dated 30 September to the FRG, transmitting the United 

Kingdom note and requesting comments thereon (for reply of FRG, see para. 7 below). 

51 By a note dated 22 December 1969, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about four consignments of graphite loaded on the vessels "Transvaal", 

"Ktiapland", "Stellenbosch" and "Swellendam". The text of the note is reproduced 

below: 

"The Government of the United Kingdom in continuation of their Notes of 
27 August and 18 September 1969 wish to bring to the attention of the 
Committee the following information, which they consider to be sufficiently 
reliable to justify further investigation, concerning possible evasions of 
sanctions in the export of graphite suspected to be of Rhodesian origin. 

"The information is to the effect that four consignments of graphite, 
probably totalling some 1,000 tons, destined for Graphitwerke Kropfmuehl, 
A.G., Munich, were shipped from Lourenco Marques on the m.v. 'Transvaal' on 
30 October; on the m.v. 'Kaapland' on 8 November; on the m.v. 'Stellenbosch' 
on 23 November, and on the m.v. sSwellendam' on 2'December. 
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"The only countries in southern Africa which produce and export graphite 
are South Africa and Rhodesia. South African exports of graphite are 
negligible, amounting to only 8 tons in 1968 and 20 tons in the first six 
months of 1969. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggests therefore that the 
Committee may wish to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to 
bring this information to the notice of the 'Government of the Fede-.-al Republic 
of Germany, with a view to assisting them in their investigations into the 
origin of any graphite from the vessels named in paragraph 2 above which may 
be unloaded at ports in their territory. If it should be claimed the graphite 
is not of Rhodesian origin, the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany 
will no doubt bear in mind the suggestions relating to documentary proof of 
origin contained in the Secretary-General's Note PC 230 SORR (1-2-l) of 
18 September 1969. This could take the form of the relevant invoices, and rail 
notes covering the despatch of the consignments to Lourenqo Marques,, together 
with certificates from the producers of the graphite in question." 

6. At the request of the Committee, following informal consultations, the 

Secretary-General sent a note verbale dated 5 January 1970 to the Federal Republic 

of Germally, transmitting the United Kingdom note of 22 December and requesting 

comments thereon. 

7. A reply dated 16 January 1970 has been received from the Federal Republic of 

Germanyl/, the substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has successfully 
endeavoured to implement United Nations sanctions against Southern Rhodesia 
and has taken all necessary legislative measures. It has scrupulously 
investigated all alleged violations brought to its attention by the Committee 
9 . . or by the Fzitish Government and has not Tailed to take the appropriate 
measures in cases of confirmed violations, 

"Consequently trade between the Federal Republic of Germany and Southern 
Rhodesia has declined to less than 10% of its former volume and is now almost 
exclusively confined to commodities which are not included in the sanctions 
provisions, or are covered bgr so-called 'old contracts'. All but one of 
these contracts - this one covering the importation of Southern Rhodesian 
graphite - ha.ve expired, Investigations of the Government of the Federal 
Republic of Germany have established that the alleged shipments of Southern 
Rhodesian graphite to the Federal Republic of .Germany on the vessels 
mentioned in the Secretary-General's ,notes are covered by this last pending 
contract. 

- . - . . . - - e  

L.1 
This reply also refers to Cases 38 and 43. 
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"In this connection, however, the Government'of the Federal Republic af 
Germany wishes to make the,following observations: The above-mentioned 
contract had been concluded in 1964 and provided for long-term imports 0% raw 
graphite from a Southern Rhodesian graphite mine. The importing company is 
the only one operating a graphite mine in Germany. This company has made 
increasing efforts to substitute raw graphite from the USSR, Czechoslovakia, 
the People's Republic of China, Madagascar and Norway, in place of graphite 
from Southern Rhodesia. It has not been possible, however, to eliminate 
Southern Rhodesian sources completely. The imported crystalline raw graphites 
must be similar to the graphite mined by the German company because they have 
to be reworked and refined structurally. The company depends on the imports 
mentioned above as only this Southern Rhodesian mhterial which is not found 
in any other country can be mixed with the German graphite. 

"The Federal Government will continue its efforts to help the .importing 
company reduce or even discontinue imports from Southern Rhodesia. The 
significance of this case, however, is negligible if compared with the positive 
general result which efforts of the Government of the Federal Republic of 
Germany to implement UN sanctions have had so far." 

a. At the request of the Committee at its twenty--seventh meeting, the Secretary- 

General sent a note ,verbale dated 29 April 1.970 to the Government of the Federal 

Republic of Germany, referring to its reply dated 16 January and, in connexion 

with the fourth paragraph thereof, requesting confirmation that the Government of 

the Federal Republic intended to comply fully with the provisions of 

resolution 253 (1968). 

9. A reply dated 16 September 1970 has been received from the Federal Republic of 

Germany to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 29 April 1970, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"AS already stated on a previous occasion, the FXG-Rhodesian graphite 
mining company 'Rho-German Graphite (Pvt) Ltd. in Salisbury was established 
in May 1965, that is six months before the Rhodesian declaration of 
independence. At the time, the participation of Kropfmuhl A.G. was 
welcomed by the Federal Government, 

"One inseparable part of the establishing contract is a contract of sale 
under which Kropfmuhl are obliged to accept the total production of the new 
company, which is approximately 5,000 tons a year. The product mined in 
Rhodesia is crystalline natural graphite which is obtainable in only a few 
countries in quantities sufficient for purposes of large-scale industry, 
which means that world supplies are limited. Although Kropfmuhl are lOOking 
for other sources, their negotiations have shown that it is at present not 
possible, nor will it be possible for the foreseeable future, to obtain the 
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necessary quantities elsewhere. There are already signs of a bottleneck on 
the world market, so it is not without good reason that in the United States 
a stockpile of some 30,000 tons of natural graphite is prescribed by law on 
strategic grounds. A further point is that Kropfmuhl cannot mix their own 
product with any other kinds of graphite - insofar as they are at all 
available - on account of their different qualities, especially with regard to 
flake structure, grain size, softness and ash composition. Nor can amorphous 
graphite be substituted for crystalline graphite, both for technical reasons 
and because they are used for different purposes. 

"Kropfmuhl are one of the worldss largest producers of natural graphite; 
hence, as previously explained, any embargo on their imports of Rhodesian 
graphite would not only lead to the closure of the Federal Republic's only 
graphite mine 'but would also have world-wide repercussions. 

"The Federal Ministry of Economics will continue to carefully watch the 
import of Rhodesian graphite in the light of the resolution adopted by the 
Security Council in 1968.ty 

10. At the request of the Committee at its thirty-ninth meeting, the Secretary- 

General sent a note verbale dated 28 January 1971 to the Federal Republic of 

Germany, referring to its reply of 16 September 1970 and informing that Government 

that the Committee would be making a further report to the Security Council in 

the near future and would have to include in that report the contents of the 

above-mentioned reply which indicated that, for the reasons stated, import of the 
graphite in question had been permitted. The Committee wished the FRG Government 

to have the opportunity to make any comments it might wish on the matter and to 

send any such comments to the Secretary-General within three weeks for transmittal. 

to the Committee. 

11. A note verbale dated 8 February 1971 has been received from the Federal 

Republic of Germany, stating that the contents of the Secretary-General's above 

note dated 28 January 1971 have been brought to the attention of the FRG Government, 

12. Further information concerning the matter has been received from the Federal 

Republic of Germany in a note dated 24 February 1971, the substantive part of which 

reads as follows: 

II 
. . . with reference to the Secretary-General's note dated 28 January 1971, 

Case 62,... the 'Permanent Observer of the Federal Republic of Germany to the 
United Nations has the honour to reply as follows: 
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“1. Since the immediate and total discontinuation of imports of natural 
graphite from Southern Rhodesia would endanger the existence of Kropfmchl 
A.G. and result in the closing down of the Federal Republic of Germanv's 
only graphite mine, ICropfm?ihl A.G. have been continuing their efforts to 
reduce graphite imports from Southern Rhodesia. Despite increasing 
difficulties to obtain natural graphite from other sources they have to 
a certain degree succeeded in buying such graphite from other countries. 
Though considerable increase in the company's production costs will result, 
imports from Southern Rhodesia in 1972 will most likely decrease by about 
20 per cent. 

2. In assessing the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany's 
stand on the question of graphite imports, the Committee established in 
pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1968) is again urgently 
requested to take into account the general results which the efforts of 
the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany in implementing the 
United Nations sanctions against Southern Rhodesia have had so far. As 
the following statistical data demonstrate trade between the Federal 
Republic of Germany and Southern Rhodesia has practically come to an end: 

1965 
1366 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 

Imports 
from 

Southern Rhodesia 
{in $us) --~ 

37.9 million 
32.y6 u 
~7.25 ri 
14.36 I7 
1.18 ii 
0.6 Ii 

Exports 
to 

Southern Rhodesia 
_- (in $US) 

12.17 million 
ii 12.39 p, 

13.5 
14.22 il 
1.43 sv 
1.24 il 

Whereas imports shown,in the statistics mainly consist'of natural 
graphite, exports comprise commodities not covered by sanctions, such as 
pharmaceutical products. 

3. The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany considers the 
significance of the Kropfmiihl case, compared to the general results of 
German implementation of the United 3ations sanctions9 to be negligible. It 
will, however, continue its efforts to eliminate even this last remaining 
element of trade between the Federal Republic of Germany and Southern Rhodesia. 

Case 42. Meat - 'sPolana" 

1. Ey a note dated 17 September 1969, the United Kingdom Government reported 

information about a consignment of meat on the above vessel. The text of the note 

is reproduced below: 

-195- 



fl~le Government of the United Kingdom have received information from 
commercial sources that a consignment of Rhodesian meat is being carried 
from southern Africa to Europe aboard the Vessel 'Polana'. 

"The 'Polana', which is owned by DAL Deutsche Afrika-Linien G.M.B.H. and 
co., Hamburg, is scheduled to call at Leghorn about 17 September and thereafter 
at Genoa, Marseilles, Antwerp, Rotterdam, Bremen and Hamburg. 

"The Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Committee 
established in pursuance Jf Security Council resolution 253 (1968) may wish 
to ask the Secretary-General of the United Nations to bring the above 
information to the notice of the Governments of Italy, France, Belgium, the 
Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany,, with a View to assisting 
them to ensure that the origin of any meat which may be unloaded from the 
'Polana' at ports in their territories is carefully investigated: and, in 
the case'of the FRG, so that they can make suit,able enquiries about the 
carriage in a vessel of the FRG of meat which, according to the information 
mentioned above, is of Rhodesian origin." 

2. At the request of the Committee at its 22nd meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 30 September I.969 to Belgium, the.Federal Republic of 

Germany, Italy and the Netherlands, transmitting the United,Kingdom note and 

requesting comments thereon. 

3. Replies have been received from the Federal Republic of Germany and the 

Netherlands as follows: 

(a) FRG in a note dated 26 November 1969 stated that, according to 

investigations made by the customs authorities, no meat was unloaded from the vessel 

in question during its calls at Bremen and Hamburg. Furthermore, the owners of 

the 'Vessel, Deutsche Afrika-Linien GmbH. and Co., Hamburg, pointed out that their 

agencies had strict orders not to accept any cargo originating in Southern Rhodesia; 

(b) Netherlands in a note dated 18 November 1969 stated that the vessel had -___ 
berthed at Rotterdam on 6 October. An inquiry by the Netherlands authorities had 

proved that the vessel did not carry meat on its arrival, 

4, The following infOrmati’On was also received from France in a note verbale 
dated 9 March 1970: the vessel belonging to the FRG Company, DAL Deutsche 

Afrika-Linien G.M.B.H. (Hamburg) called at Marseilles on Saturday, 20 September 1969. 

It Was carrying no goods destined for France. It unshipped in transit by sealed 
wagons to Switzerland 50 tons of frozen tongue and beef liver. 
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5 a- At the request of the Committee at its 25th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent notes verbale dated 3l December 1969 to Belgium and Italy, requesting a reply 

to his previous note verbale dated 30 September. 

6. Replies from Italy dated 5 and 12 January 1970 stated that no consignment of 

meat by the vessel in question had been made at either Leghorn or Genoa. 

7. At the request of the Committee at its 27th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 April 1970 to Switzerland, transmitting the information 

received from France (See para. 4 above) and requesting any further information 

which the Swiss Government might have concerning this shipment. 

8. A reply dated 2 June 1970 has been received from Switzerland to the 

Secretary-General's note verbale of 29 April 1970, the substantive part of which 

reads as follows: 

"The cargo in question, namely 48.6 gross tons of beef tongue and liver 
was in fact imported into Switzerland. It was part of the limited trade 
explained in the note which the Permanent Observer addressed to the 
Secretary-General on 13 February 1967 LFee para. 9 beloK7. This merchandise, 
is of Rhodesian origin according to the bills of lading submitted to the 
Swiss customs authorities." 

9. The text of the Swiss note dated 13 February 1967, referred to above, is 

reproducedbelow/% may also be found in document s/7781, Security Council O.R. - 
22rtd year, Suppl. for January to March 1967, pages 117-118-T: 

1/ 2/ "In his notes of 17 December 1966- and 13 January lP67-, the 
Secretary-General invited Switzerland to conform with the selective and 
mandatory economic sanctions taken against Rhodesia and to supply information 
on the measures taken to supplement resolution 232 (1966) adopted by the 
Security Council on 16 December 1966, which is specifically addressed to all 
States. Resolution 217 (1965) of 20 November 1965, which merely recommended 
economic measures, is thus strengthened, since the mandatory sanctions 
provided for in Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter are applied for 
the first time. 

"The Federal Council has considered the problems which this poses for 
our country, It has concluded that, for reasons of principle, Switzerland, 
as a neutral State, cannot submit to the mandatory sanctions of the United 
Nations. The Federal Council will, however, see to it that Rhodesian trade 

3! See s/7781, Security Council 0,R. 22nd year, Suppl, for Jan. to Mar. 1967, 
section II, page 75, para.5. 

2/ Ibid., section II, para.6, page 76. 
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is given no opportunity to avoid the United Hations sanctions Policy through 
Swigs territory. It is for that reason that it decided, as early as 
17 December 1965, independently and without recognizing any legal obligations 
to do so, to make imports from Rhodesia.subject to mandatory authorization 
and to take the necessary measures to prevent any increase in Swiss imports 
from that territory, 

"During the preceding years, those imports represented only 1 per cent 
of total Rhodesian exports, while Swiss exports amounted to only 0.7 per cent 
of Rhodesian imports. These figures show that as far as the United Nations 
sanctions policy against Rhodesia is concerned, the traditional trade 
relations between Switzerland and Rhodesia are of little importance, being 
insignificant as far as that Territory“~ economy is concerned. 

"However, as a result of the new measures taken by the United Nations, 
the Federal Council has decided to restrict imports from Rhodesia even further, 
limiting them to a level not exceeding the average of the last three years. 
The import restrictions are thus strengthened. Any possibility of increasing 
these imports is excluded and the United Nations sanctions policy cannot 
be contravened. 

"In addition, the ban on exports of war material imposed at the end 
of 1965 is being maintained. Similarly, the National Bank continues to 
block funds deposited with it by the Rhodesian Reserve Bank. 

"Furthermore, it should be noted that with regard to the soods placed 
under embargo by the Security Council, Switzerland possesses no oil and 
consequently does not export oil or oil products to Rhodesia, either 
directly or indirectly. Moreover, it does not export to that Territory 
lorries, aircraft or spare parts for their maintenance." 

10. At the Committee's re,quest at its 39th meeting, the Secretary-General sent 

a note verbale dated 28 January l$J'i'lto Switzerland, referring to its reply dated 

2 June 1970 to the Secretary-General's note verbale of 29 April 1970 and enquirina 
as to whether copies of the bills of lading mentioned in that reply, together 
with any other relevant documentation, could be forwarded for transmittal to the 

Federal Republic of Germany and for the information of the Committee. It was 

pointed out that this documentation wculd also be useful in assisting other 

Governments in preventing future attempted violations. The Committee also 

requested the Secretary-General to inform Switzerland that it would be making 

a further report to the Security Council in the near future and would have to 
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include in that rePor* the contents of its above-mentioned reply dated 2 June 1970. 

The Committee wished the Government of Switzerland to have the opportunity to make 

any comments it might wish on the matter, and to send any such comments to the 
Secretary-General within three weeks for transmittal to the Committee. 

11. A reply dated 22 February 1971 has been received from Switzerland to the 
Secretary-Generalss note verbale dated 28 January 1971 (see para. lo), the 

substantive part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Observer of Switzerland to the United Nations... 
has the honour to refer to the communication of 28 January 1971 in which 
the Secretary-General reverts to the case of a shipment of meat of Rhodesian 
origin bound for Switzerland on board the vessel 'Polana', which was the 
subject of an earlier exchange of notes dated 29 April and 2 June 1970, 

"In reply to the request for additional information made by the 
Secretary-General in his latest note, dated 28 January 1971 V the.Permanent 
Observer, while emphasizing the insignificance of the case in question,,. 
wishes to reaffirm Switzerland's position of principle as stated in the 
Declaration of the Federal Council, the texq of which xas transmitted to 
the Secretary-General on 13 February 1967,/-see para. 9/: 

'The Federal Council has concluded that, for reasons of principle, 
Switzerland, as a neutral State, cannot submit to the mandatory 
sanctions of the United Nations. The Federal Council will, however, 
see to it that Rhodesian trade is given no opportunity to avoid the 
United Rations sanctions policy through Swiss territory. It is for 
that reason that it decided, as early as 17 December 1965, independently 
and without recognizing any legal obligation to do so, to make imports 
from Rhodesia subject to mandatory authorization and to take the 
necessary measures to prevent any increase in Swiss imports from 
that territory. 

'During the preceding years, those imports represented only 
1 per cent of total Rhodesian exports, while Swiss exports amounted 
to only 0.7 per cent of Rhodesian imports. These figures show that 
as far as the United Nations sanctions policy against Rhodesia is 
concerned, the traditional trade relations between Switzerland and 
Rhodesia are of little importance, being insignificant as far as that _ 
Territory's economy is concerned. 

'However, as a result of the new measures taken by the United 
Nations, the Federal Council has decided to restrict imports from 
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Rhodesia even further, limiting them to a level not exceeding the 
average of the last three years. The import restrictions are thus 
strengthened. Any possibility of increasing these imports is excluded 
and the United Nations sanctions policy cannot be contravened. 

'In addition, the ban on exports of war material imposed at the 
end of 1965 is being maintained. Similarly, the National Bank 
continues to block funds deposited with it by the Rhodesian Reserve 
Bank. I" 

12. Subsequent to the statement concerning this case made by the representative 

of Belgium at the Committeeqs 42nd meeting on 24 February 1971, further information 

has been received from the Permanent Representative of Belgium to the United 

rjations in a note dated 26 February 1971, the substantive part of which reads 

as follows: 

"With regard to Case No. 42 (meat - 'Polana'), which is referred to 
in document S/9844/Add.2, my authorities felt it unnecessary to reply 
to your notes verbale of 30 September and 31December 1969, I--/ in view 
of the fact that in the meantime the reply of France, dated 9 March 1970, 
made it clear that the cargo of that vessel was discharged at Marseilles." 

13. In a statement concerning this case made at the Committee's 43rd meeting 

on 18 March 1971 the representative of France wished it to be clearly put on 

record in the Committee's report that the cargo in question had been unloaded 

at Marseilles merely in order to be transported elsewhere. 

Case No. 75 Supply of wheat by Australia 

1. At the request of the Committee at its 29th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent the following note verbale dated 14 May 1970 to the Permane,,t Representative 

of Australia: 

&/ See S/9844/Add.2, annex VII para. 2, page 103 and para. 5, aage 104. 
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"The Secretary-General of the United Nations presents his complimenCs 
to the Permanent Representative of Australia to the United Nations and, at 
the request of the Committee established in pursuance of Security Council 
resolution 253 (X968), has the honour,to refer to press reports concerning 
the sale of Australian wheat to Southern Rhodesia. 

"At its 29th meeting held on 8 May l'970, the Committee, having regard 
to the provisions of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), decided to 
ask the Secretary-General to request His ExcellencyPs Government for 
information concerning the reported supply of wheat to Southern Rhodesia, 
including terms of sale and quantities involved. 

"The Secretary-General would appreciate receiving the comments of 
His Excel.lencyss Government concerning this'niatter as soon as possible.'F 

2. A reply dated 10 July 1970 has been received from Australia, the substantive 

part of which reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Australia has the honour to inform 
the Secretary-General that exports of tieat from Australia to Rhodesia 
under the provisions of paragraphs 3 (d) of resolution 253 (1968) are set 
out below: 

Quantities Value 
(Long'tons) (Dollars '000) 

w&‘/66 61,597 3,246 
1966/67 52,782 2,990 
1967/68 78,958 4,225 

sW69 76,715 1969/w 56,118 ; y;94; , 

"(Note: Increase in exports in 1967/68 and 1968/69 due to drought 
conditions in southern Africa..) 

"All the quantities listed above have been sold on normal commercial terms." 

3. At the request of the Committee at its 110th meeting, the Secretary-General 

sent a note verbale dated 29 January 1971to Australia, referring to its above 

reply of 10 July 1970 and informing the Permanent Representative that the 

Coramittee would shortly be making a further report to the Security Council on 

thismatter and would have to include' in that report the above-mentioned reply. 

Before doing so, the Committee wished the Secretary-General to enquire as to 

whether the Australian Government had any further observations to make on the 

supply of wheat to Southern Rhodesia, particularly with respect to the 

applicability of paragraph 3 (d) of resolution 253 (1968). 
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4. At the 41st meeting of the Committee, the representative of the United 

Kingdom reported the following information concerning Rhodesian wheat imports: 

5. 

i'There are no separate figures for Southern Rhodesian imports Of wheat 
during the years 1953-1963. However, according to what information there 
is available during that perio,d, Australia and the United States regularly 
exported wheat to the Federation at a rate of about 80,000 to 100,000 tons 
a year. In each of the calendar years 1964 and 1965, imports by Southern 
Rhodesia from Australia amounted to about 65,000 tons, a further 10,000 
tons coming from the United States. The annual rate of imports from 
Australia has maintained about the same average since then, as the 
Australian note of 10 July 1970 reveals., Americati supplies have ceased. 

"Consumption of wheat in Rhodesia is estimated to amount to 

approximately 90,000 tons a year. The urban African population (700,000) 
according to an official survey of some 12 years ago have a per capita 
wheat consumption of 150 pounds per year - a total of some 50,000 tons. 
The 25O,OOO Europeans, assuming a per capita consumption of 145 pounds 
per head (this figure is based on consumption in the UK) would account 
for roughly 16,000 tons a year. The rural African population (4,250,000), 
consuming an estimated lo-12 pounds per head per year would absorb the 
remaining 24,000 tons. 

"Most if not all the wheat not imported from Australia is now 
produced in Rhodesia and it is estimated that in five years! time, 
domestic production should b e enough to meet Rhodesian needs." 

A replYidated 19 February 1971 has been received from Australia to the 
,I 

Secretary-General's note of 29 January.1971, the substantive part of which 

reads as follows: 

"The Permanent Representative of Australia to the United Nations... 
has the honour to refer to the Secretary-General's note, Case 75, of 
29 January 1971, conveying an invitation from the Committee... to the 
Government of Australia to make further observations on the supply of wheat 
to Southern Rhodesia' 3 particularly with respect to the applicability of 
paragraph 3 (d) of Security Council,resolution 253 (1968). 

'iThe Permanent Representative of Australia has the honour to inform 
the Secretary--General of the United Nations that it is the Australian 
Government's view that the application of sanctions was never intended 
to deprive the Rhodesian population 
'are black Rhodesians 

- of whom the overwhelming majority 
- of basic foodstuffs. 

"Wheat' is an important part of the diet of the majority of the black 
population of Rhodesia and it is no part of the Australian Government's 
policy to inflict hardship on the indigenous population through its 
application of sanctions against the illegal Smith r6gime. 

"Australia supports the application of sanctions against Rhodesia. It . . . . nas permitted the export of wheat to that country on humanitarian grounds, 
as provided for in paragraphs 3 (d) of Security Council resolution 253 (19@)-" 
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ANNEX IV 

The automobile industry in Southern Rhodesia 

I. Introduction _--- -~ 

At its 37th meeting held on 18 January 1971, the Committee established in 

pursuance of Security Council resolution 253 (1.968) considered among other questions 
the question of the local assembly of motor vehicles in Southern Rhodesia. The 

question, which already constituted part of the Committee!s agenda, having been 

carried over from the Committee's third report as Case No. 9, was discussed under 

the agenda item dealing with replies sent by Governments since the publication of 

the third report, as well as two other notes on that case subsequently received from 

the United Kingdom and the United States, giving reports to the effect that motor 

vehicles were being iocally assembled in Southern Rhodesia from kits imported from 

abroad. As a result of the discussion that followed, the Committee decided to 

request the Secretariat to make a study of such information as was available on the 

automobile industry in Southern Rhodesia, with a view to ascertaining whether, in 

spite of action by various Governments to prevent this, motor vehicles and their 

parts continued to be imported into or assembledin Southern Rhodesia from imported 

kits, in violation of the sanctions in force against that country. 

II. Southern Rhodesia!s automobile imports --___. -- -- 

(a) General remarks - 
PriOr to TJDI Southern Rhodesia obtained virtually all its motor vehicles 

from abroad the major exporting countries being the United Kingdom, Japan, France 

and the Federal Republic of Germany. In 1965, the last calendar year for which 

complete trade figures for this group of commodities are available for Southern 

Rhodesia, 11 it was reported- that 2,287 cars and 264 trucks or buses were imported 

from the United Kingdom, 673 and 376 respectively from Japan, 937 and 88 from 

France and 1,073 and 110 from the Federal Republic of Germany. The total number 

&/ Annual Statement of External Trade, 1965, Central Statistical Office, --.- ____p._I_ *- 
Salisbury, Southern Rhodesia. 

-203- 



of motor vehicles imported from all countries that year was given as 6,390 oars 

and 987 trucks or buses, 
l/ amounting to 7,377 vehicles altogether.- 

International trade statistics of the reporting countries show virtually no 

automobile exports to Southern Rhodesia since UDI. However, according to 

Autom'ibile International, a publication by Johnson Publications of New York, the - .._ ._--- 
total number of registered and licensed motor vehicles in use in Southern 

Rhodesia (vehicles in use means the number of vehicles carrying current 

registrations for the year under consideration. Since all vehicles must by law 

be registered, a count of the motor vehicles in use is tantamount to a census of 

the motor vehicles in the country) stood at a higher level in 1969 than that 

reported at the end of 1965. Then, the figure was given as altogether 135,000 

motor vehicles. At the end of 1968 and 1969 the figures were given as 153,200 

and 160,000 motor vehicles respectively. 

There appears to be a strong possibility that Southern Rhodesia may be 

receiving motor vehicles and their parts through neighbouring countries. This 

possibility is strengthened by the fact that Southern Rhodesia is maintaining its 

exporting pattern of this commodity group to its neighbouring countries, Malawi, 

for instance, reported annual imports of $0.5 million from Southern Rhodesia of 

motor vehicles and their parts during 1967-1968 and $0.3 in 1969, (compared with 

$1.3 million in 1965). 2/ For this reason, an analysis was made (in terms of value-- ) 

L/ According to the official respective figures of the major exporters Of 

motor vehicles to Southern Rhodesia for the year 1965, the United Kingdom 
exported to Southern Rhodesia a total of 10,588 cars (of which 2,271 were 
assembled and 8,317 were assembly kits) and 2,852 commercial vehicles; France 
exported 1,078 cars and 158 commercial vehicles; Japan 1,001 and 1,283 
respectively, and the Federal Republic of Germany 945 and 154. It would appear 
that the figures for cars imported from the United Kingdom by Southern Rhodesia 
refer to assembled cars only and that assembly kits are included in the Southern 
Rhodesian figures for motor vehicle parts. 

Another publication, The Motor Industry of Britain, 1966, issued annually by 
the Society of Motor Manufacturers and Traders Ltd., U.K., states that during 
the year ended 31 December 1965 the United Kingdom alone exported to Southern 
Rhodesia 10,608 cars (as compared to 9,289, including exports to Malawi and 
Zambia, in 1964) and 3,213 commercial vehicles (2,260). 

2/ It is not possible to make a comprehensive study in terms of quantities 
because of t.he heterogeneous nature of this group of commodities. Countries use 
different Vlnits of quantity to express the physical volume of imports and exports. 
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of the exports of the reporting countries- to South Africa and also to 

Mozambique, Angola, Malawi and Zambia together with the corresponding imports 

by the above-mentioned countries from the reporting countries. The results of 

the analysis are shown in tables I and II below. 

Table I 

Trade of South Africa in motor vehicles and their parts with 
reporting countries which provided about 93 per cent of imports 
of motor vehicles and their parts by Southern Rhodesia in 1965 

(in million US dollars) 

All 
reporting 
countries U.K. FRG U.S. Canada Japan France Italy Australia -- - --y-p 

Exports to 
South Africa 
1965 
1966 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 Jan-June 

Imports of 
South Africa 
1965 
1966 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 Jan-June 

289 128 56 38 25 16 9 
288 120 60 43 23 16 10 8" 
310 112 67 54 17 27 12 11 
331 96 84 50 20 17 11 
444 121 106 67 16 2; 19 16 
251 68 62 27 14 29 15 11 

289 
273 
305 
318 
402 
230 

130 55 38 
111 56 44 
104 64 55 

93 79 105 91 2: 
IV.A. N.A. N.A. 

21 18 9 
21 15 10 
20 27 ii ii 
18 29 13 12 
13 60 15 16 

N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 

2 
7 

13 
28 
19 

5 
5 
7 

14 
26 

N.A. 

L/ For list of reporting countries, see Annex III to S/9844/Add.3, 
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1965 
1966 

1967 

1968 

1969 
1970 Jan-June 

Table II 

Trade of Angola, Malawi, Mozambique and Zambia in motor 
vehicles and their parts with the reporting countries 

(in million US dollars) 

Exports of reporting countries to 
Angola, Mxwi, Mozambique and 
Zambia -.- - 

48 

73 

90 
104 

95 

54 

Imports of Angola, Malawi, 
Mozambique and Zambia from 
reporting countries 

49 

62 

04 

94 
86 

44"/ 

&/ Estimate. 

It may be noted from the tables above that in the year 1965 exports agree 

well with the corresponding imports. However, in the years 1966, 1967, 1968 

and 1969 exports by some reporting countries to South Africa and to the four 

countries of Angola, Malawi, Mozambique and Zambia exceeded the corresponding 

imports reported by those five countries. _ The total discrepancies were as 

follows (in million US dollars): 

1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 (Jan-Jun) 

South Africa 15 5 13 42 21 
The four countries 11 6 10 9 10 

-- 

Total 26 11 23 51 31 '\ 
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South .Africa (not a reportin:; country) traditionally exnorted a substantial 

amount of motor vehicles and their parts to Southern Rhodesia ($2.2 million was 

reported by Southern Rhodesia for 1965). Although South Africa has not released 
a meaningful analysis by country of destination for this commodity group since 

1964, a study of its partner countries' data makes it possible to estimate an 
approximate amount that Southern Rhodesia may have received from South Africa. 

Table III 

South African exports of motor vehicles-and their parts 

(in million US dollars) 

Total exports&' 
a/ (of 'tihich se-exports- ) 
a/ to reporting countries- 

to neighbouring countries other 
than Southern Rhodesia c/ - 

to Southern Rhodesia 
f/ unknown destinatian- 

Jan-June 
1965 1966 1967 1968 ---- 1969 1070 -- A-- 

12.2 17.3 22.0 24.4 20.0 10.1 

(4.7) (7.3) (10.5) (16.1) (13.4) (7.1) 

1.8 2.1 3.3 3.4 4.2 2.05' 

4.4 5.4 5.1 3.4 3.8 1 82' 

2 26' 6.0~' . 8 5b/ 12 ob/ 7 ok/ . . . 4'oLl . 

3.8 3.8 5.1 5.6 5.0 e.@ 

d South African figures. 

b/ - Estimated amount believed to have been exported to Southern Rhodesia 

Cl - Reported by partner countries. 

d/ Reported by Southern Rhodesia. 

el Estimated. - 

r/ Residue. 

There is evidence of a substantial discrepancy between the export figures 

and the import figures. This, together with the increase in recorded South 

African imports and the high level of estimated South African exports to Southern 

Rhodesia, leads to the conclusion that... 253 (1968), mainly through South 

Africa. Because.,. that motor vehicles are reaching Southern Rhodesia in breach 

of Security Council resolution 253 (1968), because of differences in classification 
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and differences by which imports into South Africa are attributed to countries 

of origin and consignment, it is not possible to give quantitative precision as 
i 

to the values involved, although there is every indication that ;hey are substantial, 

(b) Specific cases brought to the attention of the Committee 

Up to the time of the issuance of its third report, the Committee had 

considered a number of cases involving possible exportation of motor vehicles 

to Southern Rhodesia in violation of the sanctions. The factual account of 

those cases and the Committee's decisions concerning them are contained in the 
l/ third report:- Since the issuance of the third report, a new case has been 

brought to the attention of the Committee. 

By a note dated 8 January 1971 the United Kingdom Mission reported information 

to the effect that up to 800 fully assembled 'Toyota Corolla motor cars were 

imported into Southern Rhodesia during the months of September and October 1970. 

The United Kingdom Government suggested in its note that the attention Of Japan, 

itself already a member of the Committee, should be drawn to this information. 

In a note dated 26 February 1971, Japan informed‘the Committee that, as a 

result-of a searching investigation into the alleged importation into Southern 

Rhodesia of Japanese motor cars, the Government of Japan had ascertained that, 

in accordance with the existing regulations, no Japanese automobile exporters had 

suppli.ed any motor cars or their parts to Southern Rhodesia, although they engaped f 

in such exports to countries neighbouring that territory. In particular, it had 

been ascertained that the contracts between the Toyota Auto Sales Co. Ltd., and 

its overseas distributors contained a strict clause forbidding them to sell Toyota 

cars outside their own areas, and that the Company instructed its overseas 

dealers to make every effort to ensure that the end user would not be an inhabitant 

of Southern Rhodesia. 

III. Local assembly of motor vehicles: 

(a) General remarks -- 
The Rhodesia Directory for I.965 lists four firms that were already assemblinc 

or manufacturing cars prior to IDI, namely: the Ford Motor Company of Rhodesia 

1/ S/9844/Add.2, p. 124. 
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(Private) Ltd., located near Salisbury, the Austin Motor Company (Rhodesia) 
(Frivate):, Ltd., the British Motor Corporation and the Morris Motors (Rhodesia) 

(Private) Ltd., all located at Umtali. All the firms were dealing in car models 
of British manufacture, but no official figures are available as to the number 

of cars assembled locally before or since IDI.- I:cF;ever, at the Committee's 
38th meeting on 1.8 January 1971, the representative of the United Kin@om reminded 

the Committee that the British Motor Corporation in Southern Rhodesia was, despite 

its name, an enterprise now exclusively controlled by the Government of the illegal 

r6gime and no longer had any connexion with the British firm, and that the British 

firm, now called the British Leyland 1?otor Corporation, had, on instructions from 

the United Kingdom Government, ceased to have any dealings with the Umtali firm. 

(b) Specific cases brough+, to the attention of the Committee 

Since ID1 information was received from the United Kingdom and the United 

States containing reports which indicated that as many as thirteen models of cars, 

and probably some commercial vehicles, were being locally assembled from kits 

imported into Southern Rhodesia via South Africa from the Federal Republic of 

Germany, France, Italy and Japan. The decisions of the Committee concerning those 
21 

reports are contained in the Committee's third report.- 

Since the issuance of the Committee's third report, further information 

concerning the local assembly of cars has been received from the United States and 

the United Kingdom Governments, In a note dated 5 October 1970, the United States 
3/ 

Hission quoted a recent issue of Rhodesia Commentary,- a publication of the 

Rhodesia Information Office in Washington, to the effect that kits from Renault and 

Alfa Romeo cars had arrived in Rhodesia. The report further stated that since the 

end of 1968, French, German and Japanese cars had at all times been assembled in 

17hodesia from kits. 

-- 

l/ Official figures (Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom 
for thF: year 1965) indicate that the United Kingdom exported to Southern 
Rhodesia assembly kits for 8,317 cars. It is not known how many, if any, of the 
cars exported to Southern Rhodesia by the other exporting countries were assembly 
kits (See foot-note 1, p. 2). 

21 S/9844/Add.2, p. 124. 

21 Volume 4, No. 4, September 197Cn 
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The note from the United Kingdom Mission dated 23 October 1970 contained 

information about the local assembly of cars gathered from various world press 

reports. The note added that the information was supported by a statement on 

19 August in the Rhodesia House of ,%sembly made by the so-called Minister of 

Commerce and Industry when he stated that supplies of a new family car would 

be available to the public by the end of August 1970. 

The note also recalled information froman earlier note from the United 

Kingdom to the effect that Citroen vehicle kits intended for assembly in Rhodesia 

(although obstensibly consigned to South Africa) differed from kits to be 

assembled in South Africa in that certain components such as upholstery, seats, 

carpets, roof lining, etc., were included; such components were already locally 

manufactured in South Africa and would therefore not be included in kits to be 

assembled in that country. 
11 Further international information media- gave reports that towards the end 

of 1968 two Rhodesian car assembly plants that had closed down after IDI, owing 

to the refusal of Britain and Canada to supply kits were reopened and had 

started assembling French, Italian, German and Japanese cars. The same sources 

indicated that since the end of August 1970 five new models of cars, all 

assembled locally in defiance of the United Nations sanctions, had rolled onto 

the Rhodesian market and are currently available to the public. They are said 

to be the Peugeot.304, the Renault RI1 and R10 from France, the Alfa Romeo 1750 

from Italy and the Toyota Corolla from Japan. If so, the new cars would be in 

addition to the BLW models from the Federal Republic of Germany and the Citroen 

models from France, already reported available to the public before August 1970. 

Two replies were received from the Governments of France and Italy concerning 

I;he reports that cars were being assembled in Southern Rhodesia from kits imported 

from their countries. 21 In a reply dated 11 January 1971- the Government of France, 

while expressing some doubt as to the reliability of press reports in general 

stated, among other things, that Frenchautomobile manufacturers not only required 

I/ The Star, Johannesburg, 30 June 1970; The Financial Times, London, 
21 August 1970; UP1 and AFP, various dates; The Guardian, London, 
21 August 1970 andSouth= Africa, 5 September and 17 October 1970. 

2/ Already circulated in S/AC.l-IWP.1, Case g/Add.l. 
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of their dealers in countries adjacent to Southern Rhodesia to give an undertaking 

not to re-export vehicles or their parts to that territory, but also to take 

the precaution of limiting sales to such countries. The note further stated that 
as France no longer maintained any representation in Southern Rhodesia, it was 

unable to make any local checks on the reports supplied to the Committee. 
1/ By a note dated 18 Januqry 1971,- Italy stated that, after appropriate 

inquiries, the competent authorities in Italy had ascertained that no motor 

vehicle kits had been supplied to Southern Rhodesia directly or indirectly by 

Alfa Romeo, which had no factory nor commercial agent there, and that all 

contracts between Alfa Romeo and its foreign agents forbade them to sell its 

products., directly or indirectly, outside their own area or in Southern Rhodesia. 

IV. Concluding observations 

It appears that, in spite of the United Nations sanctions in force against 

it, and in spite of the efforts of various Governments to prevent the supply of 

vehicles or kits to it, Southern Rhodesia has been able to satisfy its essential 

requirements for motor vehicles, though probably .at a high cost and great 
21 inconvenience.- From the foregoing, there are ample grounds to conclude that 

new motor vehicles and assembly kits are still reaching Southern Rhodesia via the 
. . neighbouring countries, p articularly South Africa. 

1/ The contents of the note were communicated to the Committee at its 
38th geeting by the representative of Italy, and later circulated to all members. 

z./ Press reports indicate that there is a booming trade in second-hand cars 

in Southern Rhodesia, probably caused by a scarcity of new motor vehicles in 
stock. Incidences have been reported where second-hand cars have sold at 
prices higher than those for new cars of the same model. 
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I. Introduction 

1. According to statistics transmitted to the Committee by the Government of the 

United Kingdom, Rhodesia, before the UDI, imported, from a dozen countries 

fertilizers such as ammonium sulphates, urea, nitrogenous fertilizers, 

superphosphates 9 phosphatic fertilizers and potassic fertilizers in a quantity 

,which, in the year 1965, amounted to a total of more than 5 million centals. 

Ammonia being used as a raw material for manufacturing fertilizers, it could be 

expected that the Southern Rhodesian r6gime would try to continue importing this 

commodity from whatever source available. 

2. 11 As already reported,- the attention of the Committee was drawn to this matter 

on several occasions. At its 39th meeting on 21 January 1971, the Committee again 

examined various cases of imports of anhydrous ammonia. In the course of the 

discussion, some members noted with concern that according to information received, 

ammonia had been delivered to a Southern Rhodesian enterprise through a Mozambique 

company. Considering that in view of the importance of fertilizers to the 

Southern Rhodesian economy the question deserved special attention, the Committee 

decided to request the Secretariat to undertake a short study of the matter, which 

might be used to inform Governments of that situation in order that both suppliers 

and carriers might make sure of the final destination of the goods before 

accepting any sales or transport contracts. 

3. In the present note prepared in accordance with this request, special 

attention has been given to provide information specifically on ammonia whenever 

available. Southern Rhodesia, however, does not publish statistics concerning 

this commodity. The present note reviews briefly the various cases examined by 

the Committee with regard to fertilizers in general and recalls the relevant 

information presently available to the Secretariat. 

L/ Second Report: S/g252/Add.l, annex XI, pp. 30-37. 
Third Report: 

ppm 109-124. 
S/9844, para. 70, p. 23 and S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, 
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II. Cases concerningshipments 

(a) Case included in the Second Report- 21 

Case No. 2 

4. On 14 January 1969, the United Kingdom Government submitted a note drawing 

the attention Of the Committee to the existence of a rather elaborate Southern 

Rhodesian p1a.n to import manufactured fertilizers from Europe in bulk on a regular 

basis. According to available information, it appeared that since about 1968, 
the Rhodesian importers of fertilizers had been required by the rggime to obtain 

their supplies through one channel, Univex (i.e. Universal Exports Limited), a 

company Set up specifically to co-ordinate the evasion of trade sanctions. 

Accordingly, Univex would place orders with a Swiss Company, Nitrex A.G. of Zurich, 

which would then place orders with individual manufacturers in Europe, Deliveries 

appeared to be co-ordinated by a third company, Fertex of Vlaardingen in the 

Netherlands, which would arrange for the shipping. ShiPments were made ostensibly 

to the order of one of the South African associates of the main importers of 

fertilizers in Southern Rhodesia, the cargoes being normally, but not invariably, 

consigned to agents in Beira (Mozambique). 

5. At the request of the Committee, the United Kingdom note was transmitted to 

all Member States of the United Nations or member s of the specialized agencies 

for their information and comments. Twenty-five replies were received which are 

reported in the Second Report of the Committee. 

6. It appeared from these replies that Nitrex was a sales company in which 

European exporters of nitrogenous 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 commercial register of the city Of Zurich, most of its capital 

was in foreign hands; that, moreover, the fertilizers exported to Rhodesia were not 

manufactured in Switzerland and. did 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 Nitrex A.G.". 

/ S/9252/Add.l, annex XI, pp. 30-37. 
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31 
(b) Cases included in the Third Report- 

(i) Case No. 2 (continued-) 

7. Additional replies were subsequently received from seven Governments and were 

reported in the Third Report. Among them, the Netherlands Government stated that 

investigations into that matter had not furnished any proof that the Fertex Company, 

mentioned in the United Kingdom note: had forwarded fertilizers to Southern 

Rhodesia. 

8. The Committee then requested the Legal Counsel of the United Nations to give 

an opinion as to the position taken by Switzerland in its reply referred to above. 

Following the Legal Counsel's advice that further information should be requested 

from Switzerland, the Committee asked the Secretary-General to secure from the 

Swiss Government further information (i) on the legal effect of the Mitrex Company's 

registration in the commercial register of the city of Zurich; (ii) on whether the 

company was organized under Swiss law and whether it had Swiss nationality; and 

(iii) on whether the Swiss Government was contemplating taking steps within the 

context of the "Swiss legal order" to enable it to exercise the requisite 

jurisdiction and control over Nitrex A,G. 
0 Jo The Secretary-General's note verbale was dated 16 July 1969. No reply had 

been received from Switzerland when the Third Report was submitted to the Security 

Council. Since then, at the request of the Committee, the Secretary-General I 
sent another note verbale dated 22 February 1971 to Switzerland, referring to his 

previous communication and requesting a reply thereto as soon as possible. 

(ii) Czs ?Jos. 48, 66 and 69 

10. The Committee examined also three cases in which, according to the information 

provided by the Government of the United Kingdom, vessels owned by or Fhartered to a 
French company had already transported or were on their way to deliver anhydrous 

a2onia from Lisbon, Portugal (in two cases) or Bandar Shapur, Iran (in the other) 

to ports in Mozambique. These shipments, the United Kingdom notes stated, were 

scheduled to be subsequently railed to Sable Chemical Industries Limited at Que Que, 

Southern Rhodesia, 

2.j S/9844/Add.2, annex VII, ppO 113.124. 
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11. The United Kingdom notes having been transmitted to the Governments concerned 
for their comments, a reply dated 3 June 1970 was received from the French 
Government. It confirmed that in recent months the French gas transport company 

referred to in those cases had loaded on its ships bulk anhydrous ammonia of 

1 United States, Portuguese, Australian and Iranian origin. In every case (and in 
some of these cases, after official verification) the shippers had declared that 

their product was not destined for Southern Rhodesia, The French Government then 

pointed out that maritime carriers have inadequate possibilities - compared with 

those available to shippers or consignees - for verifying whether the products 

they are requested to carry are or are not subject to sanctions. Accordingly, the 

mote stated, as in these cases concerned,, when the Committee knows the nationality 

of the exporters or importers, it would have better chances of obtaining accurate 

information by applying to them rather than to the carrier. The French Government 

also expressed the view that in those specific cases the Committee might 

investigate the financial links between Rhodesian firms and the foreign companies 

to which they are affiliated. Finally, it suggested that the French note be 

specifically brought to the attention of the Governments of the United States and 

the United Kingdom in order to assist them in their investigation of direct or 

indirect participation by American and British companies in the financing of the 

Que Que plant and in installing the technical equipment at that industrial complex, 

and to the attention of the Governments of the United States, Iran, Australia 

and Portugal in order to assist them in their investigation of possible sales of 

anhydrous ammonia to Southern Rhodesia by some of their nationals. In the course 

of its 39th meeting the Committee decided to request the Secretary-General to 

communicate to the Governments concerned the note of the French delegation dated 

3 June 1970. 

(iii) Case No. 52 

12. The Committee was also informed of further arrangements for the suPPly Of 

ammonia in bulk to Southern Rhodesia. In a note dated 15 October 1969, the United 

ICingdon stated in that regard that Sable Chemical Industries Limited of Que Qm 

Southern Rhodesia, which had recently established a plant to produce nitrogenous 

fertilizer, using ammonia as a raw material, was seeking to conclude a long-term 
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contract for the supply of bulk ammonia from, among others., the National Iranian 

Petro-Chemical Company of Teheran. The supply estimated to reach 60,000 tons 

per annum was scheduled to be imported into Rhodesia through Lourenl;o Marques where 

special facilities had been constructed to handle and store bulk ammonia before 

the goods were railed on to Que Que. It appeared, the United Kingdom note 

continued, that the inquiries relating to the proposed contract had been made 

through intermediaries and that the ultimate destination of the ammonia might not 

have been declared to prospective suppliers. 

13. Replying to a request for comments on the contents of that note, the 

Government of Iran stated that although there was nothing in the contract signed 

in that regard by the Ibational Iranian Petro-Chemical Company, which could be 

construed as a violation of the ban ,imposed by the Government of Iran, in 

compliance with Security Council resolution 253 (1968), the Iranian company had 

been asked to obtain, as a precautionary measure, a written assurance from the 

purchasing company that the latter would not re-export to Southern Rhodesia the 

ammonia purchased from Iran. 

(c) Recent case 

14. Case No. 113 - .- By a note dated 29 January 1971, the United Kingdom Government 

reported to the Committee information concerning two other shipments of anhydrous 

smmonia believed to be destined to Southern Rhodesia. According to the information 

received, those shipments were made by two Norwegian motor tankers which loaded 

the cargo in Japan and unloaded it in Louren(;o Marques. The United Kingdom note 

added that the information made it clear that the arrangements for both shipments 

were made by the South African firm,, National Process Industries (Pty) Limited, 

known to be closely involved with Sable Chemical Industries Limited of Southern i 

Rhodesia. Having regard to the information already submitted to the Committee, 
I 

the note continued, it was likely that the ammonia from both ships was delivered 

t0 Armazems de Productos Quimicos de ~ffozaIdlique Lb, since there are no other 

facilities in Southern Africa for bulk hanaing of this type of cargo, and 

subsequently railed to Sable Chemical Industries. 

15. Replying by a note dated 2b February 19'71 to a request for comments addressed 

to the Governments of Japan and Norway respectively, the Governments of Japan 
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and Norway respectively, the Government of Japan informed the Committee that the 

shipments in question were not destined for Southern Rhodesia. It further 

indicated that "10,000 metric tons of anhydrous ammonia were sold to Societe 

d'Assurances Commerciales, S.A. of Switzerland with the destination for 

@Qzambique and 12,000 metric tons of anhydrous ammonia were sold to Adab, S-A. of 

Switzerland with the destination for the Republic of South Africa respectively 

On f.o.b. basis. Therefore the ownership of those consignments, after their 

departure from the Japanese port, belonged to those Swiss companies". 

I-11. Statistics and aeneral information 

(a ) Statistics 

1‘6, As already indicated in the Introduction to the present note, ammonia being 

used in Southern Rhodesia essentially in connexion with the manufacturing of 

fertilizers, 'it has not been possible to find statistics dealing specifically with 

the imports of ammonia into Southern Rhodesia before or 'after UDI. 

17. The following information may, however, be of interest in that regard. 

18. By its note of 14 January 1969, the United Kingdom Government transmitted to 

the Committee, extracts of statistics on general imports into Rhodesia in the 

years 1964 and 1965 concerning fertilizers. These tables which were included in 
4/ the Second Report of the Committee- are reproduced as Annex I at the end of the 

present note for easy reference, 

19. Also, while Southern Rhodesia has not published statistics on its imports Of 

mania, South Africa, in its Foreign Trade Statistics for 1964-1969, has done so 

with regard to its own transactions concerning this specific commodity. These 

tables are reproduced as Annex II hereafter. 

20. According to information provided by the United Kingdom Government (UK Note 

of 13 February 1970) the only territories in southern Africa, apart from Southern 

Rhodesia, who have a requirement for bulk ammonia are South Africa and 

Mozambique. South Africa's production of ammonia is normally Sufficient for its 

domestic needs, while Mozambique requires, as a maximum, some 20,000 tons of 

ammonia per annum. 

- 

&/ S/9252/Add.l, Annex XI, p.33. 
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21. According to further information received by the Committee, betl:een blay 1969 

and April 1.970 alone, 70,000 tons of bulk amlnonia was delivered by sea to 

Xozambique, and another two consignments, totallinp; 22,000 tons, Tras reported by the 

United Kingdom Government (United Kingdom EIote of 29 January 1971) to have arrived 

at Lourenso ilarques in Xovember/December 1970. According to subsequent information 

one of these consignments (12,000 tons) was declared for South Africa. 

22. Therefore, quite apart from information received by the United Kingdom 

Government that these consignments were destined for Southern Rhodesia, it is clear 

to the Committee on statistical evidence alone that in the cases brout;ht to the 

attention of the Committee, ammonia arriving in Mozambique or declared for South 

Africa is far in excess of both territories' requirements and can only be intended 

,for Southern Rhodesia. 

/ 
('b) General information 

23. In connexion with Case ~Jo. 52, the Committee received a further note frcm tne 

United Kingdo dated 10 i$ovember 1969 which provided useful details on the 

arrangements made by the Southern Rhodesia rggime to receive and handle ammonia. 

&tracts from this note which, at the request of the Committee, was communicated on 

5 December 1969 to plember States of the United Rations or members of the 
51 specialized agencies- are reproduced hereafter: 

24. "The information is to the effect that the ammonia storage facilities at 

Lourenqo llarques . . . are located in Vila Salazar, Matola and are operated by 
Armezem de Productors Quimicos de Mozambique Ida, (APROCIL). F'rom !!atola imported 
ammonia is railed in specially constructed tank wagons direct to the Sable Chemical 

Industries' fertilizer plant at Que Que in Southern Rhodesia. ,,. 

25. "According to the Mozambique Register of Comnanies, APROCIL is owned equally b:' 

Zational Process Industries (Pty) Ltd., (B.P.1.) and Rational Process Industries 
Holdings (Pty) Ltd., both of Johannesburg. Accordin: to the South African ReC;istel 
of Companies, National Process Industries has a 48 per cent share holdin? in 

C and I/Girdler International, Southern, Eastern and Central Africa (Fty) Ltd., 
(CIGI-SECA). 

26. "CIGI-SECA was awarded the contract to build the Sable fertilizer plant and it 

is common knowledge that it still retains a financial interest in Sable Chemical 

Industries Ltd. Accordin to a published statement by Yr. J.H. Rahn, Chairman 

2.1 S/g844/Add,.2, Annex VII, pp. 118 and 119. 
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and PIanaging Director Of CIGI-SCCA, who is also a Director of R,P.I,, the first J 
phase of the Same Project (which has now been completed) involved the construction 

Of the bizgeSt ammonium nitrate plant in southern Africa: it is to produce 180,000 
tons of ammonium nitrate annually and have an eventual capacity of go,000 tons of 
nitrogen and 27O,OOO tom of ammonium nitrate. We understand, however, that the 
initial capacity of the Sable fertilizer plant is a minimum of 60,000 tons of 

100 Per cent nitrogen per annum to be nroduced as solid prilled ammonium nitrate of 

34 _ner cent nitrogen. At present the nitric acid and ammonium nitrate units are 
operating on imported anhydrous ammonia. It is gronosed to construct an ammonia 
synthesis plant in due course and when this has been completed Sable will operate 

on locn.lly produced ammonia." 

27. The Committee was also informed by the Government of the United States of an 

.Tction which this ,Government had taken with reCard to a firm in Elozambique 

(I; ase Lo. 101). 

28. The firm, Armazem de Productos Quimicos de !:ocambique Ida, of Lourengo ?Jarques, 

&I 2 ELiE-D i o_ue , a warehouser and distributor of chemical products, had been denied all 

United States export privileges for an indefinite period for failing to account for 

the disnosition of 20,000 tons of United States-origin fertilizer grade ammonia. 

The material valued in excess of $600,000 had been exported to the firm~in two 

shipments b,r a United States supplier in ?!ay and July 1969. 

29. -The United States note further stated that the Investiptions Division of the 

Office of 2xpor-t Control in the DePartmentss Bureau of International Commerce (BIG) 

W;LS conducting an investigation to ascertain the disposition Of the material, 

pc%rticularly whether it was re-exported from Flozambique to Southern Rhodesia in 

violation of the United States export control regulations. 

30, T.lrit,ten interrof;ntories had been submitted to the firm in LourenSo *farques 

inquiring as to the disnosition of the material. The firm having failed t0 furnish 

the information requested, the order T~‘JS issued in accordance with BIG reEYlations* 

Tl-le order would rey.lain in effect until the firm 3nswers the interrogatories Or shorrs 

;God cause for such failure. 

31. Under the terms of the order, all validated licenses in which the firm had an 

interest had been cancelled and the firm, its agents and emqloyees had been 

prohibited from narticinating in any transactions involving commodities or technical 

data exPorted or to be exported from the United St.?tes. 
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IV. observations _-_<----- 

32. It is clear from this paper that manufactured fertilizer2; :;re probs.W# 

continuing to reach Southern Rhodesia, and that bulk ammonia $3 cork8inI.Y reach@ 

there through arrangements made by National Process Industries (Pty) Limited, and 

by Armazen de Productos Quimicos de Mocsmbique Lda. (APROCIL) wllo handle the 

cargoes and facilitate their delivery to Sable Chemical Industries. In vioas of 

South Africass and !.lozambique's limited import requirements for ammonia, it iS 

evident that a very high proportion of amnonia arriving in southern Africa is in 

fact destined for Sable9s plant in Southern'Rhodesia. 

33. The Committ-e suggests that Governments should brinfl; the information ira this 

paper to the notice of their nationals, whether they be sunpliers, shippers, or 

intermediaries engaged in trade in ammonia,, all of whom have a respsnsibiliLy Lo 

ensure that they are not involved directly or indirectly in transactions with 

Southern Rhodesia, contrary to the provisions of Security Council resolution 

253 (196S!. 
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Annex I 

Imports of fertilizers into Rhodesia -- 
in 1964 a$ 1965 -- 

(Table comm unicated to the Committee 
by the United Kingdom Government on 

11-c January 1969) L/ 

I_.__ 

- - -  - - M ” - . - - - . - - -  

1964 ~65 
Article and country of origin Quantity Value Quantity Value - --, ---- 

56110 Ammonium sulphate: centals 
United Kingdom 
Republic of South Africa 
Belgium 
Federal Republic of Germany 
Betherlands 
Portugal 
Italy 

Total 1,256,627 688,623 l&58,182 i,oo2,867 

56112 Urei: centals 
Republic of South Africa 
Pakistan 
Belgium 
France 
Federal Republic of Germany 
Netherlands 
Italy 
Zlorway 

Total 

s 

2,500 is,626 
1,078 743 

64,880 41,848 
303,212 167,?61 
778,532 420,949 
106,425 55,496 

1 3 
981 937 

95,000 65,038 
574,105 406,357 
767,135 514,690 

20,960 15,843 

---- ---- 

746 900 
12,661 15,584 

30,000 38,475 
265,128 344,523 
84,583 109,594 

135,000 186,714 

420 

43,416 
60,000 
87,100 

528,118 695,‘i’go 835,965 ~280,936 

56119 Nitrogenous fertilizers, n.e.s.: 
centals 

Republic of South Africa 800 
Belgium 111,410 
Federal Republic of Germany 773,251 
Netherlands 269,312 
Italy 20,000 
Norway 50,000 
Portugal 228,852 
France 
United States 
Other countries 18 

-- 
Total l&53,643 

f 

759 

67,160 
87,150 

133 5915 
664,706 
138 ;231 
189,015 

1,060 100 100 
79,972 409,719 403,552 

522,372 238,869 196,688 
173,469 235,729 187,811 
18,592 106,000 86,157 
46,381 66,184 78 ,‘+5’+ 

156,841 55,544 27,452 
30,005 21,497 

640,585 455,456 
33 - 

-__ -- --.-- 
gg8,720 1,782,735 ~457,167 

- 

2.j Already reproduced in the Second Report of the Committee S/g252/Add.l, 
p* 33. . 
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-_ I -  
. -  

1964 1965 
Article and country of origin Q,uantity Value 0,uantity Value 

--. 

56120 Superphosphates: centals 
Republic of South Africa 

Belgium 
1Jetherlands 
Other countries 

'Total 

56129 Phosphatic fertilizers, n.e.s.: 
centals 

Republic of South Africa 
Belgium 
Federa. Republic of Germany 
Italy 
United States 
Other countries 

Total 

56130 Potassic fertilizers: centals 
Republic of South Africa 
Relgium 
France 
Federal Republic of Germvi,\r 
Italy 
Spain 
Israel 

Total 

56190 Fertilizers, n.e.s.: c:$ntals 
United Kingdom 
Republic of South Africa 
Rhodesia 
Italy 
Mozambique 
United States 
Other countries 

Total 

1,110 858 
28,130 26,265 
g9 '% 97,567 

51 

128,471 124,741 

58,108 18,004 
28,000 11 9 894 

50,329 64,982 

--- 

136,437 94,880 

118 259 
63,504 

301,625 
34,817 

188,433 
470,921 289,552 

7,000 5,404 

843,168 518,465 
-- 

266 1,952 
525 265 

4,403 6,044 
11,025 11,817 
1,767 546 
5,528 7,963 

33 35 
- 

23,547 28,622 
-, 

53,215 60,271 

80 - GC) 

53,295 60,340 
- 

22,560 10,52? 
22,510 30,745 
10,000 

400 
19,216 

474 
186,638 33,478 

4 100 
--- -- 

242,112 94,545 

46 47 

312;033 224;488 
252,140 157,610 
40,007 31,342 
49,986 27,542 
3,000 2,294 

657,212 443,323 
--._I_ 

546 2,997 
464 325 

2,711 4,222 

23 4 
1,607 2,038 

1 4 

5,352 9,590 
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Annex II -- . . 

1/ Trade of South Africa in ammonia- ------. 

(Quantity in 100 lbs., value in thousands dollars) 

Imports Exports 

Quantity Value L-_A - Quantity -.-.- Value 

1964 79 3.4 

1965 46 1.3 

1966 10 0.6 

1967 10 0.3 
1968 17 0.9 
1969 79 3.0 

5,575 58.9 

8,192 76.5 

13,546 89.6 

65,663 208.7 

199,466 811.7 

l/ Foreign trade Statistics, Republic of South Africa, Calendar Years 
lg64-rg6g. 
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ADDENDUM 

Note dated 12 July 1971 prepared by the Secretariat on Southern 
Rhodesian trade for 1970 together with statistical data 

Southern Rhodesian exports - 

1. Southern Rhodesia's merchandise exports in 19'10 were estimated to amount to 

$370 million (compared with $318 million in 1969), but no official information is 
available as to the direction and nature of these exports. The seventy-two 
countries whose import statistics are set out in the annex show that Southern 
Rhodesian exports to them were distributed as follows (in million US dollars): 
Zambia 30 (estimated), Malawi 16, Switzerland 4, Federal Republic of Germany 1, 
other countries (shown in annex I) 4, making a total of about $55 million 
(compared with $53 million in 1969). In addition to this recorded trade, it has 
been estimated that South Africa received Southern Rhodesian exports amounting 
to about $9.5 million. It would appear, therefore, that some $220 million Of 
Southern Rhodesian exports have not been reflected in the corresponding 1970 
import figures of world trade. This amount of exports appears to have reached 
world markets via Southern Rhodesia's neighbouring countries and to have been 
reflected in world trade as imports of the reporting countries from these 
neighbouring countries. 

2. Evidence of the existence of these indirect exports is shown by a comparison 
of the imports of twenty-three important reporting countries 1/ from South Africa, 
Mozambique, Zambia and Malawi, with the corresponding exports-of these four 
countries for the period 1965-1970. The results are shown in Table I below: 

11 Market economy countries.in Western Europe, Canada, Japan, Australia and 
r\Tew Zealand. The United States has not been included in this investigation because 
its statistical treatment of some strategic commodities, such as uranium ore, 
differs from that of South Africa. 
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Table I 

Export trade of Southern Rhodesia's neighbouring 
countries with twenty-three important countries 

(in million US dollars) 

South Africa 

South African figures 

23 reporting countries' 
figures a/ 

Excess of imports 
over exports 

Mozambique 

Mozambique figures 

23 reporting countries' 
figures aJ 

Excess of imports 
over exports 

Zambia 

Zambian figures 

23 reporting countries' 
figures &/ 

Excess of imports 
over exports 

Malawi 

Malawian figures 

23 reporting countries' 
figures E/ 

Excess of imports 
over exports 

Total 

Exporting countries' 
figures 

23 reporting countries' 
figures aJ 

Excess of imports 
over exports 

1965 

1,008 

1,060 

52 

60 

a1 

21 

457 

410 

- 47 

26 

24 

- 2 

24 

1966 

1,127 

1,210 

83 

62' 

81 

19 

622 

518 

-104 

33 

32 

-1 

1,844 

1,841 

- 3 

d Reduced by 10 per cent to cover fre 

b! Estimates based on less than twelve 

1967 

1,310 

1,401 

91 

69 

120 

51 

544 

510 

- 34 

40 

34 

- 6 

1,963 

2,065 

102 

1968 1969 

1,458 1,446 

1,589 1,668 

131 

83 

137 

54 

694 

618 

- 76 

27 

40 

13 

2,262 

2,384 

122 

:ght, etc. 

months' data. 

222 

84 

124 

40 

P39 

866 

- 73 

28 

34 

6 

2,497 

2,692 

195 

1970 

1,4*ob'/ 

1 71lL' 1 

291 

8ok' 

146g 

66 

z,048~~ 

896k' 

-152 

33b-/ 

37k' 

4 

2,561 

2,790 

209 
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3. It will be noted from the data shown above that in 1965 there was a discrepancy,, 
Of $73 million representing imports received from South Africa and Mozambique by 
the twenty-three reporting countries over and above the exports that these two 
countriesdeclared to have sent, These imports were generally known as shipments 
despatched overseas by exporters in South Africa and Mozambique, handling 
merchandise of the ex-Federation of Rhodesia, which were treated as goods in transit 
by them but were treated as imports from these two countries by the reporting 
countries. This explanation is substantiated in the table shown above by the 
excess of the declared exports in 1965 of Zambia and Malawi to the twenty-three 
reporting countries over the reported corresponding imports. This explanation 
alSO implies that in 1965 an amount of merchandise in this trade valued at 

I '$24 million was of Southern Rhodesian origin. If this reasoning is accepted, it 
Would mean that, during 1969-1970, exporters in South Africa and Moaambique Were 
handling merchandise of Southern Rhodesia at a level of about $200 million 
annually. 

4. On the statistical evidence, it is possible to analyse Southern Rhodesian 
exports in 1965-70 as follows: 

Table II 

Southern Rhodesian exports 1965-W 

National exports (excluding 
gold) ,/ 

to reporting countries bJ 

to South Africa j 

to non-reporting countries 

to world markets via 
indirect trade 

Re-exports aJ 

d Southern Rhodesian 

(in million US dollars) 

1965:’ 1966 1967 

399 249 247 

343 181 96 

41 60 80 

15 

1968 w&' 1970 

245 308 360 

68 48 50 

80 85 95 

8 71 97 175 215 

43 24 17 12 10 10 

figures. 1970 figures are 'estimated. 

b/ 1966-70 : import data, mostly cif, less 10 per cent allowances for 
freight, etc. 

Cl 1966-70 : estimates derived from published data for South African imports 
from 7Africatv less exports to South Africa reported by African countries. 

5. In comparing Southern Rhodesian exports to world markets pia indirect trade, 
shown in table II, with the figures shown in table I as "Excess of imports over 
exports", the amount of re-exports should be added to the former because the 
importing countries identify the sources of supply without any distinction between 
national exports and re-exports. The comparison is shown below: 
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Table III 

Indirect exports of Southern Rhodesia -- -- 
(in million US dollars) 

w3 

1966 

+%7 

1968 

1969 

1970 

Excess of reported imports Indirect exports 
of twenty-three countries of Southern 
over exports of four Rhodesia 
neighbours of Southern including 
Rhodesia re-exports 

(A) (B) 

24 43 

-3 32 

102 00 

122 109 

195 185 

209 225 

Difference 

(A) - (B) 

- 19 

- 35 

14 

13 

10 

- 16 

The substantial agreement shown above especially for years 1967-1970 indicates that 
during the period following United Nations sanctions, some $500-600 million of 
Southern Rhodesia's exports reached world markets indirectly via South Africa 
and Mozambique. 

Southern Rhodesian imports 

6. Southern Rhodesia's imports in 1970 were estimated to amount to $320 million 
(compared with $278 million in 1969). The seventy-one countries whose export 
statistics are set out in annex II show that imports from them by Southern 
Rhodesia were distributed as follows (in million US dollars): Australia 5 
(estimated), Blalawi 4, Switzerland 2, United Kingdom 1, Federal Republic of 
Germany 1, other countries also in annex II) 2, making a total of about 
$15 million (compared with $15 million in 1969). In addition to this recorded 
trade, it has been estimated that South Africa sent to Southern Rhodesia 
$160 million worth of goods. It would appear., therefore, that some elk5 million 
of Southern Rhodesian imports have not been reflected in the correspondimp 
1970 export figures of world trade. The over-all situation of Southern Phodesian 
imports for 1965-1970 is as follows: 

-230- 



Table IV 

Southern Rhodesian Imports 1965-1970 
(in million US dollars) 

1965-- a' 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 - - 

Imports- a/ 334 236 262 290 278 320 

from reporting 
countries b/ 253 79 63 44 15 15 

from South AfricaL' 78 110 135 150 155 160 

unspecified origins 3 - 

unaccounted for 47 64 96 108 145 

a/ Southern Rhodesian figures. 

b/ 1966-1970: exports to Southern Rhodesia reported by reporting countries. 

C/ 1966-1970: estimates derived from published data for South African 
exports to "AfricaTs less imports from South Africa reported by African countries. 

7. It is not possible, at the present time, to investigate the true situation 
concerning the uncaccounted portion of Southern Rhodesian imports for the years 
following the implementation of sanctions. However, in view of the fact that 
there has been considerable expansion of the import trade of South Africa, 
Mozambique and Angola (see Table V below), it requires to be determined whether 
part of this expansion was in the form of goods which ultimately reached Southern 
Rhodesia. 

Table V 

Imports of selected neighbours of Southern Rhodesia 

(in million US dollars) 

South Africa !PIozambique Angola 

1965 2,.461 173 195 

1966 2,307 207 208 

1967 2,690 199 275 

1968 2 ,‘638 234 308 

1969 2 ,.983 260 323 

1970 3,565 325- al 37&i 

d Estimate on the basis of nine months' data. 
b/ Estimate on the basis of eleven months' data. 

-231- 



Exports of specific commodities 

Tobacco 

8. The most important Southern Rhodesian export commodity was and probably still 
is tobacco, exports of which amounted to $132 million in 1965. Normally, 
Southern Rhodesian exports of tobacco accounted for approximately 13 per cent 
of all world exports of unmanufactured tobacco and over 25 per cent of flue-cured 
tobacco. The recorded imports of the reporting countries amounting to 
$1.3 million in 19'70 were accounted for by Switzerland ($1.1 million) and 
Belgium-Luxembourg ($0.2 million). The corresponding imported quantity of tobacco 
was 1.2 thousand metric tons. 

90 It will be noted from the data in the annex III to this document that the 
increases in tobacco imports of the reporting countries from the neighbouring 
countries of Southern Rhodesia during recent years over the level of the earlier 
periods are of magnitudes which called for investigation. For this reason, an 
analysis was made, in terms of quantities, of the imports of the reporting 
countries from the neighbours of Southern,Rhodesia, namely, Mozambique, Malawi, 
Zambia, Angola and South Africa, compared with correspondins exports of these 
neighbouring countries by direction. The result of this analysis is shown 
Table VI below. 

Table VI 

Trade in tobacco of neighbouring countries of Southern Rhodesia --2. 
with reporting countries which took more than 90 per cent of the 

tobacco exports of Southern Rhodesia in 1965 -- 
(in thousand metric tons) 

-Imports from South Africa Mozamba MalEg,Cbfad Angola -- 

1965 8.4 1.8 lR.& 2.0 
1966 7.4 2.1 16.1 2.1 
u67 11.5 5.8 15.8 2.7 
1968 13.5 7.0 17.1 3.4 
1969 21.8 7.9 17.9 2.8 
1970 24.2 9.6 14.0 2.7 

Exports of 

1965 7.6 0.8 12.7 2.3 23.4 
1966 7.5 0.7 16.6 2.9 27.7 
1947 9.0 1.1 12.8 2.6 25.6 
1968 10.0 1.3 13.4 3.2 27.9 
1969 12.8 1.1 13.2 1.6 28.7 
1970 k/ 11.3 1.2 16.4 1.5 30.4 

a/ - Zambia exported in 1965 to Southern Rhodesia 9,318 tons, the bulk 

in 

Total 

a/ 31,1- 
27.8 
35.7 
41.0 
50.4 
50.5 

of which 
was destined for countries overseas. This fact is substantiated by the evidence that 
the reporting countries declared 7,950 metric tons as imports from Zambia while 
Zambia did not record exports of tobacco to the reporting countries. Beginning 1!?66 
Zambia is sending most of its tobacco to Malawi for export overseas. 

b/ Approximate estimates made on the basis of less than twelve months' 
info&Cation. 
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19. It. vi.11 he noted from Tnblc ?1 that tllc il-!)or?.s fc,y jrbi':i " ry-p,5.j ;.:it.-y, t:!y 

corresponding exports. For 1365., the agreement 1.7~~s alzo -!-jr;2 rrhen account i s 
taken of the fact that the rcportinp countries received F~,cXIC~ tons of tobacco 
from Zambia which were not reflected in the export statistics of Zambia (see 
,foot-note a/ of Table VI). Eowever in 1967, lo6R, loGo and lo709 the ilr-norts Of 

the reportinr: countries from the neighbours of Southern Rhodesia exceeded th? 
corresnondinE exports of these neighbours by 10.1, 13.1, 21.7 and 20.1 thousand 
tons resnectively. These amounts may represent Southern Rhodesian tobacco which 
was able to reach irorld markets through false declarations of oriTin. 

11. Qy incorporating the inforrlation given above l.?ith other elements relatin- to 
Southern Rhodesian tobacco, the over-all situation nay be summarized a: helo+? : 

Table VII 

Tobacco situation in Southern Rhodesia -_-.-- ------ --- 
(in thousand metric tons) 

Imports of reportinp 
countries 

(a) directly from 
Southern Rhodesia 

(b) via neighbouring 
countries 

85.3 36-7 8.6 4.0 

10.1 13.1 

Recorded South African 
ir?,Dorts believed to 
be of Southern 
Rhodesian origin 

Total 

Tobacco crop 

Southern Rhodesian exports 

1.7 11.3 9.1 3.9 

87.0 48.0 27.8 21.0 

114 110 90 60 

120.$ E.A. ?? . A . :'.A. 

62 62 39 

a/ 9.7 thousand tons representing the short fall of the 
crop in meeting: current export requirements were probably made 
tobacco (see foot.-note z/ of Table VI). 

Tobacco estimated held 
in stock 

1965 - 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 

2.3 

1965 tohecco 

21.7 

3.5 

27.8 

60 

?.A. 

32 

1.2 

20.1 

9.0 

30.3 

GO 

!?.A. 

30 

rt,ood by Zambian 

b/ Excess of Southern Rhodesian official exports of 120.7 thousand tons 
over the imports of 87 thousand tons is explained by: 20.4 thousand tons as 
stocks held in bond by imnortin, n countries and failures in recording as Southern 
Rhodesian tobacco on account of multilateral trade patterns; 8 thousand tons of 
Zambian tobacco as Dart of Southern Rhodesian exports: 5.5 thousand tons as 
exports to non-reportinK countries. 
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All reporting 
countries 

196s 202 
1966 234 
1967 300 
1968 317 
1969 345 
1970 355 

12. In examining the data given above, it becomes apparent that during the four 
years l967-1970, following the initiation of sanctions, slightly more than 
one third (107 thousand tens) of Southern Rhodesian tobacco crops reached world 
markets. Rowever, a substantial amount of tobacco could have reached world 
markets in various clandestine ways that cannot be detected statistically,. 
This possibility is revealed by the United Kingdom estimate of 126 thousand tons 
(or $77 million US dollars) as being stock held by Southern Rhodesia at the end 
of 1968. According to the data set out in Table VII, the corresponding stock 
figure should have been 163 thousand tons representing the tobacco accumulated 
during the period 1966-1968. If the.United Kingdom estimate is correct, it would 
mean that an average of about 12 thousand tons of tobacco was being shipped out 
annually from Southern Rhodesia in addition to those recorded. and inferred in 
Table VII above. If, on the other hand, the tobacco stock in Southern Rhodesia 
at the end of 1970, 140 thousand tons, as revealed by the press in South Africa 
is to be considered realistic, then an average of 17 thousand tons of tobacco, 
instead of 12, was being shipped out annually in various clandestine ways that can 
not be detected statistically. 

Asbestos 

13. Another important commodity is asbestos, Southern Rhodesian exports of which 
amounted to $30 million in 1965. There were practically no imports from Southern 
Rhodesia by the reporting countries in 1969 or in 1970. In 1968, the recorded 
imports of the reporting countries amounted to $1.7 million (compared with 
$24 million in the year 1965 and $3.4 million in 1967) e This amount was accounted 
for by the Federal Republic of Germany ($1.2 million) and the United States 
($0.5 million). The United States explained its imports as shipments 
before 16 December 1966, the effective date of resolution 232 (1.966). Similar 
to the case for Southern Rhodesian tobacco, there appear to be strong possibilities 
that Southern Rhodesia is sending asbestos to world markets via its neighbouring 
countries, chiefly South Africa. In these circumstances, an analysis was made 
(in terms of quantities) of the imports of the reporting countries from South 
Africa together with the corresponding exports of South Africa for the period 
1965~1970. The results of the analysis are shown in Table VIII below: 

Table VIII 

Trade in asbestos of South Africa with reporting countries 
which took about 80 per cent of the asbestos exports of 

Southern Rhodesia in 1965 -- 
(in thousand metric tons) 

Imports from South Africa of: .- Exports of South Africa to: 

All reporting 
Japan Spain countries -- Japan Spain 

26.3 16.6 207 27.1 10.9 
35.0 g./ 20.2 214 27.4 13.2 
67.9 25.3 215 29.4 8.0 
65.2 30.5 233 33.4 10.0 
79.8 39.4 252 43.5 ll*O 
94.0 43.7 269 N.A. W.A. 

a/ Estimated on the basis of value data; the official quantity figure of 
128:8-thousand metric tons appears to be a printing error. 
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x4. It will be noted from Table VIII above that, while the imports for 1965 
&greed, by and large, with the corresponding exports, those for 1966 and 1967 
exceeded the corresponding exports by 20 and 85 thousand tons respectively. For 

x968 imports of the reporting countries exceeded South African exports by 
64 thousand'tons, for 1969, by 93 thousand tons and for 1970 by 86 thousand tons. 
xn view of theefact that the exports of South Africa are consistent with the 
Qznount of asbestos it produced, these excesses of imports may possibly be exports 
Of Southern Rhodesian asbestos via South Africa. By incorporating this information 
t*ith other elements relating to Southern Rhodesian exports, the over-all situation 
tiay be summarized as below: 

Table IX 

Asbestos situation in Southern Rhodesia 

(in thousand metric tons) 

w% 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 - - 

Gnports of reporting countries 

'(a) directly from Southern 
Rhodesia 

b) via South Africa 

Recorded South African imports 
believed to be of Southern 
Rhodesian origin 

1rnports of reporting countries 
from Mozambique 

Total exports sent to reporting 
countries 

~4.6 

". 

8.6 

3.0 

a/ 126.2- 

53.7 

20.0 

11.2 

3.7 

88.6 

14.8 6.7 

85.0 as.0 

14.0 

2.7 

116.5 

13.1 

3.9 

107.7 

93.0 

0.2 

86.0 

14.7 l&d 

5.1 4.0 

112.8 108.2 

al Corresponding exports reported by Southern Rhodesia as 131.2 thousand 
-tons. 

Chrome ore 

3-5. The chief importer of Southern Rhodesia!s chrome ore has been, traditionally, 
the United States, to which Southern Rhodesia sent $5 million worth of chrome ore 
out of total exports of $10.7 million in 1965. In 1967, the United States 
imported $3.4 million worth of chrome ore which was explained by the authorities 
as goods shipped from Southern Rhodesia before 16 December 1966, and in 1968, 
imports of Southern Rhodesian chrome ore appear to have virtually ceased. In 
-t;hese ciycumstances, the possibility of Southern Rhodesian chrome ore being 
exported to the neighbouring countries was investigated. For this purpose an 
analysis was made (in terms of gross quantities) of the imports of the reporting 
countries from South Africa together with the corresponding exports of South 
Africa for the period lg64-1970. The results of the analysis are shown in 
Table X below: 
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Table X 

Trade in chrome ore of South Africa with reporting countries 
which took about 85 per cent of the chrome ore exports of 

Southern Rhodesia in 1964 

(in thousand metric tOnS gross) 

All reporting United 
countries States 

Imports from South Africa 

1964 630 391 

1965 60 395 

1966 969 655 

1967 784 395 

1968 829 350 

1969 1,040 324 

1970 1,569 332 

Exports of South Africa 

1964 637 377 

1965 776 396 

1966 856 568 

1967 656 282 

1968 817 358 

1969 995 369 

1970 1,050- a/ N.A. 

4 Estimate based on eleven months' data. 

Japan 
Western 
Europe 

40 199 

52 222 

67 245 

183 206 

179 295 * 

246 466 

710 520 

33 216 

109 264 

32 240 

111 246 

135 318 

154 379 

N.A. N.A. 

16. It will be noted that, for 1964, total imports and exports agree well; for 
1965 and 1966, the sum of the total imports and exports for the two years also 
agree well, but imports exceeded exports by 128 thousand tons in 1967, by 
12 thousand tons in 1968, by 45 thousand tons in 1969 and in 1970 by 519 thousand 
tons. These differences raise the possibility that the excess tonnage is of 
Southern Rhodesian origin. 

17. In Table XI below, production of chrome ore in South Africa is compared with 
its expert and imports. 
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Table XI 

Chrome ore in South Africa 

(in thousand metric tons gross) 

Production Imports Exports 

1964 849' 49 637 

1965 940 84 776 

1966 1,061 98 856 

1967 1,149 75 656 

1368 1,153 23 817 

vi69 1,195 32 995 

1970 1,409 55 1,050 

It is known that the demand for chrome ore in South Africa has been expanding 
continuously in recentyears. While domestic production of the ore was 
expanding during 1964-1967, the rate of increase of prodUction however, did not 
seem to be sufficient to meet the demand for increased exports as well as for 
the expanding domestic requirements. It was necessary therefore to import more 
chrome ore from Southern Rhodesia during the period 1965-1967 than previously 
in order to fulfil the export commitment and domestic demand, It was against 
this background that South Africa, in 1967, appeared to have cut its exports 
to satisfy domestic needs. Despite the growing domestic requirements and the 
stability of production South African exports since 1967 have been substantially 
increased, reaching an annual rate of 995 thousand tons in 1969 - a figure 
which appears 6lose to South Africa's total annual production. It is conceivable, 
therefore, that substantial amounts of Southern Rhodesian ore may have been 
taken in since 1967 to supplement the short-fall of domestic requirements. This 
ore taken in by South Africa however did not appear to be registered as imports 
in South African trade statistics. AS shown in Table XI above, the rWnOUnt Of Ore 

recorded as imports (implicitly from Southern Rhodesia) decreased to an 
insignificant amount after 1967, a statistical phenomenon that requires 
explanation since it is not compatible with the increasing demand in South Africa 
combined with the heavy exports. Although data on stocks of chrome ore in South 
Africa are not available, it is not likely that a sizable accumulated stock 
could have made recent heavy exports possible if the 10~ level of exports iin lq67 
can be taken as an indication that chrome ore was in short supply'in South Africa- 
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18. The over-all situation of Southern Rhodesian trade in chrome ore can then be 
summarized. as below: 

Table XII 

Chrome ore situation in Southern Rhodesia 

(in thousand metric tons gross) 

1964 1965 -- 

Imports of reporting countries 

(a) directly from Southern 
Rhodesia 406 

t-d via South Africa 

Recorded South African imports 
believed to be of Southern 
Rhodesian origin 49 

Imports of reporting countries 
from Mozambique 16 

84 98 75 23 

21 

Total exports of Southern 
Rhodesia 471 502 329 369 765' 

1966 1Wi’ 1968 

179 136 

128 12 

52 30 41 

w3 1970 -- 

45 519 

32 25 

21 13 

98- a/ 557 

a/ If the unrecorded imports of South Africa, described in paragraph 17 
aboveTwere inc,luded, the figure would probably be about 250 thousand tons 
in 1968 and over 300 thousand tons in 1969. 

Copper 

19. Southern Rhodesia's copper exports in 1965 amounted to $18.3 million. Of 
this amount, $10.6 million were exports to the Feder.al Republic of Germany, 
$1.8 million to Poland, $1,5 million to the United Kingdom, $1..4 million to 
Italy, $1 million to West Malaysia and $2 million were distributed among other 
countries. The recorded imports of the reporting countries amounted to 
$19 million in 1966, $11 million in 1967 and $10 million in 1968. The reportinp 
countries show only $4 thousand worth of copper imports from Southern Rhodesia in 
1969 and $83 thousand in 1970. Since the adoption of resolution 232 of 
16 December 1966, the Federal Republic of Germany appeared to be the sole 
importer of Southern Rhodesian copper in 1967 and 1968. 

20. In terms of quantities, the annual curtailmentof Southern Rhodesian copper 
exports for 1966-1968 was gradual, namely from 3. level in 1965 of 18.4 thousand 
metric tons to 13.3 in 1966, 10.0 in 1967, 7.8 in 1968 and almost nil in 1969 and 
1970 - In view of the fact that both South Africa and Zambia are heavy exporters 
of copper and that both, in varying degrees, together with Southern Rhodesia use 
the transport facilities in Mozambique, it is very difficult to determine the-true 
situation. 
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21. Other important commodities exported by Southern Rhodesia are meat and meat 
products, sugar, hides, skins and leather, iron ore and pig iron. Imports of these 
commodities into the reporting countries from Southern Rhodesia in 1970 amounted 
to $3.0 million (compared with $48 million in the year 1965 and $2.4 million 
in the year 1969). Because of the small magnitude of the trade involved in each 
commodity it is not possible to make a comprehensive analysis for each commodity, 
The difficulty lies in the fact that South Africa and some of the other neighbours 
are much more important exporters of most of these same commodities, As in the 
case of copper, it is possible for Southern Rhodesia to export at least some part 
of these commodities under false declarations, 
of these goods. 

using its neighbours as the origin 
In these circumstances, the inflation of the imports recorded 

by importing countries in comparison with the corresponding exports of Southern 
Rhodesiafs neighbours would probably not be marked enough to draw any meaningful 
conclusion. In addition to the possibility described above, South Africa is 
understood, based on the statistical information relating to its over-all 
"imports from Africa", to be taking significant amounts of these commodities as 
imports. These imports are estimated to be at the level of $2 million worth of meat 
an& meat products annually for 1967-1969, $1 million of sugar, $4-6 million of 
pig iron. Furthermore, it is conceivable that, on account of the heavy traffic of 
ocean transport via b1ozambique and South Africa since the closure of the Suez Canal, 
demand on meats and other provisions in the form of ships' stores could have 
provided an important outlet for the produce of Southern Rhodesia. Indeed, 
available statistics regarding South African meat in the form of ships' stores 
registered important increases in recent periods. It is possible that Southern 
Rhodesia, whose produce is more competitive, may very well have benefited from the 
expansion of this market. 

Maize 

22. Southern Rhodesia normally produced about 850 thousand metric tons of maize 
mainly for domestic consumption. Its exports and imports of this commodity were 
insignificant. As a result, however, of the r6gime's attempts to encourage 
agricultural diversification to compensate for the reduction in tobacco exports 
due to sanctions, there has been a substantial increase in the acreage under maize. 
Based on the most recent information of an annual production of 950 thousand 
metric tons in 1966, it is estimated that the amounts produced in 196'7, 1968 and 
1969 could perhaps reach as high as 1.3, l,l* and 1.3 million tons respectively. If 
the annual domestic requirement were of a magnitude of 850 thousand metric tons, 
these figures could mean that Southern Rhodesia could have, a stock of 1,150 thousand 
tons from crops harvested in these three years available for export. Part of such 
an amount, as available evidence indicates, could have been shipped out via 
Mkzambique. No information on 1970 crops is available. 

23. Mozambique normally produced about 150 thousand tons of maize aIs mainly for 

domestic consumption.' In 1965 it imported 43 thousand tons (7 thousand in 1966) 
to supplement the locally-produced maize for domestic consumption, estimated to be 

about 180 thousand tons per annum. Nothing was imported since 1966 according to 

a% Because of adverse seasonal factors maize production was reduced 
substantially in 1968 from the 1967 level. 
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official published sources. There had been practically no exports of maize until 
1967 in which year 25 thousand tons were sent to Portugal. During the year 1968, 
Mozambique reported exports of 122 thousand tons to the following three countries: 
99 thousand tons to Portugal, 11 thousand tons to ,the Netherlands and 
12 thousand tons to the United Arab Republic. In 1969 total exports of Mozambique 
were 25 thousand tons and during the first eight months of 19'70, 12 thousand tons. 
However, a detailed study of import data published by maizeLimporting countries 
revealed the following: 

Table XIII 

Imports of maize from Mozambique 

(in thousand metric tons) 

1965 1966 1967 

Reporting countries 

Belgium-Luxembourg Nil 

France Bil 

Portugal Nil 

Germany, Federal Republic of Nil 

Italy Nil 

Netherlands Nil 

UAR Nil 

Japan Nil 

Total Nil 

Nil 42 

Nil 20 

Nil 15 

Nil 99 

Nil 26 

Nil 6 

Nil 105 

30 145 

30 ‘68 

1968 -- 

32 

11 

78 

59 

40 

12 

93 

184 

509 

1969 1970 

25 16 

14 

149 

188 

21 

37 

24. It will be noted from the data shown above that by comparing the aggregate 
amount of the imports of maize supposedly of Mozambique origin received by the 
importing countries during the period 1967-1969 (approximately 1.1 million tons), 
with the amount of exports reported by Mozambique (172 thousand tons), there is 
a gap of about 1 million tons for the period, which may be maize exported by 
Southern Rhodesia via Mozambique. 

25. A similar study of South Africa's trade in maize revealed substantial 
agreement between the exports recorded in South Africa's trade returns and the 
imports reported by reporting countries as shown below: 
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Productif& 4,393 4,907 9,299 5,316 5,339 6,424 

Table XIV 

South Africass production and trade in maize -- 
(in thousand metric tons) 

1965 1966 1967 1968 a 1970 

Exports : calendar year 326 46 2,001 2,949 760 1,230dl 

twelve months 
December-November- b/ 345 59 1,667 3,078 911 1,207 

Derived exports- Cl 325 58 1,477 3,023 i ,031 1,371 

d Excluding non-commercial proud&ion in villages. 

b/ Twelve months ending November of year stated. .Allowance of one month 
for ocean transport is made in order to make export figures more comparable to 
the reported import figures. 

d Imports from South Africa by reporting countries. 

d/ Estimate based on eleven months' data. 

26. Substantial agreement is also revealed by study of the trade in maize of 
Angola and Malawi. 

Exports of the reporting countries to Southern Rhodesia of the four commodity 
groups specified in resolution 232 (1966), paragraph 2 (d)-(f), namely motor 
vehicles and their parts, petroleum products, crude petroleum, and aircraft and 
their parts amounted to approximately $O.l,million in 1970 (compared with 
$36 million in the year 1965, $1.2 million in the year 1967 and $0.1 million in 
the year 1969). 

Imports of specific commodities 

gotor vehicles and their parts 

280 Among the four commodity groups, motor vehicles and their parts is the most 
important group. In 1970 the reporting countriess exports of these commodities 
t0 Southern Rhodesia was almost nil (compared with $34 million in the year 1965), 
$6.1 million in the year 1966, $l,O million in the year 1967. 

29. There appears to be a strong possibility that Southern Rhodesia may be 
receiving motor vehicles and their parts through neighbouring countries. This 
possibility is strengthened by the fact that Southern Rhodesia is maintaining 
its exporting pattern of this commodity group to its neighbouring countries. 
Malawi, for instance, reported annual imports of $0.5 million from Southern 
Rhodesia of motor vehicles and their parts during Sg67L1968 (compared with 
$1.3 million in 1965). For this reason, an analysis was made (in terms of 
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value- l') of the e p x arts of the reporting countries to Sou$h Africa and also to 
Mozambique, Angola, Malawi and Zambia Together with the corresponding imports by 
the above-mentioned countries from the reporting countries. The results of the 
analysis are shown in Tables XV and XVI below. 

Table XV 

Trade of South Africa in motor vehicles and their parts with reporting 
countries which provided about 93 per cent of importEof motor vehicles 

and their parts by Southern Rhodesia in 1965 

(in million US dollars) 

All reporting Germany United Aust- 
countries U.K. Fed. Rep. States Canada Japan France Italy ralia A- 

Exports to 
South Africa 

1965 

1966 

w3’ 

1968 

1969 

1970 

Imports of 
South Africa 

1965 

1966 

1967 305 

1968 318 

1969 

1970 

289 128 56 38 25 16 

288 120 60 43 23 16 

310 112 67 54 17 27 

331 96 84 50 20 30 

444 121 106 6-7 16 63 

514 68 120 55 20 69 

289 

273 

411 

49ok' 

130 55 38 

111 56' 44 

104 64 55 

93 79 51 

106 96 71 

N.A. bT.A. N.A ,. PIT.A. B.A. N.A. 1J.A. _nT.A. 

21 18 

21 15 

20 27 

18 29 

13 60 

9 

10 

12 

17 

19 

33 

9 

10 

11 

13 

15 

a 5 

a 6 

11 7 

11 13 

16 28 

23 a/ 35- 

9 5 

8 5 

11 7 

12 14 

17 26 

4 Estimated figure. 

Lb.1 Estimate based on eleven months' .data. 

1/ It is not possible to make a comprehensive study in terms of quantities 
because of the heterogeneous nature of'this group of commodites. Countries use 
different units of quantity to express the physical volume of imports and exports. 
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Table XVI 

Trade of Mozambique, Angola, Malawi and Zambia in motor 
vehicles and their parts with the reporting countries 

(in million US dollars) 

Exports of reporting countries to Imports of Mozambique, Angola, Malawi 
Mozambique, Angola, Malawi and Zambia and Zambia from reporting countries 

I 1965 48 49 

i 1966 73 62 

90 84 

104 94 

95 86 

121 a/ 94-- 

a/ - Estimated figure. 

30. It may be noted from the tables above that in the year 1965 exports agree 
well with the corresponding imports. However, in the years 1966, 1967, 1968, 1969 
and 1970 exports by the reporting countries to South Africa and to the four 
countries of Angola, Malawi, Mozambique, and Zambia exceeded the corresponding 
imports reported by those five countries as follows (in million US dollars): 

1966 m3’ 1968 1969 1970 

South Africa 15 5 13 33 24 

The four 
countries 11 6 10 9 27 

Total 26 11 23 42 51 

31. South Africa (not a reporting country) t.raditionally exported a substantial 
amount of motor vehicles and their parts to Southern Rhodesia. The amount of 
$2.2 million was reported by Southern Rhodesia for 1965. Although South Africa 
has not released a meaningful analysis by country of destination for this 
commodity group since 1964, a study of its partner countries' data makes it 
possible to estimate the approximate amount that Southern Rhodesia has received 
from South Africa. 
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Table XVII 

South African exports of motor vehicles and their parts 

(in million US dollars) 

1965 

a/ Total exports- 12,2 

(of which re-exports- "4 (4.7) 

to reporting countries./ 1.8 

to neighbouring countries 
other than Southern 
Rhodesia L/ 4.4 

to Southern Rhodesia 2.2&' 

unknown destination 3.8 

d South African figures. 

b,/ Estimated. 

1966 1967 - - 

17.3 22.0 

(7.3) (10.5 

2.1 3.3 

1968 1969 1970 - - 

24.4 20.0 21.3k' 

) (16.1) (13.4) (14.4) 

3.4 4.2 4 ob-/ . 

5.4 5.1 

6 0% 13 6 . 
) * 

3.8 ) 

3.4 3.0 4.0~~ 

17.6 12.0 13.3 

Cl - Reported by partner countries. 

al Reported by Southern Rhodesia. 

32. There is evidence of a substantial discrepancy between the export figures 
and the import figures. This, together with th.e increase in recorded South African 
imports and the high level of estimated South African exports to Southern Rhodesia 
leads to the conclusion that motor vehicles are reaching Southern Rhodesia, mainly 
through South Africa, in breach of Security Council resolution 253 (19681, at 
a level possibly well above the normal level of Southern Rhodesia's imports 
during the periods prior to the United Nations sanctions. 

33. As to petroleum supplies to Southern Rhodesia, no meaningful evaluation of the 
situation is possible from the data reported by the reporting countries listed 
in annex III. It is known that, following the closure of the only Southern 
Rhodesian Refinery at Umtali in January 1966, no imports of crude petroleum were 
required. Iran, Bahrain and Saudi Arabia were normal major suppliers of petroleum 
products, not only to Southern Rhodesia but also to South Africa, Mozambique and 
Angola. However, there is indication that major sources of supply of these 
commodities to Southern Rhodesia were shifted.to South Africa in the period 
1966-1970. Based on available statistics, it is estimated that between $50-60 milliofl 
worth of fuel was exported by South Africa to Southern Rhodesia in these five years. 
The remainder of Southern Rhodesia's normal requirement of about $75-90 million Was 
most likely supplied by South Africa, but presumably without statistical recording 
in the regular trade statistics as suggested in paragraph 6 above. 
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34. In evaluating the import pattern of Southern Rhodesian trade for the periods 
following the application of economic sanctions, it is not possible to give a 
commodity analysis as comprehensive as in the case for its export pattern for the 
reason?that Southern Rhodesia's exports are concentrated in a few primary 
commodities while its imports are much more diversified. For instance, the export 
commodities discussed in this note accounted for 59 per cent of the total 
Southern Rhodesian exports in 1965 whikthe four imports commodities discussed in 
the preceding paragraphs accounted for only 16 per cent of total Southern 
Rhodesian imports in 1965. 
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ANNEXES 



Imports of all commodities Prom Southern Rhodesia* 
(as reported by countries listed) 

(in thousand US dollars) 

ImDortinR country 

United States 

Canada 

Argentina 

Brazil 

Chile 

Colanbia 

Mexfco 

Belgium-Luxembourg 

fiance 

Germany, Federal 
Republic of 

ItElJy 

Netherlands 

United Klngda 

Denmark 

Norway 
1 Sweden 

1 Austria 

1 Portugal 

Switzerland' 

! Iceland 

[ Ireland 

f Greece 
1 
; Turkey 
1 Spain 1 
i Finland 

/ Yugoslavia 

iLi&!i 
14,056” 

3,152 

377 

55U 
4u 

185 

2-f 1 

2,806 

2,873 

35,u2 30,525 
16,666 8,554 
5,987 5,722 

83,711 12,809 

1,244 ;,205 

1,713 664 

1,960 182 

4,‘+36 1,673 

2,9271;/ 2,148 

5,678 4,155 

967 142 

2,58@ 5 ,644” 

3,343 

845 

677h/ 

JJ2fi6 il%i.L 
9,359 6,463 

‘v87 4 
62 10 
62 100 

230 

3,540 1,998 

1,856 1,059 

2,288 
290 

iLi2-3 
1,599 

2 

la& 
68 
1 

11/ 

829 
1,171 

13,298 
138 
542 
215 

l *. 

477 
50 

1,120 

27 

136 

163 

ilriz!2 
115 

1 
. . . 
. . . 
..* 
. . . 
. . . 
IL@ 
61 

15,966 

259 
2,406 

405 

572 
59 
21 

117 

18 1 

249 95 
5,635 3,58g 
3,925Il s,483y 

26 

. . . 
3,625v 

. . . 

4,2N” 

32 
6@ - 

156 
3 1 

4 
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ANNEX I (continued) 

Importing country 

Jordan 

Cyprus 
Libya 

Israel 

Iran 
Lebanon 

UAR 
Ethiopia 

Australia 

New Zealand 

Botswana 
Uganda 

Ght%lliS 

Mauritius 

Nigeria 

Zambia 

MELlflWi 

Ivory ccast 

Senegal 

An@;Oh 
Mozambique 

Liberia 

Tunisia 

Japan 
Ceylon 

India 

Pakistan 

Malaysia,West 

Singapore 

Sarawak 
Brunei 

sabah 

398 

a& 
24@ 

. . . 

1,241 

. . . 

3,266 

1,178 

5,432 

561 

297 
242 

1,017U 

99,507 
2O,805 

61.8 

2,991 

5 
2+ 

26,497 

87 

6,503 
29lY 

3,56$ 

2,1& 

1lU 

L!%.G 
470 
260 

156 29 . . . 

a.. 

189 
15 

787 

x&L 
201 

2 

2 

1 
,149 

60 

999 
. . . 

4 

a26@ 

25 

3 - 

5o;u ; 

64,904 45, 29 

17,267 14,732 

1 

689 
5,862 

9 \ 

1,137 

4,458 

9 

13,781 1,266 

79 2 
166 1 

1,123 5 

1968 
20 

2 

12 

74 
1 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

31,602 30,481 

12,588 12,534 

=-Y 374 
.*. 

a22 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
;2Y 

m 
* *. 

*. . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . * 
W/91/ 

15,505 
s 

.*. 

. . . 

. . . 

.*. 
3 

..t 
,v 

. . . 

.*. 
*** 
. . . 
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Imnortina country 

Hong Kong 

China,Taiwan 

Cambodia 

Laos 

Vietnam, 
Republic of 

Indonesia 

~ Korecl, 
Republic of 

1 Philippines 

Thailand 

Jamaica 

Trinidad and 
Tpbag0 

Barbados 

Guyaf= 
Netherlands 

Antilles 

Fiji 

Western Samoa 

Malta 

AJlCi52 
2,313 

081/ 

.*. 

l24u 

56& 

389 
22 

168 

222 

217 

ANNEX I (continued) 

1966: i!s2a 
2,082 22 

. . . 

3& 

456 

360 

12j 

8 

4 

UT 

88 

38 

1 

* Exports to the countries listed above accounted for approximately 86 per cent - 
of the total exports of Southern Rhodesiain 1965. 

ikt?IQ 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. L. 
B 

. . . 

. . . 

.I. 
3 

.*. 

. . . 
-a/ 

.*. 
l .  .  

2 

&/ Refers to trade with the Federation of Rhodesia and Ryasaland. 
1 g/ January-March. 

3 
d 

January-June. 
J See the official declaration of the Swiss Government contained in annex II 

to United Nations document S/7781. 
2.1 "The Swiss importer is authorized to make use of his yearly quota any time Of 

the year, e.g., in the early months of the year,lyo'(. The quotas are compounded 
on the basis of the average.import quantity of the.commodity during the previous 
three years. Fluctuations are furthermore possible between- the Years, as the use 
Of a yearly quota requested in December may only appear in the trade statisths 
of the first three months of the following year, the reason being that the import 
licences granted within the quot a are gezerii~ valid for three months .'I 

gi J anuary-February. 
J?/ March-December. 
g/ January-September. 
e/ January-May. 
10/ July-December. 
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ANNM II 

Exports of all ccxnmodities to Southern Rhodesia* 
(as reported by countries listed) 

(in thousand US dollars) 

AZ&i Jai22 iJs!!s 
7,491 3,757 2,024 

575 89 22 

20 24 13 

265 
22,98& 

3,625 

;u 2u 
20/ 

6,832 

3,850 

4& 103u 5f@ 

3,444 1,922 1,312 

4,246 3~6 2,380 

10,903 11,186 

6,318 5,010 7,291 5,7+8 
88,808 7,648 6Q-f 31 

1,527 760 

3,413 51 
800 1,256 

iL%s 
455 

2 

Exportina country 

United States 

Canada 

Argentina 

qrazil 

Chile 

Colombia 

Mexico 

Belgium-Luxembourg 

France 

Germany, Federal 
Republic of 

1hJ-Y 
Netherlands 

United Kingdmn 

Denmark 

Norway 

Sweden 

Austria 

Portugal 

SwitzerlandY 

Iceland 

Ireland 

Greece 

Turkey 

Spain 

Finland 

Yugoshvia 

Jordan 

Cyprus. 

514 
16 

. . . 

61/ 

139 
200 

. .* 

5461 
286 

12,914 

1,295 

3,000 

1,946 

29 
1 

1,234 

73 

57 

1,958 
29 
1 

2 

87 

1,176 
63 

278 

1,206 

31 

12,305 

1,339 

4,699 

UT7 

37 

183 
1 

1,252 
1,824 

1,939 
1u 

31 

1,082 , 

55Y. 1,055 
1,641 090 

87@ ..* 

1,969 2,513 
11/ 
4 37 

63L/ l> 2J 1 

193 31 
492 14 

16” 8@ 

1 

1 5 3 
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UNEX II (continued) 

1965 

1,48$ 
2,821" 

. . . 
1 

*.. 

4,510 

237T/ 

412 

17 
6 

12$ 

15,317 

4,359 

1,82iU 

7,018 

2,951 

3Q# 
304u 

3,247 

1u 

16,684 

288 

4,526 

44& 

61& 
Jf 1,217 

I.22 

154 

2,698 

16 

1,328 318 

. . . 
5 

.*a 

5,851 

l;i/ 
.*. 

1,332 613 

2,672 3,804 

6$ 

l .  .  

3 

13,597 4,525 

2 

EXPortinfx country 

WV3 
Israel 

Iran 

Lebanon 

UAR 

EXhiopia 

Australia 

NewZealand 

w=~ 
Ghana 

Mauritius 

Nigeria 

Zambia 

ElalEbWi 

Ivory Coast 

Senegal 

h.30~ 
Mozambique 

Liberia 

Tunisia 

Jamn 

Ceylon 

India 

Pakistan 

Malitysia, West 

Singapore 

saram 

Brunei 

saw 

Hang Qw3 
China, Taiwan 

Cambodia 

.** 

2,4811/ 5,653 

. . . 

6 

2,850 

2,735 

. . . 
39+ 

4,181 
,a 

. . . 

214 

3,818 

* . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

l .  .  

. . . 

-253- 



ANNEX II (continued) 

3968 J!s& 1970 

. . . 
ExportinR countrv 

Ii306 

Viet-Nam 
Republic of 

Indonesia 

Korea, 
Republic of 

Philippines 

Thailand 

Jamaica 

Trinidad and 
Tobago 

Barbados 

Guyana 
Netherlands Antilles 

FiJi 

Western Samoa 

Malta 

. . . 

. . . . . . 

3 

6.. . . . 

1 

2J 1 

2J 1 
..C 

a i 

. . . 

. . . . . . 
,u’ 

l . . 

3 

. . . 
3 9 

Q Imports fran the countries listed above accounted for approximately 75 per cent 
of the total imports of Southern Rhodesia in 1965. 

u Refers to trade with the Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland. 

d January-March. 

&' January-June. 

g See the official declaration of the Swiss Government contained in Annex II to 
Un$.ted Nations document S/7781. 

fi/ Dtiestic exports. 
Q ,JanuarySeptember. 

1/ January-May. 

8/ July-December 
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ANNEX III 

Trade in commodities 

LFublished separately as Special Supplement No. 2A.T 
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