UNITED
NATIONS A

g’@ General Assembly
&)

PROVIS IONAL

A/43/PV.50
18 November 1988

ENGL ISH

Forty-third session '

GENERAL ASSEMBLY

PROVIS IONAL VERBATIM RECORD OF THE FIFTIETH MEET ING

Held at Headquarters, New York,
on Tuesday, 15 November 1988, at 3 p.m.

President: Mr. QAU (Argentina)
later: Mr. AL-SHAKAR (Vice-President) (Bahrain)
laters Mr. QUID (Argentina)
later: Mr. AL-SHARAR (Vice-President) (Bahrain)
laters Mr. BRAN® (Vice~President) (Saoc Tome . Principe)

= The situation in Central America: threats to international peace and security
and peace initiativess

(a) Renort of the Secretary-General
(b) Draft resolution
= Question of Namibia [29)
(a) Report of the United Mations Council for Namibia

(b) Report of the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples

(c) Report of the Secretary-General
(d) Report of the Fourth Committee
(e) Draft resolutions

This record contains the original text of speeches delivered in English and
interpretations of Speeches in the other languages. The final text will be printed
in the Official Records of the General Assembly.

Corrections should be submittea to original speeches only. They should be
sent under the signature of a menmber of the delegation concerned, within one week,
to the Chief, Official Records Editing Section, Department of Conference Services,
room DC2-750, 2 United Nations Plaza, and incorporated in a copy of the record.

88-64427/a 8507-08v (E)



BCT'/mtm A/43/PV.50
2

The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITEM 22

THE SITUATION IN CENTRAL AMERICA: THREATS TO INTERNAT IONAL FEACE AND SECURITY AND
PEACE INITIATIVES:

(a) REFORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/43/729) 3
(b) DRAFT RESOLUTION (A/43/L.26)

The PRESIDENT (ipterpretation from Spanish): I call on the

representative of Guatemala to introduce the draft recolution in document
A/43/L, 26.

Mr. VILLAGRAN DE LEON (Guatemala) (interpretation from Spanish): I have

the honour of introducing the draft resolution on the situation in Central America,
on behalf of my colleagues from the Central American subregion as well as from the
countries of the Contadora Group and of its Support Group, whose co-sponsorship we
appreciate.

The draft resolution ig the result of open and constructive discussions among
representatives of the five Central American countries, discussions in which they
realistically recognized the lack of progress in the process of implementing the
Esquipulas II agreements, signed in Guatemala on 7 August 1987, and in which they
maintained the view that those agreements contain the indispensable principles and
elements for the achievement of firm ang lasting peace in Central America. 1In
those discussions there was also great awareness of and interest in the need to
continue and promote the regional peace process. That is the sense and purpose of
the draft resolution which the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Colombia,
Mexico, Panama, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuels also have supported with their valuable
co=-sponsor ship.

Those fraternal countries which make up the Contadora and Support Groups have

maintained a constant interest in a peaceful solution of the Central American
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Guatemala)
conflict and a constant readiness to help us in the search for that solution. We
recognize once again, with gratitude, that the efforts made by the Contadora and
Support Groups contributed to creating a political-diplomatic space that made
possible and éncouraged the negotiation and subsequent signing of the Esquipulas II
agreements by the Central American Presidents, We are pleased that those efforts
Served also to identify new ang More ambitious goals towards Latin American
integration through consultation and political agreement.

The draft resolution that we have submitted reflects the concern expressed at
the beginning of thig session of the General Assembly by a large number of
delegations about the difficulties cenfronting the peace process., 1In it, the

Assembly would appeal to the five Central American Governments to continue to do

agreements, harmonious and stable coexistence, ensuring peace, democracy,
developnent, security and respect for human rights. It would also request the
Secretary-General to con tinue affording the fullest possible support to the
Governments of the region, both at the diplomatic level and in terms of
Co-operation. With a view to promoting full observance of the principles of
self-~determination ang non-intervention, an appeal is made to the countries with
links to the region and interests in it to facilitate the implementation of the
Esquipulas II agreements. Lastly, under the draft resolution the Assembly would
urge the international community to increase its technical, economic and financial
co-operation with the region,

This draft resolution merely reflects a reality and points to conditions
hnecessary to improve the situation, for the benefit of all Central Americans. The
members of the Assembly cén contribute to that noble goal by giving the draft

resolution their unanimous support.
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I wish to take this opportunity to present Guatemala's position on the
situation in Central America,

My Government also is concerned at the deadlock in the regional peace process
and is always ready to contribute to the fulfilment of the urgent task of giving
the process new impetus. It is pPrecisely for that purpcse that President Cerezo
has insisted on the timeliness of holding another meeting of Central American Heads
of State. President Cerezo believes in dialogue and negotiation as the most
appropriate means to settle differences among States, and his policy of active
heutrality is based on the principle of the peaceful settlement of disputes as well
A8 on respect for self-determination and non-intervention.

Aware of the difficulties that we would have to confront and overcome, after
the historic signing of the "Procedures for the establishment of a firm and lasting
peace in Centrail America®, President Cerezo said the following before the General
Assembly last year:

"The Esquipulas II agreement is only a first step on a lbng road. We
cannot proclaim to the world that the mere fact of having signed it has solved
all the problems, that Peace and stability have been achieved. Far from it:
now comes the hard part of thig task, because if it was difficult to achieve
agreements that seemed quite imprcbable, it is even more difficult to put them

into effect™ (A/42/PV.6, pp. 12 and 13)

We accept our responsibility and we express again our resolve to make greater
efforts to d what we should do to achieve the objective of peace, democracy and
development. None the lese, we must bear in mind that peace in our region wili not
be the result only of the political will of the Governments and peoples of Central

America. That is why the appeal to countries outside the region but with links to
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and interests in it to shoulder their responsibility and facilitate the process of
implement:ing the Esquipulas II agreements is relevant.

Now more than ever before it ig hecessary to Strengthen that process, to
enccourage and promote it so that it will oontinue and be enricheqd by new
contributions. we know that it is basically up to us Central Americans to
demonstrate with deeds that we are inspired by the will to buiig democratic and
united societies capable of promoting development in the region. we understang
that it is hecessary for certain positions to be mage more flexible and that,
through dialogue ang negotiation, we must make a contribution not only by propos ing
and demanding but also, and above all, by knowing how to yvield and make compromises.

By choosing active heutrality, Guatemala seeks to make a positive contribution
in the region. In order to promote stability ang security in Central America, we

have carefully observed, for a number of years now, the principles contained in the

has refrained from participating in the arms race., The Government of Guatemala
does not participate in international military manoeuvres, nor are there foreign

military installations or foreign military advisers in the country., fThe Government
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Guatemala considers that the commitments undertaken in the Esquipulas IX
agreements on the non-~use of territory to attack other States and on the cessation
of aid to irregular forces or insurrectionist movements must be implemented.

Guatemala has also pProposed the creation of a Central American parliament.

The Treaty establishing the parliament has already been signed and ratified by four

countries. We are hoping for ratification by the other in the near future.
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The Central American parliament will be an important forum for political
interaction between ideological parties and communities and will serve to promote
the discussion of our economic, social and political problems, as well as to
strengthen and complement those formulas of negotiation aimed at achieving peaceful
coexistence in Central America.

In Central America there are other forms of interaction that confirm the close
link between peace and development. In the economic field it is appropriate to
mention the decision of the five Central American Governments to adopt measures to
strengthen the secretariat of the Common Market, of the Central American Bank for
Economic Integratior and the Central American Monetary Council. In the commercial
field the negotiation of a new customs agreement will help expedite the adherence
of four countries to the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). The f£ifth
country, Nicaragua has been a member of GATT for a number of years. This means
that in Central America there prevails a clear awareness of the interdependence of
our countries and the need to deepen the process of regional integration.

The definition of the machinery for the implementation of the special plan of
economic co-operation in Central America prepared by the United Nations Development
Programme, as well as the decision jointly to administer special support by the
international community for that plan, are the result of that integrationist
avareness which has survived in spite of the tensions and difficulties of recent
years.

In the social sphere we are fully aware of the problens faced by refugees and
we want to find solutions with the assistance of the Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees. For this purpose, we have proposed to the General
Assembly that it convene an international conference on Central American re fugees

for next year.
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This integrationist awareness has been encouraged by dialogue with other
regions of the international commrunity, especially with cur Latin American brothers
and with the European Economic Community. This dialogue with the European Economic
Community has not only been a source of inspiration but has also strengthened our
faith in our vast potential to build a better future for our peoples.

Mr. SERRANO CALDERA (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): Item 22

of the agenda of this forty-third session is without doubt one of the most
important items the General Assembly has discussed during this decade. The
discussions and resoluticns of the Assembly are supplemented by the debates and
resolutions of the Security Council, which has primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security.

All this diplomatic activity has not been in vsin. In addition to the
tremendous work of the Contadora Group and its Support Group, and the continued
willingness of the Secretary-General to lend his co-operation in the peace efforts,
this diplomatic activity has prevented greater deterioration and helped create the
basis for a peaceful settlement of the crisis in the region. Without those
efforts, we Central Americans would have been unable to go to Esquipulas las: year
and commit ourselves o a series of obligations constituting the synthesis of all
the political and diplomatic efforts and, on the basis of total respect for the
principles of the Charter and international law, the answer to the problems,
concerns and aspirations of our peoples.,

Unanimous recognition of such efforts found expression in the first resolution
adopted by the Cenerail Assembly at its previous session, namely resolution 42/1, in
which the Assembly expressed its firm support for the agreement known as the
"Procedure for the establishment of a firm and lasting peace in Central America®,
signed by the five Central American Presidents on 7 August 1987 in Esquipulas,

Guatemala.
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A further summit meeting of the Central American States, held in Alajuela,
Costa Rica, on 16 Januvary this year, gave fresh impetus to the peace process in the
area. The progress made hag been set out in the excellent report presented to the
Assermbly by the Secretary-General in document A/43/729. oOf course, all thege
efforts have not been insufficient, for peace and development remain a dream yet to
be realized, a right our peoples must continue fighting for every day at the cost
of their blood.

The Secretary~General recogn.ized this when he stated, in paragraph 1l of his
feport:

"On the other hand, there has been an apparent lack of similar progress
towards fulfilment of the commitments on non-use of territory to attack other
States and on termination of aid for irregular forces and insurrectionist
movements. The lack of pProgress towards compliance with those obligations not
only has affected the simultaneous fulfilment of the comnitments embodied in
the agreement, but also has undermined the Esquipulas II strategy aimed at
bringing about the cessation of hostilities on the basis of a broad amnesty
and democratization, in conjunction with the terminai “on of aid for irreqular
forces and insurrectionist movements, and non-use of territory to attack other
States. It seems that since the Alajuela Declaration was issued, the
principle of simultaneity has been replaced by the principle of unilateralism;
but it is Aifficult to imgine how in practice the principle of reciprocity in
the fulfilment of the commitments could cease to apply.” (A/43/729)

It is with satisfaction and pride that I reiterate before the Assembly that the
pProfound desire for peace vhich motivates my Government:‘- a desire which has been
further demenstrated by the strenuous efforts made unilaterally to ensure the

implementation of the Esquipulas 11 commitments,
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It must be recognized, that the Esquipulas II efforts, have failed to achieve the
desired results, because the policy of aggression and destabilization has not
ceased, and because the present United States Administration is continuing to spend
millions of dollars to preserve the war option and has boycotted efforts to bring
about dialogue and reconciliation.

On 23 March this year my Government reached an agreement with the leadersnip
of the so~-called Nicaraguan resistance, This agreement of principle, the so-called
Sapoa agreement, could not be developed at subsequent meetings, because of the
orders given by the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) to the m111tanst sectors of
the counter-revolutionary leadership to disrupt and boycott the negotiating |
process. The reason was obviouss those negotiations were at that time an obstacle
to the efforts of the Reagan Administration to obtain greater military assistance
for its poorly named freedom fighters.

The pressure put on and the ma‘nipulation‘of internal opposition groups by the
Reagan Administration also came to light through the so-called Melton pilan,
orchestrated by the United States Ambassador in Managua, the objective of which was
to create a sitnation of internal chaos.,

Last week President Reagan's Administration; in a rcaffirmation of its
obsessive, bling policy; renewed the trade embargo against Nicaragua, which was
declared illegal by the International Court of Justice in its Judgment of
27 June 1986 and the immediate lifting of which has been urged by this General
Assembly since it was first imposed in 1985. A1l this provides a tangible, tragic
example of how the war option has prevailed to this very moment.

The Secretary-General therefore recognizes in his report that it is not simply

a renewed impetus on the part of the Central American Governments that is needed.
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These Governments are, I am sure, ready and willing to demonstrate suchk a spirit,
They have already demonstrated it by working together on the special plan of
economic co-operation for Central America, prepared by the Secretary-General with
our enthusiastic collaboration, and approved by the Assembly in its resolution
42/231 on 12 May this year. They continue to demonstrate it by presenting today to
this Assembly a draft resolution on the subject of peace and security in Central
America, which enjoys the firm support of the five Governments and constitutes a
substantive contribution to the process begun in E_ dpulas a year ago. They have
demonstrated this will also by agreeing to meet again at the end of this month at
the presidential level in the city of San Salvador. This Central Amer ican
agreement on the urgent need to put an end to wa. and respond to our peoples' needs
for freedom and development should go hand in hand with the actions of countr ies
outside the region, as the Secretary-General recognizes when he States:

"the countries outside the region with ties and interests in it must

resolutely decide to facilitate that task and refrain from any action likely

to undermine it." (A/43/729, para. 12)

What the five Central American countries are seeking is an opportunity for
peace. We urge and demand tﬁat we be allowed to exercise our rights, and fulfil
our responsibility to sclve our problems through negotiation and dialogue, tc work
together, to rebuild our devastated economies and have the support of the
international community so as to be able to face the economic and social problems
of the region.

What have we achieved in all these years? wWhat have been the fruits of the
Policy of destabilization and war that has inspired the Reagan Administration? Has
the time not come to understand that war, devtruction, economic and financial

blockades, arrcgant domination and threats are not the means of solving and will
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not solve the problems of Central America? Has the time not come to wmderstand
that the Security interests of the United States, which it Says are threatened,

will be better gerved by a Central America at peace, united and committed to the

chapter of eight years of genocidal war and begin writing the chapter of peace?

Have 50,000 victims ang more than $12 billion in material damage - the price
Nicaragua has had to pay to defend its national dignity, sovereignty and
independence - not been enough?

At this particular time in the history of the United States there is an
exceptional opportunity to correct the mistaken course of the past. as always,
Nicaragua has been ready and willing, and will continue to be 80, to take the first
step. The President of Nicaragua, Daniel Ortega Saavedra, in his message of
ocongratulation to Mr. George Bush, the President-elect of the United States, stated:

"On learning the results of the election of § November last, I shouid 1ike to

offer you my greetings and express the readiness of Nicaragua to work for the

normalization of relations between our countries. 1 recall that when we shook
hands in the Brazilian Congress in March 1985 the politicai leaders of Latin

Anecica and other warld leaders gathered there broke i{nto applause which

clearly expressed the desire that pPeace should reign between our two nations,

This is the desire of Nicaragua, and we understand that it js the desire also

of the immensge majority of the pecple of the United States. I invite you to

work with us to make this noble aspiration o peace a reality."

We hope that thoge words of the President of Nicaragua will be heeded by the
next President of the United States. We hope that the voice of the General

Assembly, which this afternocon will certainly be adopting a new and dramatic
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appeal for peace in Central &merica, will not be digsregarded. We trust that this
document, which is supported unanimously by the Central American countr ies, by the
countries of the Contadora Group and of the Support Group, will be understood as an

unanbigucus message of peace
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Mr. MARTINEZ ORDOREZ (Honduras) (interpretaticn from Spanish): 'The

General Assembly is meeting today to deal with the item entitled "The situation in
Central Zmericas threats to international peace and security and initiatives®, a

subject which is important to the international community & 4 vital for those of us
to whom the region is bome. The fact that this session is being presided over by a

man who has played a significant part in the Contadora Support Group and our own

peace effort is not only a guarantee but a symbol of hope,

Every human being is a living monument of his cul ture and experience. By the
Same token, every nation is a living monument to its culture and history. Central
America came into existence as one single political entity in the colonial era,
born to independent life on 15 September 1821 as one entity, and the countries
which make it up have travelled the path of history sharing successes and setbacks
on roads which intertwine in such a way that they could almost be defined as one
single path.

What is at stake in Central America is the definition and determination of a
dustiny which we all know that we all share., Therefore, we have always recognized
that this requires a comprehensive regional solution. Faced with the disagreemznts
which have arisen among the Central America leaders ag to the best course towards
this destiny and the impact of the deep social needs involved, internal confl ict
has broken out in some Central American countries. Hence, there is a need for us,
through mutual concessions, to solve those problems in a high-level dialogue,

Even though the definitid;'x of Central America's destiny in every instance
concerns the Central Americans themselves, brother countries megting in the
Contadora and Support Groups to air their fraternal commitment to their aspirations
for peace, the interference of other international forces makes the problem more
complex. %Thus promising dialogue is at times complicated and impeded. In one of

those instances there arose the initiative of the President of the Republic
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ot Costa Rica, Mr. Oscar Arias Sanchez, resulting in the Esquipulas II, which
brought new hope, not only to the Central Americans but to the entire international
community .

It is clear that Esquipulas II is a framework constituting an important
contribution to the process which should lead to peace, democracy, justice and
reconciliation in Central America, and hence development. All those objectives
have been recognized in the Esquipulas agreements as basic to our peoples.

Honduras, which fully shares these aspirations, recognizes that Esquipulas II
defines, to a great extent, an appropriate response to our regional crisis. It
similarly recognizes that the process, heralded by Esquipulas II is now almost
stagnant as a result of difficulties which have arisen at the negotiating table,
the complexities of the problem and the need for us, the Central Americans, to
recover trust in each other.

Honduras is well aware of the urgent need to give renewed vitality to the
Central American dialogue wi thout moving away from the process referred to in
Esquipulas I1I, particularly its cbjectives, and a constructive proposal was
presented at the general debate of the General Assembly by our Foreign Minister,
Carlos Lopez Contreras, which, taking up the questicn of the security and
tranquillity needed in the frontier zZones, and proposing an appropriate solution to
the problems there, afforded the international comun ity an cpportunity to make
available an effective recourse for the purpose of curbing armed violence in the
region.

I have to point out that the Honduran proposal is not rigid or absolute. It
is open to modifications, which could improve or supplement it and points out
international obstacles only with the idea that dialogue will overcome them. From
another standpoint we trust that it motivates the Central American Governments to

contr ibute innovative ideas to make the process of the Esquipulas II more viable.
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I am very pleased to be able to inform the Assembly that the propesal of the
Honduran Government to which I refer has been received in my country with the
greatest possible enthusiasm. All the political parties have supported it, as well
as professional federations, workers! unions, agricultural and farmers"
organizations and the national press. Wi thout exaggerating, I can say that the
Foreign Minister, in submitting it, spoke in the name of the entire Honduran
people. The international presc and many Governments, foreign corporations and
organizations have welcomed the Honduran propcsal.

San Salvador, where the Foreign Ministers of our region are meeting in a
session of the Organization of American States, Presents a good opportunity for the
Central American Foreign Ministers to meet, analyse our Proposal, supplement it
with their own ideas and implement it through joint action in order to establish
the vital security of the frontier Zones, which would contribute significantly to
the achievement of the objectives of Esquipulas II to which Honduras commits jitg
best efforts.

Central America has an urgent need to see the prolonged armed conflict Cease
in those of our countries in which it js raging. It has an urgent need to see
security established in all our countries and a return of peace to our region. It
has an urgent need for genuine internal reconciliation in each one of the States
afflicted by armeq conflict. It has an urgent need to see internal conditions in
our countries improve to put an end to the tragic exodus of refugees looking for
safety, so that the thousands of refugees who have left their homelands, sharing
the aspirations of their brother peoples, can return, There is an urgent need to
do away with the reasons for the irrational aALmsS race we are witnessing. we have
an urgent need to see our citizens regard each other as brothers again, living in
democr acy, opening up new Prespects for economic, social and cultural development.

All of this can be achieved through Esquipulas II which can make it a reality.
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Mr. RIVERA BIANCHINI (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): The

Ceneral AsSembly As once again dealing with the concerns, situation and aspirations
of Cent:ral dmerica. On this occasion I wish to expresa the views of the Government
of Costa Rica, doing so with an awareness not only of what an honour it is to
address this Plenary Assembly, but also of ﬁhe constraints imposed by the

A’gsgmbly 's heavy agerida and the time allotted for the debate on this issue. I
,A,"vlould havé wished to make a more extensxve statement, with much more detail, but I
an limited by the measures taken and the obligatien to confine myself to the time
allotted so that the greatest number of delegations interested in the subject can
make statements.

As _é&s the case last year. the representatives of the five Central Pmerican

oom,t::;_@s have together prepared a draft resolution, with the co-sponsotship of the

tepresentatives of the Contadora and Support Groups, reflecting the genercsity and
spirit of co-operation that has characterized their endeavours in respect of our
problems. Hence this is a pProposal that results from an agreement amcng the States
of the rggion involved in a problem; however, all of them want. %0 live in peace.

That is why we are ‘mfi.dent that all members of the intefhational commun ity
wiil .suppm:t. shis initiative, that it will be possible to obtain the consensus
reached last year, as well as agrasment on the draft resclutions concexr:ing the
special plan of assistance to Centtal Axaerica and to the problem of refugees.

The crisis in Cent.al mne:im is not of ‘reeeeat o:-,uv it dates back to a
history of unjust structures, wit:h bittet political, social and economic vioclence
and the constant presence of foreign intemsts bn the regidh. It is ‘s {histm:y of
divergency that has become more acute in -Acent yéamv .

In some countries of the region the possibility of amieVmg struct:ural change
is limited, owing to the concentration of power in certain gtwps. All comtries-

have problems of political tefugees or fnigration difficulties, be they for
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have problems of political refugees or migration difficulties, be they for economic
Feasons or because of violence. Extreme Poverty or a lack of basic needs affects
over 50 per cent of the population; agricultural lands are increasingly
concentrated in the hands of the few; barely 30 per cent of the economically active
pPopulation is covered by a health System; unemployment is on the increase; in two
countries almost half the Population can neither read nor write; the foreign debt
is over $20 billion ana the flight of capital in three countries represents over

50 per cent of the foreign debt.

Given the wor sening of the crisis, various proposals for negotiation were put
forward; these proposals have been Strengthened, thanks to the efforts of the
Contadora Group, and have finally taken shape in the agreements reached by the
Central American Presidants in august 1987,

These agreements, which reflected the confidence and fajith of the Central
American peoples, in a short time achieved things that seemed impossible. The
inflexibility of traditicnal positions yielded to dialoque. Divergences seemed to
turn into a sea of agreements. Intransigence in Central America seemed to
disappear. The five nations on their own, through their own will, opened the way
to a world of peace, freedom and democracy. The international community spoke out
to welcome with hope what had been achieved and was emerging in Central America.
How could a regional or global forum not express its pleasure at the efforts made
by five small countries in the quest for peace, to strengthen democracy, to
overcome the dark nights of dictatorships, injustice and poverty?

But just as in the case of other regional conflicts where this year the
promise of a solution could be discerned, we must recognize that the spirit which
emerged in August 1987 has not flourished as we would all have wished. We regret

to say that our region is still experiencing a painful military reality, continued
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violation of human rights, constant abridgment of freedoms, continued distrust and
lack of political will on the part of some of the Protagonists in the Central
American tragedy.

The Esquipulas agreements, as conceived by President Arias and subsequently
accepted by the other four Presidents, are genuine commitments to peace and
democr acy. They represent immediate, concrete and effective actions, actions that
aim to have rhetoric yield to tangible deeds 80 that we can all become true

champions of democr acy and peace.

As a country that cherishes democracy, Costa Rica deplores any setback in the
implementation of the commitments entered into in the Peace plan. It distresses us
to see delay or to See the light of hope provided by the Presidents of Central
America extinguished.

Nevertheless, we have not lost our optimism, determination and faith in our
future.

Central America ig called upon to provide examples of freedom, of democr acy
and peace. It is not just that we should bequeath to our children the problems of
today's Central America. Wwhy not aspire to having our peoples in future concer ned
only with their development and the improvement of their standards of living rather
than with Seek ing formulas for peace?

Although the main structural elements angd the difficulties in achieving
stability still exist, the crisis has changed its course. Its focus has been moved

from conflict to negotiation. It has been reaffirmed that a comprehensive solution
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to the Central American crisis is political and not military. We have stressed the
increasingly close link that exists between peace, democracy, development and
Justice.

It is true that the negotiations held within the framework of the Esquipulas
agreements have not been completely successful, neither in the individual countries
nor at the regional level. Al though differences still persist, this year we have
had more dialogue and less violence. For the first time the insurgents from
Guatemala, El Salvador and Nicaragua have these past months entered into dialegque
with their respective Governments., This year the United Nations approved the
special plan of economic assistance to Central America, the implementation of which
will mean that the social and econamic needs that constituted the initial causes of
the crisis will be met, and we trust that this will become a reality. This is the
Year vhen the European Economic Community is redoubling its efforts and giving
special assistance for the development of Central America, This is the year when
the machinery for latin American agreement is obtaining assistance in the field of
economic co-operation. This year the amnesty laws were enacted; there were pardons
and many men and women were released from prison. This year of the peace plan is
the year of committees of national reconciliation. Thig has been a year more of
aspirations and of looking to the future than of disappointments and of looking to
the past.

Undoubtedly, in spite of war this year has for Central America been better
than others. None the less, if all the parties had had greater resolve we would
have gone further still. Our Government hopes that what was not achieved in this

first will be achieved in the coming months.
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The majority of the Central American Peoples are in favour of a negotiated
political salution, not a military solution, to the crisis in the region. The
minorities and certain interests outside the region that have promoted war as a
means of resolving conflicts in the isthmus are tending to disappear. That is why
the Costa Rican Guvernment reaffirms its position, which will remain unassailable,
that the Esquipulas IX agreements offer the frame of reference and the path for the
attainment of peace in Central America.

Nothing that has been done OF not done since August 1987 has indicated that
the plan cannot be implemented or that the solutions agreed are not valid for the
Central American situation, The time has come for a new examination of conscience,
the time to make amends. It is an important time, at vhich to admit our failures
and correct our mistakes. This is the time not to hesitate or change our course
but rather to make greater efforts to be true to the word.

We must achieve peace through nationai reconciliation and by putting an end to
external aid to the vying factions. we must make effective our protection of human
rights and continue our protection of public freedoms. We must institutionalize
free suffrage, honestly exercised by the people, as the sole formula for political
Power. We must restore the validity of the principle of non-intervention in the
internal affairs of other States and the use of peaceful means for the settlement
of disputes, wherever they may occur. we must eliminate the arms race, which only
brings the peoples tragedy and suffering. We must implement the peace plan not
only in areas where there are immediate advantages but also in those where there
may be problems. Central America must once again demonstrate its firm resolve to
live in peace and democr acy.

The strengthening of the Central American democr acies depends mainly on the
internal efforts of each country. None the less, however heroic those efforts,

they will never suffice if we do not achieve for the future of those democracies a
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political and economic Space more conducive to growth. This is where we need the
Support of the international community, so that just as it helped us to establish
the peace plan, so it will use its influence to make it possible to implement that
Flan.

The Costa Rican Government is aware that failure to comply with the Esquipulas
agreements would prevent the Central American countries from getting the support
promised by the international community. It is impossible to deny freedom and
request aid of free nations. It is impossible to deny democracy and “zequest
democratic nations to contribute o that we can embark on the course of
development. It is impossible to devote every effort to war and then claim
guarantees of life in peace.

The Costa Rican Government intends to implement each and every one of the
Esquipulas commitments. we also express our willingness to participate in all
negotiations, take every step and make every effort to fulfil every obligation to
make those commitments effective.

We invite members to join us in this effort to give a greater impetus to the
peace-making process. We urge members to co-operate with all the means at their
command to bring about a renewed resclve not only to reactivate but to complete,
with glory and in a definitive fashion, that difficult but possible endeavour, the
endeavour of peace.

Mr . MELENDEZ BARAHDNA (El Salvador) (interpretation from Spanish): 1I

wish to take this opportunity, Sir, to tell you, on behalf of the people and

Gover nment of El Salvador, how pleased we are at your election to the presidency of
the General Assembly at its forty-third session and by the very efficient,
responsibi‘é way in which you are guiding our work and deliberations on the various
complex subjects which are being considered during this session.

Consideration of the situation in Central America began in our Organization in
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1983, precisely five years ago, for the purpose of analysing, among other things,
the prevailing serious political situation, the intraregional crisis of confidence,
the threats of intervention, the possibility of a generalized armed conflict and
ways of avoiding it and finding a political soluticn to the regional problem so as
to prevent a breakdown of international peace and security, basing ourselves on the
purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter.

As everyone knows, it has been recognized that the present crisis in our
region is the result of economic and political structures whose historical
development has not been in accordance with the needs of social dynamism and whose
causes derive from both endogenous and exogenous factors. As a result our naticnal
societies are in a tragic state of poverty, social inijustice, limited opportunity,
closed and authoritarian political systems and so on, and this has given rise to
internal situations of instability, polarization and confrontation between the
various social groups, as well as the emergence of serious differences between the
countries of the region.

The efforts of Central American Governments to overcome underdevelopment and
improve the well-being of their peoples have been limited not only by the social
and political situation resulting from a lack of democracy in the broader sense,
but also because the foundation for development has consisted and still consists
basically of economies that are in the main not exporting economies and are
dependent on the unstable conditions of the international econamy, Never theless,
experience in some Central American countries shows that in the periods of peace
and stability that have followed times of political agitation development
progr ammes were established which, although limited in their results, made possible
economic growth based on close co-operation among Central American comtries,

particularly in the 1960s and at the beginning of the 1970s. Unfor tunately,
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however, these did not solve the problem of social inequalities, and the gap
between rich and poor continued to grow.

The Alliance for Progress, the Central American Common Market, the Generalized
System of Preferences and the Caribbean Basin recovery mechanism, because of the
limitations of underdevelopment in Central America and because the situation does
not require it yet, have not been iﬁprwed upon, gone into in greater depth or
given the necessary support, so that their development and the benefits they have
vielded have been very limited.

The deepening economic cr isis, which has become more acute in recent years as
a result of increasing foreign debt, natural disasters and, in some countries, the
existence of internal armeq conflicts, and the emergence of a state of ideological
confrontation in the Central American region which could have given rise to
regional conflicts, were the crucial characteristics of the early 1980s. These in
turn gave rise to initiatives to achieve a negotiated political solution to the
crisis and to estsblish a climate of trust, security and stability to avoid a wider
conflict. Among the initiatives adopted to this end recognition must be given to
the efforts and contribution of the Contadora Group and the Support Group in the
search for a solution to the regional crisis; the peace proposal of President Arias
of Costa Rica, which culminated in the signing by the Central American Presidents
of the Esquipulas agreement of 7 August 1987, entitled "Procedure for the
establishment of a firm and lasting peace in Central 2merica"; the joint
initiatives of the Secretaries~General of the United Nations and the Organization
of African Unity; and the measures adopted by the Secretary~General in support of
the Esquipulas agreements in accordance with General Assembly resolutions 42/1, of

7 October 1987, and 42/204, of 11 December 1987,



AB/ed A/43/PV. 50
31

(Mr, Melendez Bar ahona,
El Salvador)

I will now refer briefly to the Peace process in the region and to our
perceptions of it. All the Central American countries have made efforts t comply,
to a greater or lesser extent, with the commitments made in the peace agreement, in
accordance with the particular conditions existing in each country. What is
important is not individual quantitative results; what is important, indeed
essential, is that our Governments have reaffirmed before this Assembly the
validity of the principles of Esquipulas and the historic undertaking to continue
using dialogue and negotiaticn as a means of achieving a stable and lasting peace
in Central America in accordance with th. desires and aspirations of the peopie of
the region.

The Central aAmerican countries are now in a stage of transition to
consolidation of democracy, peace and economic recovery. That is why it is
necassary to consider the obligations and commitments nade towards our peoples, our
neighbouring countries and the international commmnity in general in order to
ensure that the crisis will end in harronization of global and regional soluticns.
Such harmonization cannot be achieved unless a climzte of trust, security and
credibility is established among the Central American countries 80 that further
progress may be made in the regional process. 1In this context the comments made by
the Secretary-General in his report on the situation in Central America are very
important. He says:

"On the other hand, there has been an appareat lack of similar progress
towards fulfilment of the commitments on non-use of territory to attack other

States and on termination of aid for irregular forces and insurrectionist

movements.® (A/43/729, p.3)

We feel that, in accordance with the principles of the Esquipulas agreement and the

United Kations Charter, methcds of force, violence and confrontation should not be
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promoted or encouraged, Rather, they should be rejected as a means of achieving
power because these methods and the accompanying struggles, although perhaps meant
to contribute to a solution of the crisis, prolong it and make it worse, with their

respective adverse consequences for the suffering Central American peoples,

Follow-up Comission, established in accordance with the Eequipulas agreement, has
not been given the hecessary strength and life to carry out its role of greatest
importance in the beace process in Central America. 1In the light of the validity
of the commitments that have been made, the proposals formulated by the Foreign
Ministers of Honduras and El Salvador before this Assembly on mechanisms for
control and supervision of the peace process can be considered seriously for the
agenda of the next meeting of the Central merican Presidents. The consol idation
of the process of pPacification and of the Pace process is very important to the
pPeoples of the region, and therefore we urge faithful compliance with and respect
for the will of the Ceatral American peoples, made manifest, through the provisions
of the Esquipulas agreement, both for the countries of the region and for countries
outside the region, in order that the Central Americans may be enabled to adopt
their own decisions on the process,

The political phenomenon in Central America cannot be analysed in igolation;
it has to be seen in its relationship with economic phencmena as a whole. From
this perspective we have been able to gee that, at a time characterized by
confrontation and internal struggles, the efforts of Governments, despite great
outlays that affect their respective economies, are facing great limitations of
Fesources as they try to reinitiate the process of economic recovery, in some cases
deviating into areas that do not relate to develocpment and the well-being of

peoples at all.
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In this context we share the view that there is an interrelationship between
peace and development but that in the pPresent crisis what is necessary is that both
concepts be developed simultaneously in such a way as to stimulate the
consolidation of democracy. In the last five years Central America has been
dependent upon transfers from abroad, and doubtless in the short term and the
medium term it will continue to need external aid to promote development and
overcome the unjust social and economic structures that are the cause of social
problems and internal conflicts.

In this context the steps to implement the special plan of economic
co-operation for Central America, approved in resolution 42/231 of 12 May this
year, are important. This resolution received broad support from the international
community, from which it requests an increase of technical, economic and financial
assistance to the countries of the region. This assistance has been considered
hecessary and vital as a part of the efforés made in the peace process.

Taking into account the needs and limitations facing Central Hneriéa. my
delegation feels that the implementétion of the plan has not moved forward in step
with the urgent needs of the regional situation, in particular because of
procedural questions and the revision and adoption of mechanisms for its
implementation. Consequently we feel it appropriate tc appeal to thé donor
community and the relevant bodies of the United Nations system to take the
necessary measures to provide and make more viable the assistance and co-operation
required for implementation of the special plan.

Also in the field of co-operation, we would like to say how pleased we are
that an internaticnal conference. on Central American refugees is to be held in
Guatemala in 1989, We offer our gratitude to the United Nations bodies that made

this poasible, in particular, to the Office of the High Commissioner for Refugees.
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We hope the conference will produce very positive conclusions and recommendations,
making it possible to solve the problems of refugees o displaced persons in the
region and the difficulties that result therefrom. We are certain that peace and
stability are an important element in ensuring that Governments will devote greater
efforts and resources to improving the well-being and the living conditions of our
peoples through a process of sustained and permanent economic recovery. The
achievement of both Peace and development is the direct responsibility of the
Central American countries, but we believe that without co-operation and
international assistance it will not be possible to overcome the structural
maladjustments.

Finally, I should like to refer to draft resolution A/43/L. 26, sponsored by
the Contadora Group, the Support Group and the Central American countries. My
delegation feels it Supports and articulates the aspirations and desires of the
Central american countries. We repeat our appeal that the draft resoiution be
Supported and implemented in order to create one more opportunity for the peace and
development so desired by the Central American peoples. We hope it will receive
general support from the Assembly.

The PRES IDENT (interpretaticn from Spanish): I call on the

fepres.-.tative of Mexico, who will speak on behalf of the Contadora Group.
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Mr. MOYA PALENCIA (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation,
on behalf of the Contadora Group, wishes to express its broadest and most resolute
support for draft resolution A/43/L. 26, submitted by Guatemala and sponsored by the
five Central American States and the eight ILatin American States that form part of
the Contadora Group and its Support Group, and ;'equesté the international comnunity
represented here to adopt it as a General Assembly resolution. We Go so, convinced
that the draft contains and develops the essential elements of a proper analysis of
the situaticn in Centrel fmerica, of the threats to international peace and

security it involves, and of the peace initiatives neceded to transform it.
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comtries themselves have made, especially since the Esquipulas IT agreements of

7 August 1987, in order fully to meet the historic challenge of shaping a destiny
of peace and development for that still troublead region. We d so also because the
draft resolution ccincides with the Principles and tenets that the Contadora Group
and its Support Group have always defended, respected and applied in their
mediatory efforts to contribute to peace in Central America, Lastly, we do so
because it contains the essential elements to urge the countries that have links
with, ang interests in, the region to facilitate the process of implementing the
Esquipulas IY agreements and to refrain from any action that could obstruct thats
and also because it urges the international comnunity not only to contribute to the
realization of the peace process itself, but also to increase, directly and through
international organizaticns, its techinical, economic and financial co-operation
with the Central American countries in order to achieve the gcals and objectives of
the special Plan of econcmic co-operation for Central America, pursuant to
resolution 42/231 adopted by the General Assembly on 12 May last year.

The Contadora Group therefore requests the entire international community to
adopt this draft resolution. wWe are gratified that it emerged from the spirit of
dialogue ang negotiation which created a bond between the five Central American
countries that are primarily and irreplaceably the protagonists in the regicnal
tragedy.

However, beyond the progress which the joint pregaration of this draft
resoluticn undoubtedly reflects, the Contadora Group remains deeply concerned
because, as wag stated by the heads of State of Argentina, Brazil, Colombia,

Mexico, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuela, at the Second Presidential Meeting of the
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Permanent Mechanism for Consultation and Concerted Political Action, held at
Punta del Este, Uruguay, at the end of October,
"In discouraging contrast to the process of détente and the improvement
in various situations of regional conflict, the conditions for a just and

lasting peace in Central America have not been attained.® (A/43/791, p. 5)

We remain Geeply concerned, as the Presidents also stated, that while in the
past progress towards peace and democratization in Central America was possible
only through dialogue and negotiation, which culminated in the Bsquipulas II
agreements, the development of the crisis has shown that the threat and use of
force foster belligerent conflict and instability, in violation of the principles
and rules of law governing international coexistence.

We reaffirm with them the conviction

“that the principles motivating the Contadora Group and the Support Group in

their efforts to achieve a Latin American solution to the crisis are more

valid today than ever, and we are prepared to persevere in co-operai;ive action
to achieve their implementation. New avenues of negotiation must be sought,
involving the political will of the Governments in oconflict, and mak ing use of
the experience and the institutional framework of the thited Nations and the

Organization of American States" (A/43/731, p. 5).

Please allow me at this point, on behalf of the Contadora Group and of my own
Government, to thank the Secretary-General for the report he has submitted to us in
connection with agenda item 22, dated 19 October. In that report he provides an
accurate, detailed and courageous analysis of the present characteristics of the

situation in Central America. We are in agreement with that report and in

particular with the conclusion in paragraph 12 to the effect that
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"The Central American Governments must renew the momentum of their efforts to
Overcome the obstacles now before them, and the countries outside the region
with ties and interests in it must resolutely decide to facilitate that task

and refrain from any action likely to undermine it." (A/43/729, para. 12)

In the view of the Contadora Group it is that problem which determines the
very possibility of resolving the crisis peacefully and of having the peace process
immediately transformed into a process of economic and social development for
Central America. However, for that process to materialize, as is also stated by
the Secretary—ce;neral, Political will must cut through the vicious cycles, the
Gordian knots, that strangle Central America and that have regrettably held back
the Esquipulas IX negotiations, which were resumed in Alajuela, Cost Rica, and
which we hope will be Fesumed very soon at the highest level, in a for thcoming
meeting of the Central American Presidents that will give new and renewed impetus
to the implementation of their comnitments,

We would also recall at this point that the Latin American Presidents who met
in Punta del Este insisted that the revitalization of the peace process that we are
involved in requires that the international community step up its contr ibution to
the political, economic ang social reconstruction of the countries of the region,
which are now also affected by natural disasters, and to that end they urged the
countries endowed with the most resources to participate actively in this task of
solidarity.

Mexico is convinced that the willingness demonstrated from the very outset by
the United Nations to contribute to resolving the crisis in Central America is

still in existence and that it must be fully used. Statements made by the highest
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leaders of the international community, with just a few regrettable exceptions,
reflect their deep concern at the regional situation and their reaffirmation of the
principles underlying the Charter of our Organization, especially those of
non-intervention, the non-use or non-threat of use of force and the peaceful
settlement of disputes. We firmly believe that the United Nations can contribute
to supporting the efforts of the Central American countries by monitoring their
commitments and collaborating in the establishment of the proper mechanisms for
verification, especially in the area of security, including the cessation of
external aid to irregular and insurrectional forces and the non-use of the
territory of any State for acts of aggression against another. My country
considers that the principles of the San Francisco Charter, which have proved their
effectiveness in giving new direction to the peace process in other regional
conflicts - the reason for which the Organization, and specifically its
Peace-keeping forces, was given the Nobel Peace Prize this year - cannot be
sidestepped in the case of the Central American crisis. It is not possible to
believe in solutions imposed from outside, to the detriment of the aspirations to
peace of the Central American nations, to the detriment of stability based on
co-operation and respect for law. Specifically, we cannot fail to condemn foreign
intervention, campaigns of destabilization, and support for irreqular forces in the
region, which have obstructed under standing among the Central Americans and the

diplomatic efforts aimed at settling the conflict.
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We must avail ourselves of the new political conditions and changes that have
occurred on our continent so that together we may give new momentum to the peace
process in Central America by resumin dialogue and speeding up negotiations.

The Contadoza Group is unfailing in its Support for and observance of the
Principles of international law, whose uncanditional re-establ ishment must be
obtained as soon as possible in Central America, and aiso in its respect for the
freely taken decision of the countries of the region to choose the way of life and
political and social system that best suits their interests, without foreign
interference or aggression. Central America's wound hurts us all, especially the
Latin Americans. The persistence of the crisis is in fact not only a challenge but
also a growing threat to international peace and Security. To make every ~ffort to
resolve that conflict is not merely an act of political, legal and socio-economic
ccherence, but rather an international moral obligation.

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the

representative of Uruguay, who will speak on behalf of the Support Group of the

Contadora Group.

Mr. PROLILIO (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish): I am speaking on

behalf of the delegations of Argentina, Brazil, Peru and Uruguay, the countries
which make up the Support Group of the Contadora Group.

Since 1985, the Support Group has participated actively in the work to restore
peace in the Central Amer ican region, jointly with the Contadora Group promoting
and giving impetus to the diplomatic negotiation process between the countries of
the region.

This participation was motivated by our conviction that an end to the conflict
could only be achieved by a Latin American solution, sought through political

dialogue and diplomatic negotiation, and based on respect for the principle of the
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free self-determination of peoples and gtrict compliance with the imperative of
non-intervention, the strengthening of democratic institutions and respect for
human rights.

The desire of the four countries of the Support Group to contribute to the
peace process in the region is as alive today as it was when the Group was born.
My President stated this a little more than two weeks ago in the Uruguay
Declaraticn, adopted at the end of the second meeting of the Presidents of the
Permanent Mechanism for Consultation and Concerted Political Action, whose text
appears in document A/43/791. On that occasion, jointly with the Presidents of
Colombia, Mexico and Venezuela, the Presidents of the four countries of the Support
Group reiterated the validity of the principlés which inspired the actions of the
two groups and stated their readiness and willingness to persevere in their efforts
to co-operate in their application.

On the same occasion, the seven Presidents also expressed their disappointment
that, in contrast to the process of détente and the lessening of tensions in
various regional oconflicts, the conditions for a just and lasting peace in Central
America had not been attainegd.

The frustration caused by the persistence of the violence there, and the
insecurity and disregard for human rights in the Central American region, has been
shared by the rest of the international community, as can be seen from the many
statements made by countries of all regions of the world during the general debate
in the Assembly.

Indeed, in recent months there has been no significant progress towards ending
the insecuriiy and economic hardship that continues to hold sway in our region.
Nevertheless, in the political context in which the conflict is develcping, there
are some favourable circumstances that should have promoted the achievement of a

solution,
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First, there is the unequivocal desire of the parties involved in the conflict
to restore peace in the regicn, which has not only been reflected in declarations
made by high Central Anerican authorities, but has also taken tangible form in
important decisions such as the acceptance by the Central American Governments of
the Esquipulas peace Plan and the commitment by the Presidents in the joint
declaration of Alajuela to comply with the obligations which flow from that peace
plan.

The fact that draft resolution A/43/L. 26, now before the Seneral Assembly; was
negotiated mainly by the five Central American countries that are among its
sponsors is another eloquent prcof of the desire for peace shared by the parties
involved and of agreement on the bases on which peace should be buiit.

The second set of circumstances favouring a swift solution of the conflict is
the categorical Support given by the international community to tae Eaquipulas
Peace plan, which was reflected in last session's adoption by consensus of
resolution 42/1 of the General Asgembly. fThe countries of the Support Group trust
that the international comtunity will respond similarly to the draft resolution we
are debating now.

Lastly, in order to carry forward their peace plan the Central American
countries need the institutional framework ang experience of the United Nations and
the Organization of American States, which have given broad support to the
implementation of the principles and procedures agreed upon.

These procedures began being implemented through mechanisms participated in by
the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of Central America, the Caontadora countries, the
Suppor t Group and the Secretaries-General of the United Nations ang the

Ocrganization of American States, Unfortunately, not mach progress was made
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because, according to the Secretary-General's report, conditions did not exist for
the establishment of the verification mechanisms in some areas provided for in the
peace plan because of what the report describes as "the lack of unanimity among the

five Central American Governments", (A/43/729, para. 7)

This inability to implement agreements reached at the highest political level
does not fail to surprise us somewhat. If the Central American Presidents agreed
on the principles and procedures for achieving peace and undertoock to comply
immediately, unconditionally and unilaterally with the obligations undertaken to
achieve that objective; if the international community supports them firmlys; if
international institutions are giving them assistances; and lastly, if peace is
being restored in response to the cries of the people of Central America, exhausted
and impoverished after so many vears of violence and insecurity - then why has not
more progress been made in carrying out those commitments? Wwhat factors are coming
in the way of the realization of the aspirations and desires of the Governments and

peoples of Central America?
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We have to recognize that carrying forward the implementation of the
Esquipulas II agreements is an enormous task. The procedure for the establishment
of peace is unprecedentedly complex and requires compliance by the five countries
of the region with commi tmen ts referring not only to the cessation of hostilities
and security but also to the promotion of national conciliation, the strengthening
of democracy, economic development, respect for human rights, assistance and
protection of refugees, and verification mechanisms. This is a task of
extraordinary magnitude, perhaps without pPrecedent in history, but it should not
for that reason be folt that it is too great a task for the Governments which have
to carry it out. These Governments have already overcome the most difficult stage
of launching and beginning the implementation of the peace process on bases and
principles which were previously agreed upon. *

The members of the Support Group hope that the countries of Central America
will once again give the world proof of the desire for peace that motivates them
and the political capacity which in the recent past has made it possible for them
to overcome their differences and external obstacles. We also hope that the
international political atmosphere will help to strengthen these efforts and not
hinder them.

In order to realize this hope, which we are sure is cherished by the rest of
the world, the five Central American CGovernments will have to persist in making
genuine efforts to complete the work they have begun. wWhat remainsg to be done -
just like what has already been accomplished ~ continues to be their primary
responsibility. They have taken it upon themselves to exercise their sovereignty
without foreign interference, to assume, as the Esquipulas agreement says, the

historic challenge of forging a peaceful destiny for Central Amer icaj hence they

* Mr. Al-Shakar (Bahrain), Vice-President, toock the Chair.
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must intensify their efforts to this end by using the procedures agreed upon for
this purpose and, if necessary, by finding new ways to carry out negotiations.

Co-operation outside the framework of these efforts can only be directed at
promoting and facilitating dialogue, creating conditions for negotiation and, in
general, encourage any procedure or action conducive to a peaceful, just and
lasting solution. That is what has been the contr ibution of the peace process of
the Contadora and Support Groups in the past, and that is the contribution we are
prepared to make in the future.

Mr. 2EROS (Greece): I have the honour to speak on behalf of the European
Community and its 12 member States and to reiterate our full support for a peaceful
and lasting solution to the problems besetting the Central American region,

The ties of friendship, culture and history that bind the members of the
Twelve to the Central American region are not only very closes; they can be traced
over the centuries as well. We maintain close ties and share common interests with
the peoples of Central America, based upon the ideals of genuine democracy and
political pluralism, respect for human rights and economic and social justice.
Therefore, we view with a special sense of concern the economic and political
difficulties that continue to threaten the area.

The Twelve welcomed with particular satisfaction the initiative taken in
August 1987 by the Presidents of the five Central American countries. It was an
act of courage and a demonstration cf political will and determination. wWe adopted
the same attitude towards the second summit meeting of the five Presidents in
January and we shall support their future efforts to bring about lasting peace,
co-operation and progress among their countries. In this regard, we loock forward
to a successful outcome of the forthcoming sumnit of the five Central American

Presidents.
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The desire of the Twelve to see peace establiched in this area was manifested
by reaffirming that we are prepared, if asked to do so by all Central American
countries, to contribute as much as we can to the task entrusted to the Executive
Commission for Verification and Follow-up of the Esquipulas II agreement. We
maintain once again that the parties to the agreement should, without further delay
and reservations, make every effort to meet fully their outstanding obligations.

We are firmly convinced that real and lasting peace in Central America can only be
attained through political means and the exclusion of all forms of violence or
military pressure. It is for this reason that we have given our unremitting
Support to the peace process initiated in Esquipulas,

It goes without saying that authentic democracy is a prerequisite for lasting
peace in the region. It can orily be achieved through political pluralism,
involving full respect for human rights and civil liberties, full freedom of the
Press, and promotion of social and economic justice. At the same time it is
impossible to achieve a lasting solution in the area without respect for the
Principle of national Sovereignty, territorial integr ity and the recognition of the
right of all peoples to choose, without external interference, their economic,
Political and social System. Firmly committed to these principles, we reiterate
our appeal to all countries with interests in the region to contribute to efforts
to promote beace, democracy and economic development in the region.

There have been disquieting signs over the last months of a stalemate in the
Central America peace process. We are gravely concerned by the interruption of the
national dialogue in Several countries, by the adoption of measures which undermine
democratic institutions angd by continued violations of human rights, The negative
climate has also been 'x\'eflected by the impasse reached in the talks of the
Executive Commission and the difficulties encountered in the establishment of a

mechanism of verification, control and follow-up of the peace agreement.
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Nevertheless, one should not disregard the fact that some progress has been
made towards fulfilment of the obligations set forth in the Esquipulas II
agreement. Al though each country has responded in varying degrees to these
obligations, we truly hope that the political determination, which a year ago led
the five Central American Presidents to search for solutions tc the problems
afflicting their regibn, will prevail again, giving new impetus to the peace

process. There are recent encouraging signs, including the draft resolution now

before th.e General vAssembly, which demonstrate once again the political will of the
Central American countries to resolve peacefully their prbblems.

Major contributory factors to the vicious circle of violence, intervention and
suffering in the region are the long-standing economic imbalances and social
injustice. The interrelation between decreasing economic strength and political
turmoil in the region is evident and, the longer the economic and social decline is
allowed to continue, the more difficult it will become to halt it at a later
stage. As the Secretary-General of the United Nations put it in his recent report:

"Not only has economic development been adversely affected by the political

turmoil in the region, but the economic crisis is perpetuating the unjust

socio-economic structures and prolonging internal conflicts, thus frustrating
efforts to arrive at a consensus concerning the socio-political model for the

Central American societies." (A/43/729, para. 16)

The socio~economic situation is further aggravated by the tragic plight of the

refugees.
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In September 1984 the European Community and its twelve member States, on the one
hand, and the States of Central America and the Contadora Group, on the other,
initiated a historic dialogue in San Jose, Costa Rica, and they laid the basis for
4 new political and economic r~lationship between the European Comnunity and
Central America. This dialogue continues on a regular basis. The San Jose IV
Conference, held at Hamburg on 29 February and 1 March this year, concluded
successfully, and we are preparing for the next conference - San Jose V ~ to take

Place next year in Horduras.

Progress in the region. The Community has more than doubled its aid since 1981,

In 1988 the European Community and its member States will contribute some

250 million EQug - equivalent to $290 million - to Central American countries. At
present the Community's assistance is concentrated on aid .o refugees and displaced
persons, food aid and aig to integrated rural development projects. wWe welcome the
Secretary-General's involvement in thig field through the Uﬁited Nations Special
Plan of Economic Co-operation for Central America. We are also committed to
promoting regional projects witch the aim of encouraging co-operation between the
Central American countries.

We wish to reaffirm our belief that the crisis in Central 2merica can be
resolved solely by a comprehensive negotiated dialogue based on the principles of
the United Nations Charter and the objectives set forth in the Esquipulas IT
agreements. We attach equal importance to respect for the princip’ .~ of naticnal

sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity, non-intervention,
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non-interference and non-recourse to intimidation or force, as well as to the need
for genuine democracy and respect for human riahits in the region. Responsibility
rests with each country individually and with 2ll of them collectively. The
arrangements provided for in the Esquipulas II agreements represent an indivisible
whole and should be implemented cocllectively, not selectively.

The establishment and functioning of the Central American parliament at the
earliest possible moment can make a major contributicn to the strengthening of
peace, democracy and co-operation in the region. We attach importancz to the
development of democratic institutions. We are there fore prepared to provide, when
required, assistance in an appropriate manner for the preparation of the elections
to the Central Ame:rican parliament.

We urge the Central Américan countries to spare no effort in giving new
impetus to the peace process. For their part, the European Community and its
member States wish to reaffirm that they remain commjtted to contributing to the
best of their ability to the process set up in Esquipulas and to the economic and
social.development of the region.

Mr. ELIASSON (Sweden):s A year ago the General Assembly unar imously
adopted resolution 42/1 on Central America, expressing its "firmest support ™ for
the peace agreement signed in August 1987 by the five Central American Presidents.
That was a clear and important manifestation of support by the international
community for an outstanding example of political will and determination in the
cause of peace, security, democracy, coc-operation and social and economic
development. I hope it will be possible this year also to have such unanimous
support for that agreement.

For several years, news from Central America had been mainly about war,

violations of human rights, foreign intervention and social and economic misery.
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The Guatemala agreemeat came as a signal of hope, During the Ffirst months after

set forth in the Guatemala peace Plan. National reconciliation commissions were
established, amnesty decrees were issued, states of emergency were lifted, measures
were taken to expand or Strengthen political pluralism, Regrettably, that positive

development has come to a virtual standstill. There has been a lack of progress as

foundation for Peace and progress in the region. The Central American Governments
must therefore be ailowed anqg encouraged to renew the momentum of their efforts to
overcome the obstacles facing thenm, What is more, the countrieg outside the region
with links tc ang interests in it must resolutely decide to facilitate that task
and refrain from any actions likely to undermine it. with its great influence, the
United States bears a special responsibility in thig respect,

Peace requireg law and order in international relations, Respect for
international law must be absolute ang wiversal, a1l borders are sacred; all
Peoples have the right to determine their own future, A1l violations of the

Principle of non-intervention are to be condemed.

awareness of the necessity for comprehens jve economi ¢ recovery in Central America.
As has been pointed out time ang again, the Principal origin of the crises in
Central America ig the glaring economic and social injustices in the region. The
roots of the problems are to be found in the social, economic and political
conditions. Thosge underlying causes must be tackled. 1In fact, there are few

conflicts where the interaction between peace and development isg as evident ag it
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is in the case of Central America. The Secretary-General's report demonstrates
that economic development has been adversely affected by the political turmoil in
the region. The economic crisis is perpetuating the unjust social and economic
structures and is Prolonging internal conflicts.

The responsibility for the promotion of soclal and economic development lies
of course primarily with the Central American Governments themselves. But the
industrialized countries have a duty and, I would say, an enlightened self-interest

in peacefully and positively contributing to the development of the region.
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dialogue with the countries of the region. 1t thus reflects the development
Priorities of the region as a whole, Only two weeks ago the Nordic countries
reiterated that for their part they were ready to use the United Nations plan as a
frame of reference for their assistance to the region. we eéncourage other donor
countries to do the same.

The International Commission for Central American Recovery and Development is
meeting this week in Washington. Based on Central American leadership, there is
hope that this independent multilateral Commission will make valuable contr ibutions
to the development efforts in the region.

Sweden, for itg part, has for many vears already ﬁrovided humanitarian

assistance to all the countries in the region. We are now making special funds

regional Projects to a level of $22 million over the next three years. OQut of that
85 million will be used to help eradicate malaria and for hous ing projects. our
bilaterai Co-operation with Costa Rica has expanded rapidly, Nicaragua remains a
major recipient country of Swedish develcomment assistance.

While welcoming what has so far been achieved, we femain fully aware that a
great deal remains to be done. All the Principles of the Guatemala agreement must
be respected. Since the social and economic situation in the region is precarious,
contributions to the development of Central America are not only a challenge to but
also an obligation of the industrial izeg world. 1In Esquipulas the Central American

Presidents appealed for respect and help. These leaders stateds

them come truye. Peace and development are inseparable.®
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In closing, I should like to stress again the urgent need for a positive and
practical response to the appeal of the Secretary-General to the Central American

countries and other countries for a renewal of the commitment to peace and

democracy in Central America.

Mr. IDHENFELINER (Austria): More than one year ago the world community
witnessed the historic decision by the Presidents of Costa Rica, El Salvador,
Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua to sign the Esquipulas agreement in order to
bring about stable ang lasting peace in Central America. Austria, having firmly
supported the process of peace and reconciliation in Central 2merica for many
years, welcomed this peace plan with a feeling of satisfaction and relief. Today
we feel obliged to express our concern. The peace process seems to have lost
momentum. Although progress has been achieved in some fields and a number of
measures implementing the agreement have been taken, we note to our deep regret an
increasing lack of interest and political will fully to comply with the provisions
of the Esquipulas agreement.

The main conditions for a stable and lasting peace in Central America are
still lacking, because of political confrontation and political instability.
Austria notes and deplores the increasing violations of human rights taking place
in El Salvador and, to the same extent, the harsh repression of the opposition and
mass media reinstated by the Government in Nicaragua after some initial concessions
in the field of huma rights and democratization.

Austria urges all Governments of the region to open, reopen or renew the
dialogue with all domestic political groups in their respective countries.

Ef forts to establish a national dialogue and aéhieve national reconciliation must
be continued in order to lessen the tensions that still exist, the human suffering,

the profound social injustice and the economic misery in the region.
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The peoples of Central America must be given the chance to determine their own
futute.‘ Only they can decide where their ¢rue interests 1lie. It is for them
exclusively to éolve their pol‘itiawal problems in jeining together ang building a
Prosperous and better future. In this context the Government of Austria welcomes
the pPromising idea of holding elections to a Central American Parliament.

Foreign intervention or external pressure from whichever side ang under

whatever Pretext would only aggravate the situation. on the other hand,
responsibility for peace and democracy rests hot only with eéch ’country

individually but with all of them collectively, Consequently, the Esquipulas

involving respect for human rights ang individual freedoms, which never and in no
circumstances can be denied. Pluralistic democratic societies in Central America

will strengthen the political dialogue ang naticnal reconciliation, Speady and

Providing as it does an authentic regional approach and recognizing ail the facts

of unity and diversity that exigt in Central America.



MT/jpm Ag;z:v.so

(Mc. Hchenfellner, Austr ia)

let me take this opportunity of expressing my country s strong feelings of
solidarity and support for all parties in the region which undertake effective and
commendable efforts in the process of seeking a firm and lasting peace in the
region,

In our view, the situation in Central America calls for the utmost restraint
from all sides. Cnly with the resolute:rill of all five Central American countries
signatories to the agreement on the procedure for the establishment of a firm and

lasting peace in Central America will it be possible %o put an end to a conflict

that is being needlessly prolonged.
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In this regard, the Austrian Government profoundly hopes that the conwening of
2 summit meeting of Central American Presidents, which it was envisaged would take

place in san Salvador this month but which had to be delayed, will soon give an

Mr. RaGAMI (Japan): On behalf of my delegation, I should like first of

all to express my sincere appreciation to the Secretary~General for his ongoing

deliberations,

At about thig time last Year the General Assembly adopted without a vote
fesolution 42/1, in which it expressed firm support for the Esquipulas IT
agreement., entitled "Procedure for the establishment of a firp and lasting peace in
Central America®, or the So-called Guatemala procedure, 1In that agreement the
Central Mmerican countries confirmed their intention to resolve their problems
through dialogue and negotiation.

Today, as we turn our attention once again to the item "The situation in

Central America®”, I must say that I have very mixed feelings of hope and concern.

democzatization, the conclusion of a cease~fire and national reconciliation. I ap
alsc eéncouraged by the decision taken by the Central American Presidents at a
meeting last January in Alajuela, Costa Rica, to implement immediately the
Provisions of the agreement which had not been fully complied with within the

agreed time-frame,
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At the same time, however, I cannot but voice my concern; for, although there
have been some positive develomments, it seems that not only is the complete
implementation of the agreement a very long way off but also the peace process has
recently been stagnating. As the Secretary-General stated in his report:

"there can be no doubt that in the months immediately following its signature,

significant Progress was made towards fulfilment of the commitments set forth

in the Guatemala Procedure, *® (A/43/729, para. 10)

However, as he also pointed out, there has been an apparent lack of similar
progress towards the fulfilment of other commitments, and recently the process has
suffered setbacks; thus the Secretary-General urged the Central American
Governments to renew the momen tum of their efforts to overcome the obstacles to
implementation. I share the Secretary-General's assessment and sincerely hope that
the countries concerned will redouble their efforts to restore stability to the
region,

I make these obbervatmns in full awareness of the complexities of ‘the issues
involved. As thig year s very mixed record of progress, stagnation and setbacks
demonstrates, there is no smple solution to the problem. But it would be a grave
error to allow these difficulties to overwvhelm us and to succumb to a spirit of
defeatism. To do 80 would jeopardize the peace and security of the countries not
only t:hroughout the Latin American ang Caribbean region but ultimately of the
entire world,

Indeed, I believe it was the realization of the crucial nature of the issues
involved that motivahed the Presidents of the Central Amer can countries to
oonclude the Esquipulas II agreement and to endeavour to comply with its
provisions, Japan Strongly hopes that those countries will renew their political

will and generate a4 new momentum in the peace process so that their peoples can
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devote their energies to social and economic development in accordance with just
and democratic Principles and free from outside intervention.

As is the case in any complex situvation, there are diverse views as to the
koot cause of the difficulties in Central America and how best to resolve them.
There is no Goubt, however, that underlying the Central American crisis are
economic and social difficulties which have traditionally characterized the
region. These difficulties are exacerbated by the current economic recession.,
While there is no need to analyse the historical background of the issues involvea,
history clearly proves that it is not possible to attain political, economxc and
social stability and development if there is no economic and social freedom and
justicey an? economic and social freedom and justice can be ensured only when
democr atic principles are str ictly cobserved. Simply put, peace, development apd
democracy are inseparable. Indeed, the Secretary-General has remarked that there
are few international oconflicts in which the interaction of peace and development
is as evident as it is in the Central American conflict.

My Government is convinced that a firm and lasting settlement can be achieved
only if the countries ccncerned agree to work together in a spirit of co-operation
and mutual trust. For this reason, Japan continues to Support the peace initiative
of the Central American Governments which resulted in the Esquipulas II agreement,
We shall follow with keen interest the forthcoming summit renting of the Presidents
of Central American countries in the hope that they will achieve a break through on
the problem. h

At the same time, Japan has expressed on a number of occasions its readiness
to co-operate with the countries of Central America to the best of its ability to
contribute to the achievement of peace ang development in the region. It is also

ready to co-operate in the rehabilitation of the region once true peace, based on
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democratic principles and supported by the will of all the peoples of Central
America, is achieved. The former Foreign Minister of Japan, Mr. Kuranari,
elaborated this position in his speech in Guatemala when he visited the region in
September of last year, immediately sfter the signing of the Esquipulas IIX
agreement. I also explained Japan's position in some detail at the resumed
forty-second session of the General Assembly, which was convened last May to
consider a special Plan of economic co-operation for Central America.

Today, therefore, I should like simply to note that Japan's efforts in this
regard include human resource development assistance, under which Japan sends
experts to Central america and receives trainees in various fields from countries
in the region, and also co-operation with regard to refugees and displaced
persons. Moreover, Central American countries are included in a programme which
Japan has establ jished to recycle financial resources of $20 billion to developing

countries over the three-year periocd from 1987 through 1989.
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As other delegations have ncted, recent developments have created an
atmosphere that is conducive to the peaceful resoiution of regional conflicts in
various parts of the worid. I am referring, of course, to the agreements on the
withdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghanistan, the cease-fire between Iran ang Iraq,
and the ongoing efforts to find solutions to the questions of Namibian inde pendence
and the Western Sahara. The role of the United Nations in solving these problems
cannot be overestimated. My delegation sincerely hopes that this positive trend
will extend to efforts to resolve the question of Central America as well, and that
the situation will be settled as soon as possible.

Mr. MUDENGE (zimbabwe): Speaking on behalf of the non-aligned countries,
let me at the outset commend the Secretary-General for the comprehensive report
before the Assembly in document A/43/729. We believe that the report contains some
very valuable suggestions for the enhancement of peace, progress and justice in
Central america.

On 7 August 1987 the Presidents of Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Costa Rica
and El Salvador, meeting in Esquipulas, signed an agreement, entitled "Procedure
for the establishment of a firm and las.ing peace in Central America”. That
agreement was a major landmark on the road to peace in that troubled part of the
world. It represented the fruition of many years of effort by the Contadora and
Support Groups to achieve peace and stability in the area. Esquipulas II was an
eloquent statement of comnitment on the part of the Central 2American countr ies to
Put an end to years of external aggression, interference and intervention in their
internal affairs and to work together for justice, socio-economic development and
peace in the region. To the extent that foreign intervention has so far been
prevented, this process, in spite of its shortcomings, has been a success., It was

therefore only logical and proper that the forty-second session of the General
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Assembly, meeting in the aftermath of the signing of the peace accords, gave the
firmest support to the agreement and called on the Central American countries to
continue their efforts.

Just over a year hasg passed since the coming into effect of the Guatemala
peace accords. We in the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries are gratified to note
that modest but eéncouraging steps have already been taken by the Central American
countries in fulfilment of their commitments under the accord. We note that the
Process of dialogue which began last year in the signatory States continves, albejt
intermittently. Some important instruments envisaged under the Esguipulas Il
agreements are already in place. as the Secretary-General notes in his report:

"... National Reconciliation Commissions were established in each country,

albeit with varying degrees of representativeness and varying functions,

amnesty decrees were issued -«. relatively firm measures were taken to expand

and strengthen political pluralism; and specific action was taken to arrange a

cesgation of hostilities in countries where hostilities were taking place. "

(A/43/729, para, 10)

We know that much 8till remains to be done. Support for irregulars continues
and bases are still being made available for use by these forces. These are
disturbing and serious setbacks, and there are others which we could mention, but
we would be mistaken if we were to lose faith in this process which had powerful
forces ranged against it. That it has survived to this stage is in itself cause
for no small satis.faction.

Only recently the five Central American States took yet another historic step
on the road to peace and co-operation by signing the treaty establishing the
Central American parliament. Already four of the five legislative bodies in the

subregion have ratified the treaty. This is a positive development that augurs
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well for the future of Central America. The treaty represents a clear
manifestation of the resolve of the people of Central America to avoid the
divisions of the past, that oftentimes invited external interference, and to uni te
and co-operate in the promotion of democr acy, socio-economic development and peace.
These efforts by the Governments of Central America, which are no doubt a
reflection of their will to comply with the Guatemala accord, are commendable and
should be eéncouraged. We in the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries urge the leaders
of Central america to continue to build on the broad consensus for Peace currently

prevailing in the subregion. We happily note that the setting up of an Executive

countries of the subregion. It is our sincere hope that it will not be too long
before the countries of the subregion complement this effort by putting in place
the verification wechanisms, in co-operation with regional and extraregional States
or bodies of recognized impartiality and technical competence. we are gratified to
note that the Secretary-General and Some States Members of the Organization have
already indicated their readiness to assist in whatever manner possible in this
process.,

Peace in Central America will remain threatened unless valianlt efforis are
made to resolve the fundamental causes of the crisis in the subregion. The
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries has always maintaineg that the root cause of the
conflicts in that part of the world lies in the pPrevailing unjust econcmic and
social structures. The problems of external indebtedness currently affecting the
developing worid in general and the subregion in particular have exacerbated the

situation, putting the curre:. peace initiatives in jeopardy. As if this was not
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burden enough for these econcmically fragile States, a devastating hurricane
recently struck the area causing extensive destruction to property and loss of
lives, The urgency of the need for the international community to come to the
assistance of Central American countries in these circumstances cannot be
overemphasized, '

In supporting the Esquipulas I agreements last year, the General Assembly, in

recognition of the special relationship between development and peace in Central

America, callied on the international community to increase economic assistance to
the subregion. By its resolution 42/231, the General Assembly endoried a special
Plan of co-operation for Central America prepared by the Secretary-General. We
commend the Secretary-General for the valiant efforts he has made thus far in
fulfilment of the provisions of the pPlan and we appeal to the international
community and international organizations to increase their technical and economic

assistance to that subregion,*

R ——— ————

* The President returned to the Chair.
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The people of Central America have chosen to give peace a chance in their
subregion. It behoves the international community to give the broadest possible
Support to the Governments of Central America in their noble cause. We commend the
Contadora and Support Groups, the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the
Secretary~General of the Ocganization of American States for *he pivotal roles they
have played and are playing in the search for a negotiated solution to the Central
American crisis. They must continue their efforts and can always»count on the
Support of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries,

In conclusion I would like, on behalf of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, to lend our full support to the draft resolution before the Assembly.
This is a draft resolution in favour of peace, justice and progress. It is a blow
against intervention, interference, inequity ang injustice. we appeal to all
people of goodwill to support it.

Mr. VILLAR (Spaih) (interpretation from Spanish) s During the past year
the international community has gone a long way towards resolving some of the most
difficult regional conflicts. The political will of the protagonists, the more
relaxed atmosphere of international relations and the renewed momentum of our
Organization to a great extent explain this heartening trend. None the less this
pPositive evolution has not occurred everywhere. The crisis in Central Ameriica,
which we are now discussing, is one of the most striking exceptions.

My delegation completely supports the Statement made a few minutes ago on this
subject by the Permanent Representative of Greece on behalf of the 12 member States
of the European Community, but we wish to add a few comments on Spain's behalf,

The dynamics of the peace process outlined in the Esquipulas II agreement are
unfortunately in a state of Stagnation. 1In spite of effortg made in different

fields by the countries of the region to develop the commitments undertaken in that
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agreement, peace today seems no closer. In spite of the magnitude of the suffering
generated by the viclence and the depth of the economic crisis fos.ered by the
conflict, peace has not yet come. We must therefore ask ourselves why this state
of affairs continues.

An objective analysis of the situation reveals the complexity of the problem
and the depth of its causes. As the Secretary-General points out in his report on
the situation in Central America,

"the root of the Central American crisis is to be found in the unjust economie

and social structures which have traditionally characterized the region,

exacerbated by the current economic recession.” (A/43/729, para. 15)

Dermocracy, justice and development are the great challenges confronting the

region. None of these major goals alone will ensure stable peace in Central
America, which is dependent upon comprehensive, structural solutions to problems of
this nature.

These solutions must hecessarily come from the countries of the region
themselves and they must be able to count on countries which are outside the region
but have links with it to contribute to the attainment of peace and respect for
their commitments. No agreement imposed from outside can replace or prevail over
the will and action of the pPeoples of Central America. This is why today more
firmly than ever Spain reiterates its conviction that the path undertaken through
the signing of the Guatemala Procedure by the five Central American Presidents is
the right one.

The fulfilment of the commitments undertaken at that time is, none the less,
encountering obstacles. While in some cases the reason for non-compliance may be
the lack of real political will, we sometimes detect a certain powerlessness,
caused by the complexity of the different situations, to fulfil those commitments.,

But in our view the main obstacle to Esquipulas II is the persistent climate of



JW™/17 A/43/BV. 50
73

(Mr. villar, Spain)

distrust prevailing in the region. Esquipulas II is an awbitious project that
contemplates the establishment of conditions of security acceptable to the five
countries of the region and at the same time the adoption of a series of measures
of a political nature that establish and extend democracy, pluralism and freedom to
all of them. It is a fact, as pointed out in paragraphs 10 and 11 of the report of
the Secretary-General (A/43/729) that the fulfilment of the comnitments in
different areas has been uneven and especially discouraging as regards security, in
particular the non-use of territory to attack other States and the termination of
aid for irregular forces or insurrectionist movements. Furthermore, al though a
number of steps have been taken by various parties as reaards the process of
national reconciliation and &emcratizatim, the inadequacies, and scmetimes even
the setbacks, are clear. This picture, for which the lack of trust in each other's
intentions is to a great extent responsible, only helps further to erode the
necessary climate of trust.

In few areas is this clearer than in the area of verification. The work of
the International Verification and Follow-up Commission establ ished by the
Guatemala Procedure did not culminate in machinery acceptable to all. Last January
the Central American Presidents decided at their Alajuela meeting to transfer the
verification functions Fegarding all the Esquipulas commitments to the Executive
Commission. The latter agreed at its meeting of 7 April in Guatemala that it would
request, through the Secretary-General of the United Nations, the co-operation of
an auxiliary technical Sroup to establish machinery for verification, control and
follow-up. The Central American Ministers proposed at that time that the group be
composed of staff from Canada, Spain and the Federal Republic of Germany .,

My country, which has on many ocgasicns expz;essed its wieh to co-operate in
the peace process in Central America, welcomed this agreement and reiterated to the

five Central American countries jits wiliingness to Co-operate, as long as this was
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requested by all of them. None the less, the agreement of the five Ministers has

not been formalized. The persistence of important differences among the countries
in conflict has almost halted the process since then. The Executive Commission has
not met again since its meeting at Teqgucigalpa in June; nor has the planned summit
meeting of Heads of State yet taken place.

Although these differences are not minor, we are convinced that there ig an
important point of agreement among the five Central American States: awareness
that the breach created by inaction in the peace process is in itself dangerous for
everyone and that therefore it is urgent to give a fresh impetus to the political
dialogue that will make it possible to continue on the course charted by Esquipulas.

It is to that awareness that we attribute the various initiatives recently put
forward in this forum. Spain is following them all attentively and with respect,
to the extent that they are the reflection of a genuine desire to find a solution
to serious problems that affect those countries.

Our desire to contribute constructively to the establishment of effective
verification machinery falls within a well-defined framework: it must be based on
a realistic approach to what can be done and on the collective will of the five
Governments of the region. Just as we expressed our positive reaction to the
establishment of an auxiliary technical group as proposed in Guatemala - as I have
already said - so we will continue to show our openness to any initiative that has
the agreement of the Group of Five and that can effectively serve the cause of

peace in Central America.
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In that same spirit we support the desire for integration that is reflected in
the plan to create a Central American parliament, which we hope can be established
very soon, and we encourage the efforts that are being made to convene a summit of
Presidents that will invigorate the pProcess. We believe that the process must no
longer bide its time, as it has in recent months, and that it is urgent to end this
pPause in the implementation of the commitments contained in the Guatemala Procedure.

There is no really insurmountable obstacle if, as we firmly believe, all the
countries of the region desire peace. We are not unaware of the difficulties and
wncertainties, which are many and varied, in each case: the presence of icrregular
forcess an active, armed insurgency; a disturbing growth in the number of refugeess
a difficult internal political dialogue; destabilizing actions from outside; the
fragility and sometimes deterioration of respect for human riynts; obstacles to the
broadening angd deepening of political pluralicin and of democratic institutions;
resistance to the strengthening of civil authority; and an economic crisis which in
Some cases is of an extremely serious magnitude.

We believe, however, that it is possible to achieve agreements with the

exists. Tt is possible to help to make unilateral truces final through reasonable
agreements. It is possible to pPromote national dialogue with the various internal
forces of opposition and, in that context, to revive the work of the various
Mational Reconciliation Commissions so that they can effectively contribute to
internal dialogue.

In its efforts to overcome these difficulties and to resume serious dialogue
both at the domestic level and with regard to the conflicts that Separate some

States from others, Central merica knows that today it can rely on the
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solidarity of the international community and the practical support of those most
directly concerned. 1In this respect the Contadora and Support Groups have played
and will continue to play a fundamental role in pressing the peace process

forward. We must also stress the political and economic dialegue with the Economic
Community and its 12 member States. Spain trusts that the Community~Central
American meeting to be held in February next year in San Pedro Sula, Honduras,
which will continue the series of meetings begun five years ago in San José, will
deepen the very positive dialogue of the last meeting in Hamburg last February.

I indicated at the beginning of my statement that the three great challenges
to Central Mmerica are democracy, justice and development. The economic crisis now
experienced by Central America, of particularly tragic proportions in some of the
States of the region, has deepened as a result of the r'egional conflict which i¢,
in turn, exacerbates. The political agreements that must be reached without delay
by the Central American countries must serve to begin an economic reconstruction
that will give stability to the socic-political development of its peoples. When I
spoke at the resumed forty-second session of the General Assembly, which dealt with
the problems of economic assistance to Central America, I said:

"The crisis being experienced in Central America today is to & considerable

extent a reflection of the failure of a model of growth without authentic

development, a model of growth practically devoid of social progress,
incapable of adequately underpinning open, pluraiistic and stable political
institutions and a social fabric that could fully guarantee justice for all on

a continuing path towards the drastic reduction of enormous inequalities. ™

(A/42/PV.112, p. 31)

Peace in Central America must lead to economic recovery which will make possible

social progress and justice in a democratic and pluralictic society in which ali

citizens participate in the common cause of national betterment.
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- The special plan of co-operation for Central America proposed by the

\

Secretary-General has, in the context I have just described, the firm support of
Spain. It is our intention to continue to increase our technical and economic
Co-Operation with Central America, at the bilateral and zegional levels, at the
Same time as we channel ourhssistance through the European Economic Community. We
shall also continue to strengthen our financial assistance through concessional
grants. In this respect we trust that the agreement signed recently between the
Spanish Government and the Inter-Amer .can Development Bank for Spain's granting of
a loan of $500 million will also have a positive effect in Central America.

I should like to conclude My statement on a note of hope. My delegation is
convinced that the spirit of Esquipulas remaing alive, that there is no better
alternative on the path towards peace and that with resolve and with the
encouragement of the international community the five Central American countries
will be able, together, to give new impetus to the process. For that purpose they
can be assured of Spain's support.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): fThe Assembly will now take

a decision on draft resolution A/43/L.26, Before doing so, I should like to inform
the Assembly that, should the General Essembly adopt this dr aft resolution, the
‘Secretary-General doeg not, at this point, anticipate any programme budget
;implicatic;ns. Should unforeseen requirements arise in connection with the
implementation of the resolution during 1989, the Secretary-General would have
" iecourse to the provisions of teneral Assembly resclution 42/227 on unforeseen and
extraordinary éxpenses for the biennium 1988-1989 relating to the maintenance of
peace and security and would report thereon to the forty-fourth session of the

General Assembly in the usual manner,



B /mh A/43/PV. 50
79-80

(The President)

May I take it that the General Assembly wishes to adopt draft resolution

A/43/L.26?

Draft resolution A/43/L. 26 was adopted (resolution 43/24),

Ihe PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the

representative of the United States of America for an explanation of position after
the adoption of the resoluticn.

Miss BYRNE (United States of America): 1In the long and valiant efforts
of Central Americans to overcome a legacy of poverty and tepression, one light
shines clearly - the burning desire of the overwhelming majority to forge
democratic governments with guarantees for their rights intact - democratic
governments that will ensure that the rights of freedom of speech, assembly, and
unrepressed partici‘pation in the political, ecc;nomic and social lives of their
countries will be available to all their citizens. For most of the people of
Central America this long~held desire for democratic government has become a
reality. For some, however, the quest for democracy continues. The United States
shares the commitment to this quest.

Although the United States joined with othér members of this body in adopting
the resclution by consensus, we find some t;:oubling developments in Central America
that are not adequately reflected in it. We all recall the hope that existed in
this body one year ago when we saw in Esquipulas II a mechanism to move towards the
pluralistic democracy Central Americang sought. Now, despite the language of the
resolution, we all know that the promise of Esquipulas II is not yet fully realized
and that one Central American country has not lived up to itz commitments mace

under Esquipulas I1I.
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In Esquipulas II Nicaragua promised a free press, freedom of assembly and free
elections. It has delivered on none of these promises. Indeed, Nicaragua has just
announced that long-overdue elections proposed for March 1989 will not occur. The
Nicaraguan free Xess is in danger of extinction, and political opposition leaders
languish in gaol.

Another troubling ele:ment of this resolution is the call for international
economic co-qperatim despite the absence of any progress by Nicaragua to grant the
freedoms that are basic to Luilding a healthy economy. 1t isg the responsibility of

the international community to encourage respect for human rights and democracy by

all countries of the region. Increased economic co-operation should duly benefit

their neighbours.

In summary, the United States urges the international comnunity to adopt a

realistic and honest appraisal of the disastrous effects of Nicaraguan

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the

representative of Nicaragua, who wishes to speak in exercise of the right of reply.

May I remind members that, in accordance with General Asgembly decision
34/401, statements in exercise of the right of reply are limited to 10 minutes for
the first intervention and to five minutes for the second and should be made by
delegations from their seats.

Mr. SERRANO CALDERA (iv: caragua) (interpretation from Spanish): 1In the

debate this afternoon on the item on Central America, which has taken up this

afternocn, some fundamental positions have been mage clear which embody the spirit
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of the internatiocnal community and the spirit that prevails in this Asgembly, which

has just adopted the draft resolution on Central America. fThe general lines,
stated briefly but not, therefore, less Cclearly, are that intervention ang
inteference from outside are negative for peace, that the Centrail Amer ican region
needs from those who have repeatedly taken this attitude in our area respect for
cur desire for peace and our efforts to achieve it. There has also been
recognition of the efforts of the Central American countries to arrive at consensus
and to svbmit jointly a draft resolution based on our Joint positions. This
reflects the fact that despite our differences and difficulties what unites us is
stronger than what Separates us and that in spite of everything there are points of
agreement between us that should be emphasized in our quest for peace.

Emphasis has also been put on the supremely important role of the regional

this respect there has been recognition and appreciation of the efforts made by the
Contadora and Support groups and of the Esquipulas Agreements, emphasizing in
pParticular the will of the Central American Presidents themselves to builg
instruments and fing the path that will bring us to peace.

The need for economic assistance for the countries of the area has been
emphasized also by recognizing that the outstanding causes of the conflicts in
Central America are structural, economic and social factors, that the roots of the
conflict were determined by unjust structures that are, as it were, the crigin, the
generator of the Central American crisis.

Given this situation, what has been the preponderant attitude in the General
Assembly? The conciliatory spirit of our Oown group, the Central American, and of
the Contadora and Support grecups contrasts violently with the attitude of the

delegation of the United States of America, which actually represents a rupture
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with the spirit of this debate in the political and economic fields. We deplore

the fact that problems as tragic as those of Central America are dealt with

repeatedly in this obsessive way. For our part, we reaffirm our constructive
spirit, our openness to dialogue and cur quest for civilized mechanisms to solve
our conflicts.

We request - and we said this in our statement - that the United States, which
has a major responsibility for this crisis, leave us in peace and allow us to find
our own alternatives to solve the conflict. It has been proved that when we talk
to each other there are concrete pessibilities for an understanding. In this
respect we reiterate our positive attitude, reaffirm ocur constructive will and
recall the message that we conveyed in our statement in this forum addressed to the
new United States Administration, which we hope will understand the prevail ing
spirit among Central Americans who are seeking peace on the basis of respect,
dignity, sovereignty and self-determination for our peoples.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We have now concluded our

consideration of agenda item 22,

AGENDA ITEM 29

QUEST ION OF NAMIBIA

(a) REPORT OF THE UNITED NATIONS QOUNCIL FOR NAMIBIA (A/43/24)

(b} REPORT OF THE SFECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE SITUATION WITH REGARD TO THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO (OIONIAL
MUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (A/43/23 (PART V), A/AC.109/960)

(c) REFORT OF THE SEQRETAR Y- GENERAL (A/43/724)

(d) REFORT OF THE FOURTH OMMITTEE (A/43/780)

(e) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/24 (PART II), CHAPTER I)
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Mr. AL-KMVARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): Today the

international community is witnessing a momentous event: the proclamation of the
Palestinian State. This significant development ig the culmination of a long
struggle ard unstinting sacrifice. It gives effect to the principles of
international legality embodied in the Provisions of the United Nations Charter and
ite resolutions, which reject foreign occupation and uphold the rights of peoples
to self-determination. Those are the same lofty goals for which the people of
Namibia is struggling,

Since the United ZNations proclaimed the termination of the Mandate of South
Africa over Namibia and the direct responsibility of the United Nations for that
Territory in accordance with its resolution 2145 (XXI), adopted at its twenty-first
session in 1966, the national 1iberation movement , namely the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWARO), has waged an unrelenting struggle to achieve
independence. The Council for Namibia also has made constant efforts in dzfence of
the legitimate rights and interests of the Territory. After more than 20 years of
valiant struggle, the Namibian People has proved its resolute will to gain
independence despite the repressive measures imposed by South Africa. The
Territory is on the threshold of the final phase of that unrelenting struggle.

Throughout that long period, the international community has directly stood by
the Namibian people. It has supported its struggle and strengthened its efforts to
achieve its ultimate goal. In 1976, the Security Council adopted resolution
385 (1976), in which it rejquested South Africa to withdraw its illegal
administration from the Territory, transfer bower to the people of Namibia, and
hold free elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations
throughout Namibia as a single political entity.

That was Zollowed by a number of historic developments, foremcst of which was

the adoption of a draft plan for the peaceful settlement of the question of Namibia,
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which both SWAFO and South Africa accepted in principle. It provided for free
elections to be held under the supervision of the United Nations. iIn that
connection, we wish to pay a tribute to Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, who has made constant efforts to achieve
independence for the Territory.*

Regrettably, however, the South African régime has constantly endeavoured to
prevent the implementation of the United Nations plan by linking it to extraneous
issws. The Security Council rejected such linkage, considering that the
independence of Namibia should not be a hostage to matters unrelated to the United
Nations plan for the independence of the Territory. It seems that the Sauth
African régime failed to grasp the significance of all those develoumunts. It
tried to oppose them by all means, including the establishment of a provisional
Government in violation of the provisions of the settlement plan formulated by the
United Nations. The international community rejected that attempt, and the
Security Council considered it a blatant insult and a glaring violation of its
Previcus resolutions. It therefore dec)ared the measure null and void and
requested South Africa to rescind it.

Meanwhile the Pretoria régime continued its hostility to the resistance
movements, perpetrating acts of ruthless violence and political oppression, racism
and apartheid, flouting the Charter of the United Nations, human rights and the
resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security Council. &Although recent
develogments suggest light at the end of the tunnel and the posgibility of

agreement between the negotiating parties on the withdrawal of South African forces

*Mr. Al-Shakar {(Bahrain}, Vice-President, took the Chair.



e VW A VWV

88

(Mr Al-Rawari, Qatar)

from Namibia, the Pretoria régime is still insisting on impossible terms to prevent
the conclusion of the desired agreament., |

South Africa's arbitrary ang colonialist practices in Namibia have led to the
deprivaticn of its people of their political rights, their fundamental human rights
and their right to contribute to economic activity. The deprivation of all those
rights has impoverished the people and weakened their ability to tackle the
Problems they are confronting and those they will be confronting after independence.

In 1974 the Council for Namibia adopted Decree Ne. 1, pursuant to its

freedom and independence. We look forward to the day when the Namibian people will
achieve self-determination ang independence.

Mr. ESZTERGAL YOS (Hungary): in the wake of improvements in the

international situation we have witnessed promising progress and favourable

the poassibility of actually exerciging its genuine right to sel f-determination,
Since the termination of South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, the world

Organization has been tnable to enforce its will and give effect to the relevant

resolutions of the General Asgsenbly and the Security Council, During the past

- Years the Member States have becone cleariy aware of the causes of that lncapacity
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for action as well as the interests at work that have allowed the dilatory tactics
of the South African végime to meet with success. It is obvious that those
interests have not ceased to exist over the past pericd, but have been put into a
new perspuctive by the world set-up and, first and foremost, by the development of
the situation in that region, prompting the parties directly invi.lved to seek a
compromise.

The region is giving added proof that its inherent antagonisms are bound to
surface sooner or later; that they cannot be removed or suppressed by the use cf
force. Those antagonisms and the tension in the southern part of Africa are
multifaceted and interrelated, all of them rooted in the essence of the apartheid
System. In his report on the work of the Organization the Secretary-General of the
Wiited Nations refers to a three-dimensional conflict: the guestion of Namibia,
the acte of destabilization against neighbouring States of Souta Africa and the

system of apartheid in South Africa itself.
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My delegation fully shares the view expressed in the report that:
"Developments in, or relating to, the continuance of a situation of racial
discrimination, vhich is so repugnant to the spirit of our age, lend further
force to the repeated - ang hitherto unheeded - urgings of the international
cemmunity that apartheid be dismantleg." (A/43/1, p. 5)

the maintenance of apartheid, and as long as this system is in effect, regional
Peace will be threatened constantly. waile there are promising signs of an

impe ovement in the political climate in ang around the region, the international
community ig witnessing the fact that apartheid - racial discrimination - which has

been the root cause of the regional conflict, remaing virtually intact,

inevitabie, total eradication of apartheid, it is of vital importance that the

community of nations should exert pressure on the régime,
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The régime finds it of vital importance to maintain its influence and dominant
role in the region. Feor that purpose it resorts to armed aggression against the
front-line States, besides exercising economic pressure on them, thereby
destabilizing the situation in the entire region and prejudicing the chances of
those States to develop and to establizh mitually beneficial relations on the basis
of equality.

Although my colleagues have already spoken of the different aspects of “his
complex question in the course of the debate, let me share some of our further
thoughts on the situation in Namibia. The Territory has been occupied and kept in
colonial bondage. It has been denied the right to dispose of its rich natural
Fesources and its aspirations for national liberation have been suppressed by;
force. This has been done without consul ting, and against the will of, the vast
majority of the Namibian pPeople. The Fouth African régime, however, has been
unable to suppress the liberation struggle led by the South West Africa People's
Organization, the sole, authentic representative of the Namibian pecple, which
enjoys international recognition.

A settlement plan exists: it is internationally recoonized, and the world
community has to act to ensure its implerentation. The developments of the past
ten years, the present international situation, and the changes in the region have
narrowed the apartheid system's scope for manceuvring, and this has created a more
realistic possibility for the implementation of resolution 435 (1987) of the
Security Council. For its pact, the United Nations has made the necessary
Preparations for the implementation of the plan, which my Government notes with
high appreciation. we hope that the new efforts and possibilities will open fresh

perspectives for the common political endeavour and will serve as an encour aging

example to follow in eliminating other regional hotbeds of the world.
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of 29 September 1988 was the tenth anniversary of Security Council resolution
435 (1978), an anniversary which the international comrunity had hoped not to have
to celebrate any longer.

Alas, Namibia is not Yet released from its chaings, The positive side of thig
celebration, however, will have been that it was a reminder to States Members of
the United Nationg of their collective responsibility towards Namibia. 1t is in
this gpirit that, from thig rostrum, Madagascar reaffirms its unreserved support
for the just struggle for national liberation waged by the Namibian people, under
the guidance of itg authentic and legitimate Kepresentative, the South West Africa
People‘s Organization (SWARD) .

During these 13 .- wonths, my delegation has followed with interest the efforts
of multilateral diplomacy to arrive at a cease-fire in southern Africa and the
application of the Plan provided for under resolution 435 (1978). we have shared
the hopes of the Namibian people to accede at last to independence. wWe have also
shared their doubts reqgarding the sincerity of South Africa. The change in the
date from 1 November to - probably - 1 January in the timetable for the
implementation of the resolution seems, regrettably, to confirm thosge doubts, the
more so since the ambiguous attitude of Pretoria leads us to be cautious in our
optimism, Indeed, even while the talks were continuing and while it was claimed
that the dialogue had not been interrupted, while SWAPO declared unilaterally that
it had halted military Operations, Pieter Botha'g government was tightening its
hold over Namibia. There are reports of increased military &ctivity, of the aerial
transport of weapons, it would appear, from Windhoek to the north of the country.
There is talk also of 50,000 men which South Africa has massed at the Angola
frontier. But it ig the situation within Namibia itself that denies the sudden

apparent good will of Pretoria. Ko opposition is tolerateg in the Terri tory.
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Through cruel and re.p:essi,ve laws promulgated in dafisnce of General Assembly ang’
Security Council resclutions the racist South African minority continues to impoge
martizl law, maintains security zones, prohibits boycotts and demonstrations and
muzzles the press. Thoge laws, which the General Assembly in parsgraph 25 of its
resolution 42/14 a daclﬁiéd to be null and void, are being used by the South
African occupation forces, flanked by their troops and death squads, as
Justification for mass arrasts, éold-bl.ooded murders, deportations, torture,
detention without trial, and the disappearance of civilians. Students and trade
unions are persecuted, the media are muzzled, men between 17 and 55 years of age
are being forcibly conscripted to confront their brothers in order to undermine the
credibility of SWAPO, or are trained for tribal conflict. South Africa's
metcnnar:lés are increasing. This is despotism in all .:s horroc. Thousands of
Naribians have no choice but to seek refuge in neighbouring States, thus giving
Pretorias a cynical pretext for pursuit, transforming Namibia into a spr ingboard for
ambushing, committing aggression and tetr&izing the populations of neighbour ing

States.
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South Africa maintains its illegal occupation of Namibia in violation of
General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI), of 27 October 1966. Greed is at the root
of this illagal cccupation. Because of the vast mining, agricultural and marine
resources of the Territory, South Africa, in order to preserve its advantages and
those of other foreign econamic interests which, by their co-operation, give it
support and comfort, impedes Namibia's accession to independence. South Africa's
grip on the natural resources of Namibia enables it, in association with foreign
companies, to make large profits. It is indeed Plunder to which South Africa and
certain Western and other econcmic interests resort, in violation of relevant
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions, Decree No. 1 for the Protection
of the Natural Resources of Namib_.2 and the advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice of 21 June 1971,

We have often heard certain delegations, prompted by concern for objectivity
or by bad faith - it is not always easy to differentiate - affirm that
transnational companies also benefit colonial peoples. That is not true of
Namibia. The transnational companies are delighted to find there an enormous
reservoir of raw materials and cheap labour, while the black mejority, deprived by
South Africa of their most fertile lands and their mining areas, live in exile in
arid homelands where they can barely survive or are forced to work for the white
minority in mines or agricul tural projects in canditions approaching slavery. For
South Africa and the transnational corporations, howeve:, these are ideal conditions
in which to garner enormous profita which they transfer to their respective
ocountries without investing in the Territory or trying to help the indigenous

population by integrating sectors of the Namibian economy. It is a colonialist and
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neo-colonialist economic policy which drains the human and natural rescurces of
Namibia at the expense of the legitimate aspirations of the Wamibian pecple to

genuine national independence in a united Namibia.

It is clear that this sitmation will persist for as long as foreign and other
economic interests, which are the main beneficiaries of this plunder, continue to
put their short-term national interests above the interest of mankind as a whole.

This is why, given the intransigence of Pretcria, we call upon the
international comnunity to be firm. Negectiations are now at a crucial stage. 'fhe
Namibian people need, more than ever, the full support of all members of the
Assembly. My delegation hopes that the variocus ideologies will not ﬁisttact us
from our purpose, because the question of Namibia is a question of dec;a'lon_ilzation
and as such is part of the Asgembly's belief in the fundamental rights of man and
the dignity and value of the human person.

In keeping with its support for the conclusicns set out in the fine;l docurent
of the Conference of Foreign Ministers of the Movement of Nonr-aligned Countries,
which lpet at Nicosia in regular session from 5 to 10 September 1988, my delega.t':ion
reaffirms its conviction that comprehensive mandatory economic sanctions must be
imposed immediately against the racist South African régime to force it to end its
illegal occupation of Namibia.

We express the firm hope that the decisions of this Assembly will contribute
to ending that occupation and that, sooner or later, the natural resources of the
Territory will be used for the benefit of the majority of the Namibian people,
whose dignity will be restored and who will be compensated for the damage inflicted
upon them. .We hope, too, that the front-line countries wili be able to develop in

peace and security. 2ccordingly, Madagascar will show its support by voting in
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favour of the draft resolutions now before us, in particular those on the situation
in Namibia resulting from the illegal occupation of the Territory by South Africa,
the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), the programme of work
of the United Nations Council for Namibia and dissemination of information and
mobilization of international public opinion in support of the immediate
independence of Namibia.

We urge all Member States strictly to apply econcmic sanctions, the
effectiveness of which is beginning to be proved by events. Madagascar appeals to
the two permanent members of the Security Council which have so far supported
racist South Africa in its intrarsigence by their veto to transform that veto into
a positive vote.

We support multilateral diplomacy and encourage all those who continue to work
tirelessly for a lasting peace and the camplete independence of a united Namibia.
We are particularly pleased by the activities of the Council for Namibia, which,
having undertaken responsibility for the interests and rights of the Namibian
people, continues to defenad them to the best of its ability.

We encourage the Secretary-General of our Organization and assure him of our
total support in his efforts and his continuing commitment to ensure implementation
of Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

| On 9 November the world remembered with horror and profound sorrow
Kristallnacht, the symbol of fascist genocide. We remind the Government;.s and
pPeoples who witnessed or were victims of that holocaust that for the black majority

of Namibia every day is Kristallnacht.
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Mrs., CHAN (Singapore): The year 1988 should have been Namibia‘s year and
November should have been Namibia's month. After seven decades of repressive
colonial occupation by South Africa, 17 years of it illegal in terms of
international law, the international community locked on as an agreement was
initialled in New York in July 1988 for a peaceful settlement in southern Africa.
The implementation of United Nations Security Council resolution 435 (1978) was
Promised; the date was settled for 1 November, ushering in the long-awaited process
of independence for Namibia. But it was not to be. The target date has now been

moved to 1 January 1989. Shall Namibia yet be free?
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My delegation greeted the negotiations on souther:. Africa this year with two
cheers - two, not three, because one of the parties to the negotiations is South
Africa. When one is dealing with a blatantly racist régime with the iron will to
survive, it is hecessary to be cynical ang Sceptical. Alfred T, Moleah, a black
African academic, born and raised in and around Johannesburg and now teaching in
the United States - g person who is active in the struggle against racism,
apartheid and colonialism - has warned that "In Namibia, as in South Africa, the
more things change, the more they remain the gsame",

Recent history teaches us to be cautious. South Africa is well known for its
breaches of promise. It has come close to signing or has accepted agreements thag
raised great hopes for a settlement in socuthern Africa, only to have thenm dashed to
the ground. One of those agreements, and a classic example, was Security Council
Fesolution 435 (1978), which spelled out a process of withdrawal of South African
troops from Namibia in Seven months and the implementation of United
Nations-supervised elections in one year. It was adopted on 29 September 1978.
But South Africa, after accepting it in pPrinciple, has Successfully avoided its
implementation, Then again, in 1984, south Africa signed the Lusaka agreement to
withdraw its troops from Angola but did not meet that cbjective. In 1984 talks
were held also in Lusaka and in the Cape Verde Islands between South Africa and the
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFD), the sole and authentic
representative of the Namibian people, but failed'ta reach a conclusion becauvse of
South African obduracy.

It should be remembered that, when faced with the ptospect of United
Nations-supervised elections in the 19708, South Africa attempted toh annex Walvis
Bay in 1977 in order to exclude it from negotiations over Namibia's transition to
independence. The attempt to annex Walvis Bay was universally condemned by

Gover nments, the United Nations and SWAO. Today an estimated 3,500 South African
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troops are permanently based in Walvis Bay, which has become one of the most
militarized areas in southern Africa.

Even now as the quadripartite talks are progressing - and we heard this
morning that an agreement has been reached in Geneva - the question for us is
simply this: does South Africa have a hidden agenda for Namibia?

The indications that South Africa may be unprepared to relinquish control over
Namibia are numerous. South Africa has been introducing apartheid structures into
Namibia since 1964. 1In 1980 it introduced a decree dividing Namibian society into
11 mutually exclusive groups on the basis of racial, ethnic and tribal origins.
That was a clear move to prevent the African majority from acting and organizing in
unison against white and colonial domination. on 8 April 1988 President Botha
visited Windhoek to check moves to reform apar theid. He strengthened the powers of
the South Africen AMministrator-General. He would be able to call racially based
elections and veto any attempts to abolish existing authorities or to diminish tae
power of two second-tier authorities. The Administrator-General was also
authorized to take “appropriate® Steps to muzzle local media that promoted
"subversion™ and "terrorism®. President Botha further advocated "fitting and
effective™ action against SWAPO and its supporters in their struggle for national
liberation.

And as recently as 26 October 1988 we had clear indications from the South
African local elections that the political climate within South Africa is hardening
against the dismantling of apartheid. It is difficult in these circumstances to
conceive of South Africa easing up on Namibia,

For its own gelfish interests, South Africa uses Namibia as a critical
buffer. It ig oblivious of the injustice and suffering borne by the people of
Namibia. South Africans do not want to lose Namibia for fear of the impact of that

loss upon the white population in South Afzica, but more importantly because of its
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impact upon the black majority, Namibia would deliver the final psychological blow
to the whites after the liberation of all the other African States. It would

greatly magnify the writing on the wall. 1In fact, in a series of interviews

conducted in South Africa in 1982 by the Christian Scienceibbni..t‘or,'.. black leaders
put the independence Qf Namibia at the top of their list of changes .they hoped to
See. Bishop Desmond Tutu said, "Namibia is a very high pr.iorit.y. I would say it
is a pre-conditien to our liberation®.

Furthetmore, South Africa sees Namibia as fertije Plunder grouﬁd. Namibia is
richly endowed with mineral resources. It is the fourth largest African ang the
fourteenth largest vorig pProducer of mineral products. The country is also said to

pPossess rich oil, gold and coal reserves. South Africa will not relinquish this

Prize unless it ig forced to,

different frop the one i* hags an act of colonial domination which violates the
Principles ang purposes of the Charter of the United Nations., we agree with the

report of the Special Committee that Namibia has always been and remains a

decolonization issue., we agree with the feport that any attempt to portray Namibia

the effect of further delaying the independence of Namibia. We reject linkage, as



WU~ 300

(Mrs. Chan, Singapore)

@n extraneous and irrelevant issue, and believe it will be used as a ploy by the
South African régime to delay independence for Namibia.

We &re gravely concerned that South Africa may seek to intervene in the
shaping of the future independent Namibian copstitution. Namibia's constitution
should be decided by Wamibians. The United Nations plan provides for a constituent
asgembly to be ¢lected on the basis of one Namibian/one vote undor United
Nations-supervised elections. Therefore, the announcement by South Africa's
Aiministrator-General after a cease-fire was announced in August this year that he
would push ahead with domestic segregated elections should be rogarded wi*h
suspicicn. He has also Fublicly stated his desire tc tie ap "loose ¢~us™, One of
these “locse ends® is the drafting of an independence constitution. That
dsmonstr ates the utter contempt South Africa has for the will of the Ramibian
pecple and its legitimate rights, even as it is a party to the current negotiations
and says it is prepared to withdraw from Namibia.

We know that in Namibia today momentum is building up against the illegal
occupying Power. SWARO has provided leadership and mobilized the broad masses of
the people for a sustained aul ti faceted struggle for national liberation.
Throughout 1987 an@ 1988 there was a continwous wave of student protests and
classroom boycotts. Military bases were established in and. alongside scheol
grounds on the pretext of disccuraging guerilla attacks. In reality, it was to
keep a tight control over the students. In May this year over 40,000 black
Nzmidbian secondary school children chosa to boycott schcol to protest against tha
presence of the South African militacy in their school properties. They were
joined by 6¢,C00 workerg, about 70 per cent of the >lack worker population.
Namibia was brought to a virtual standstill. It was the biggest strike in the

Territory's history.
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The last nail may be hammered into South Africa's coffin. It has had trouble

SADF and the South West Africa Territorial Force (SWATF). 1In fact, there are
Feports of a marked increase in mutiny, rebellion, indiscipline ang desertion in
the ranks of the saDF and SWATF,

Many long years have passed, ang the Namibian people have waited patiently,
They have grown confident waiting. mut 80 long as they are ruthlessly exploited,
brutally repressed and unfree they will intensify their resistance, They have a
Sense of inevitability about their liberation. As the Africans put it so vividly,
“Nobody can stop the rain®,

Mr. HOHENFELINER (Austria): The igsue of Namibia has featured annually

a8 an important item on the agenda of the United Nations, The General Assembly and
the Security Council have over the Years adopted dozens of resclutions demanding

Nations. To austria it is a matter of Profound concern that the people of Namibia
are still unable to exercise their fundamental right to gself-determination. we
have always considered the continued illegal occupation of Namibia, in éefiance of

international law, to be a particular challenge to the internatiocnal community. wWe

The international comunity has made great efforts to enable the people of
Namibia freely to exercise their right to self-determination, Efforts to arrive at

an internationally acceptable solution resulted in the adoption of Security Council
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resolution 435 (1978), which endorsed a settlement plan for the transfer of power
to the people of Namibia through free elections under the supervision and control
of the United Nations.

The year 1988 marks the tenth anniversary of that important resolution, which
constitutes the only universally accepted framework for a peaceful transjtion to
independence for Namibia. Despite its endorsement by the international commun ity
and its acceptance by SWAPO it has taken nearly 10 years before we have seen
movement towards implementation of the plan.

In various rounds of negotiations between South Africa, Angola and Cuba,
mediated by the United States of America, agreement on a set of measures with a
view to starting implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) was
achieved.

Although Austria has never approved of the concept of linkage, we welcome the
agreement-in-principle on an end to the war in Angola and on Namibian independence
reached by the parties concerned in July 1988 in New York. That agreement offers a
realistic chance, the first for a decade, that the Namibian people will finally
gain their independence.

Austria, which has consistently deplored that South Africa used the territory
of Namibia as a springboard for military attacks against neighbouring States, also
welcomed the cease-fire agreed upon by Angola, Cuba and South Africa, with which
SWAPO agreed to comply.

The date that was widely believed to be that which would bring about the start
of implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), 1 November, has
passed. We krow that some issues still have to be resolved. However, in the light
of the most recent events we are hopeful that the solution is now emerging.
Austria looks forward to an early date for the beginning of the implementation of

Security Council resolution 435 (1978).
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Ten Years ago Austria declared its readiness to participate in the tnhited
Nations Transition Assistance Group (INTAG) with a police contingent. Today
Austria is again Prepared to put such g contingent at UNTAG's disposal, and would
consider making additional personnel available for other tasks related to the
transition of Namibia to independence.

The cost of UNTAG has been estimated to amount to between $700 million and
91 billion. UNTAG wil) heed a sound financial basis. as the United Nations
Peacekeeping operations how enjoy the highest esteem, we believe that all Member
States will be able to agree on the appropriate mandatory financing for UNTAG., 1In
view of the importance of the issue of leading Namibia to independence, for which
the United Nations has a special responsibility, financia) considerations should
not stand in the way of finally bringing independence to the people of Namibia,
The issue of financing, however, remaing one of the highest priority and will have
to be solved if the operation is to be as successful as we should like,

Not only is the question of Namibia a burning political problem; it also has
economic, social ang human dimensions. The economic consequences of South Africa's
continued occupation have been devastating. The natural wealth of Namibia in
minerals, in agriculture and in fisheries oould not prevent jits econony going
through a period of Severe crisis, Foreign exploitation of natural resources,
unempl oyment, inadequate educational and health services, the militarization of the
Territory, human rights violations and repression - these manifold hardshi ps
overshadow the lives of the Namibian pPeople. This situation will change decisively
only when Namibia achieves itsg rightful place as a Sovereign independent nation.

Under thege circumstances the Namibian people. clearly need the assistance of
the international community. My Government welcomes and supports the efforts of

the United Nations to help the victims of South Africa‘s Policy in Namibia,
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For many years Austria has therefore contributed to the funds and programmes of the
United Nations for Namibia.

It is the common responsibility of the international community to reach an
early settlement of the Namibian question. I should like to pay a special tribute
to the constructive policies of the front-line States, which under adverse
circumstances have never flagged in their cmitment to Namibia's independence.

We woulid deeply resent any attempt to delay Namibia's independence any
longer. We look forward to the next session of the General Assembly, when there
should no longer be a need to quote Security Council resolution 435 (1978) . My
delegation expresses the hope that Namibia will soon join the other 159 States
Members of the United Nations and calls on the parties concerned o take immediate

action to implement Security Council resolutiou 435 (1978).
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Mr. w Mengjia (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The independence
of Namibia is one of the major isaues that command the attention of the
international comnunity . Recently there have been some significant developnents
with regard to the situation in Nemibia, Since early may thig Year seven roumids of
formal negotiations have been held among Angola, Cuba, South Africa and the United
States of America on the issuea of peace in Angola and the independence of
Namibia. There are Plenty of indications that these negotiations have made
considerable headway, breaking the long-standing stalemate and bringing fresh hopes
for n@mibian independence., However, as these talks have failed to this day to
produce a final agreement, and the target date agreed upon by the parties concerned
to start implementation of Security Council resclution 435 (1978) has been
postponed time and again, we cannot but feel worried. It is at this critical
juncture that the General Assembly is deliberating on the Namibian question. Hence
its spacial importance. Now I wish to make a few observations on this item.

First, an early realization of Namibian independence through peaceful
negotiations is an inevitable trend of our times and represents the popular will of
the people throughout the world.,

At present, the international situation is moving towards relaxation. The
fierce rivalry between the Super-Povers has somewhat eased, and the tendency to

Seek peaceful solutions to regional conflicts ig picking up momentum. &gainst the

parties sitting down for negotiations to gettle the questions of Peace in Angola
and Namibian independence.

For decades, the South African suthorities have refused to implement the
relevant resolutions of the United Nations on Namibia and continued their illegal

occupation of that Territory. Moreover, they have used it a8 2 base to launch

armed invagions into Angola and other neighbouring countries, undermining peace and
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stability in the region. The perverse acts of South Africa have not only met with
dauntless resistance from the Namibian people and the people of Angola and other
front-line African States but also aroused strong condemnation on the part of the
international community. Iosing its edge on the battlefield in recent years, South
Africa is not only beset with mounting economic difficulties and a surging anti-war
movement at home but has found itself in a worsening predicament caused by growing
international isolation.

Longing for peace, the Governments of the front-line Statés and the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPC) have over the years made unremitting efforts
to reduce regional tension and bring about Namibian independence. The Government
of Angola has come to the four-party negotiations with flexible and realistic
policies. SWARO has time and again expressed its willingness to sign, and hcnour,
a cease~fire agreement with South Africa. Thié testifies to the good faith of the
front-line States and SWARO for a negotiated settlement on the question of peace in
VSOuth-West Africa. It has thug become an ardent desire shared by the nNamibian
people, the people of the front-line States and the people of the whole world to
see a negotiated settlement of the Namibian question and the re-es’tablishment of
pPeace in South-West Africa.

Secondly, the key to the settlement of the Namibiari question lies in South
Africa‘s implementation of relevant United Nations resoluticns,

Since its inception, the United Nations has adopted scores of resolutions on
the question of Namibia. If the South African 2uthorities had implemented thém,
the Namibia question would ;.mve long cea=zd to exist, and Namibia would have become
an equal partner in the community of sovereign nations a long time ago. As is
known to all, the Security Council adopted resulition 435 (1978), approving the
Secretary-General's plan to realize Namibian independence through elections under

United Nations supervision and control. Successive sessions of the General
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Asgerbly have also tepeatedly adopted resolutions reaffirming that resolution
_43_5.(1978) constitutes the only acceptable basis for the peaceful settleﬁent of the
Namibian question and calling for its immediate implementatim without any
Pre-conditions and qualifications. Al though the South African authorities have
been ccmﬁelled to agree to this resolution under‘ international pressure, they have
kept obstructing its implementation by creating one side issue after ancther and
delibeta‘tely complicating the matter, thus reducing the resolution to nothing more
than a piece of paper ten years aftet. its adopﬁion. It is crystal clear that the
key to the Settlement of the Namibian .q:\:est:ion lies in a prompt change in the
cbstinate position of Snuth Africa and the cessation of its external agyression and
expansion,

ihirdly, South Africa's move to reinforce its colonialist: and racigt rule in
Namibia does not accord with the spirit of the four-party _negotiaticn now under
way. . .

'I'hg actions taken by the South Afr ican adthoriti.es since the beginning of this
year have made it clear that they are still reinforcing their oppressive rule over
Namibia, During his visit to Namibia President Botha granted greater power t;)
South Africa's Administrator General in the Territory, it?cluding the power to céll
vacially segregated local elections and the power to impose more rigorous
censorship on the mass media. The "interim government ™ propped up by South Africa
is also stepping up its activities to formulate a so-calleg constitution in‘ a.l‘:id
- to work out an "internal solution® outside the framework of the United Na'tions
resolution,

In the meantz.éné, the South African suppresaion of the Namib ian pPeople has gone
on unabated, A large occupation force 100,000 strong remains in Namibia. South
Afr ican troope and police keep harassing Namibian schools, churches ang trade

unions, ang many innocent Namibians have been wilfully arrested ang killed.
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These actions of the South African avthorities are diame trically opposed to
the spirit of the four-party negotiations aimed at bringing about Namibian
independence. They must stop forthwith taking any action that is detrimental to a
negotiated settlement, give up their delaying tactics and demonstrate their good
faith with concrete actions. Only in this wvay can the negotiations make progress.

Fourthly, the internaticnal commun ity should maintain its pressure on South
Africa and continue to provide assistance to the Namibian people, thus helping to

advance the independence process of Namibia,
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. Al though South Africa is already a party to the four-party negotiations and

‘has also made some promises, in view of its record in Namibia and its past failure

to keep its word with respect to implementing United Nations resolutions, the
international community must heighten its vigilance. In the view of the Chinese
delegation, the Present session of the General Assembly should adopt resolutions
condemning the South Af:ican authorities for their policy of apartheid and illegal
occupation of Namibia, as well as their invasion of and acts of sabotage against
the front-line States and other countries in southern Africa. They should continue
to rally support from all countries, especially those Western countries that have
influence over s::ut.h Africa, for the imposition of effective sanctions against
South Africa. Ang they should also call upon the international community to render
more meral and material assistance to the Namibian people and the front-line
States. It is also our view that, as the United Nations plan has not been
implemented and the Namib ian people remain unable to emercise their right to

self -determination ang independence, the lluted Nations Council for Namibia shouid
continue to carry out its mandate given by the General Assembly and make
unremitting efforts to bring about Namibian independence.

The Chinese Government and people will, as alvays, stand firmly on the gide of

g African countries and peoples and support the heroic struggle of the Namibian

people for national independenoe, under the leadership of the South West Africa

People's Organization (SWAFO), and the just struggle of 'the ftmi:-line States in
safeguarding their sovereignty and security. We appreciate and support the efforts
made by Angola and other front-line States to ease regional tension and bring about
Namib jan independence, and their feasonable proposals and suggestions to this end.
It is our hope that the parties concerned will coantinue their endeavour se that an
agreement aimed at implementing Secu:ity.Council resolution 435 (1978) w;vill be

Yeached promptly and Namibias, tﬁe largest remining colony on Earth, will become
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independent at an early date. The South African authorities should go along with
the trend of history and make a fresh start. lLet us hope that when we meet again
next year for the forty-fourth session of the General Asscmbly, we shall find a
free and independent Namibia taking up its legitimate seat here as a formal Member
of the world body.

Mr. GAYE (Gambia): It is perhaps fortuitéus that the General Assembly
should be debating the question of Namibia at this time. In many parts of the
world men and women of conscience with a sense of justice have over the past few
days been engaged in acts of solemn tetﬁémbrance of an earlier Fascist rdgime that
plunged the world into armed conflict over a repressive, inhuman ideology. The
scars of that debacle are a grim reminder of the past which the international
community should never allow to happen again.

Yet, on the question of Namibia, the current South African régime with its
apartheid policy apes the evils contained in the master-race ideology of past
horrors. Scuth Africa, through force of conventional arms and threats of nuclear
capability, continues illegally to occupy Namibia, murder its legitimate citizens
and imprison others. Thousands of Namibian citizens have been displaced and some
even forcibly conscripted into military service in furtherance of South Africa's
policies. Namibia's potential for economic development is being destroyed as its
natural resources are being steadily pillaged by Scuth Africa, in defiance of the
Council for Namibia Decree No. 1, which calls for the protecticn of the natural
resources of Namibia.

As in the past, abhorrence of such régimes has taken the form of studied
indifference among some members of the international cemmunity, despite the

long-standing plight of Namibia. In its Final Communiqué, the International
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for independence, as mandated by Security Council resolution 435 (1978). But
States that heretofore, for thejr own economic interests, had abstained or cast
vetoes in votes on decisions affecting Namibia's freedom are now reversing their
previous stance on the issue. 1In fact, my delegation has followed with very keen
interest the quadriparcite talks to establish a basis for peace in the
south-western part of Africa and the independence of Namibia. We are indeed

Pleased about Prospects for Namibia's independence, and we offer all possible

the United Nations, However, because of the duplicitous history of the racist
régime in South Africa, our optimism ig somewvwhat curbed by the fact that this year
we mark the tenth anniversary of the adoption of Security Councii resolution 435
(1978), which spelled out the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia,
the only internationally acceptable framework for the peaceful decolonization of
Namibia. The Pretoris tégime has in the past stifled several plans introduced by
the United Nations that would have led to Namibia's independencez, among thege, to
hame a few, the Geneva Pre-implementation talks on Namibia, the pre-conditions that
pPrevented the implementation of the United Nations pPlan, as well as the meetings on
Namibia held in Lusaka and Mindelo.

My delegation ig proud to take thig opportunity to extend our congr atulations
to Angola and Cuba for their statesmanlike decision to take part in the ongoing

——
*Mr. Branco (Sao Tome and Principe), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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negotiations under the auspices of the United States, and we wish all concerned
complete success. The genuine mediation efforts of the United States also deserve
full acknowledgement and support by all parties.

Because of the past record of the Pretoria régime, my delegation is of the
view that the international community, and the United Mations in particular, must
continue to exert maximum pressure on South Africa. It is indeed unbelievable
that, despite the fact that all outstanding issues relevant to the United Nations
independence plan for Namibia have been resolved, Security Council resolution
435 (1978) remains unimplemented because of the continued insistence by South
Africa on linking Namibian independence to the withdrawal of Cuban forces from
Angola.

As has been observed by more than one speaker before me, the racist régime of
South Africa is not prepared %o change its policies, in spite of the assiduous
efforts of the international community, to which the succession of General Assembly
and Security Council resolutions bear eloquent testimony. The apartheid régime has
proceeded, with apparent impunity, from one atrocity to another. Nowhere has this
been more evident than in the case of occupied Namibia. Disregarding the formal
revocation of the ILeague of Nations Mandate in 1966, the apartheid régime has by
unilateral decision continued to extend its jurisdiction and administration over
the occupied Territory, whose vast mineral resources it continues to exploit for
its own use. At the same time, it has transformed Namibia into a forward base for

armed acts of aggression against independent African States in the region.
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This situvation is indeed unfertunate and it is for this reason that my
delegation is of the view that comprehensive and mandatory sanctions, under Chapter
VII of the Charter, should be imposed by the entire international community without
further delay. To those who are still unwilling to embrace this important and
effective measure, we ask them to reconsider their unreserved opposition to
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against a racist régime that violates daily
all norms of civilized behaviour and also takes pride in defying the international
community, thrives on racia: Segregation, injustice, violence and total disregard
for the principles of democracy and human rights,

In conclusion my delegation would like to place on record our deep
appreciation of the efforts being made by the Secretary-General, especially “he
arrangements being put in place for the inplementation of the United MNations plan.
Our steadfast aim is the attainment of independence for Namibia. To this end we
must continue to support the quadripartite talks and the efforts of the
Secretary-General with a view to ending South Africa's {llegal occupation of
Namibia, so that‘ our brothers and sisters, led by the South West Africa People's
Organizaticn (SWAFO), their true and authentic Fepresentative, can exercise their
inalienable right to self-determination and in&epen‘dence. As far as my delegation
is concerned, so long as an inch of Namibian tettitory remaing under illegal
occupation and domination by the racist régime the independence of Africa will be
incomplete and insecure.

Mr, S‘mESOV (Bulgaria): This year's report of the United Nations Council
for Namibia refiects the actxvitiés of different bodies of the Organization aiming
at eliminating 211 obstacles in the way of the immediate accession of the Territory
to independence on the basig of the United Nations Plan for Namibia, namely,

resolution 435 (1978).
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In our opinion two events deserve special attention:

The first is the Security Council debate on Namibia of October 1987 and the
adoption of Security Council resolution 601 (1987), For the first time the
Security Council determined that all issues relating to the implementation of
Security Council resclution 435 (1978) have been resolved and a truce between the
Pecple's Liberation Army of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWARO) and
South Africa's occupying forces was needed in order to create the conditions for
taking the administrative and other practical steps for the emplacement of the
United Nationg Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in Namibia. It is to be
regretted that this has not yet been achieved.

The second event is the meeting of the United Nations Council for Namibia at
the ministerial level, held on 1 October 1987. Its final communiqué represents an
adequate programme for the acceleraticn of the accession of Namjbia to independence
under the terms and conditions of the accepted United Nations plan. It should be
mentioned here that this meeting determined that the criminal policies of racist
South Africa represent a threat to international peace and security.

It is also necessary to highlight the rcle of the United Nations Council for
Namibia in sensitizing world public opinion by convening seminars in different
countries and organizing a campaign for world-wide dissemination of information, as
well as having consultations with different Governments in order to mobilize their
support.'

A new element in the question of Namibia has appeared this year. What we have
in mind are the talks between Angola, Cuba and the Republic of South Africa,
mediated by the United States, for the finding of a political solution to the
problems in the southern part of Africa. We should like to reiterate, however,
| that this should nct unduly delay the accession of Nami‘bia to independence. We are

very encoutaged by the flexibility shown by the Governments of Angcla and Cuba,
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which have expressed their readiness to accommodate specific demands of South
Africa within the framework of relations among the three countries. Wwe are,
however, again witnessing procrastination on the part of South Africa. This fact
compels us to re-emphasize succinctly our position on the different elements of the
question of Namibia.

Despite the numerous United Nations resolutions, the racist régime continues
its illegal occupation of Namibia and the exploitation of its natural and human
Fesources., It also conducts a Policy of repression against the Namibian people.
We share the view that the illegal occupation of that Territory constitutes an act
of aggression against its people. Namibia is also being used as a springbcard for
aggression against the neighbouring front-line States and for their continued
destabilization. We cannot but affirm once again that Namibia's territorial
integrity must be preserved intact, including walvis Bay, the Penguin Islands and
other offshore islands. 1In accordance with the relevant resolutions of the United
Nations, any attempt by South Africa to annex them is therefore illegal, null and
void. No territorial matter should be left for negotiation between an independent
Namibia and South Africa. We would like to highlight the role, competence and
specific responsibility of the Security Council in this field. We denounce all
fraudulent constitutional schemes by which Pretoria attempts to perpetuate its
colonial domination of Namibia and we oppose any internzational recognition of any
régime established in violation of Security Council resolutions 385 {1976) and
435 (1978). We therefore join the call of the international community for the
dissolution of the puppet institutions in Windhoek.

My delegation would 1ike once again to express its solidarity with and support
for the South West Africa People's Organization, the sole and authentic

representative of the Namibjan people. We value the statesmanship, co-operation



Jw/27 A/43/PV.50
. 124-125

(Mr. Stresov, Bulgaria)

and far-sightedness it has constantly displayed in the political and diplomatic
arena despite the provocations of the Pretoria régime.

The efforts of the international community and the persistent activity of the
United Nations in 1988 have brought about significant progress in the process of
settling a number of regional conflicts. We would like to believe that this
process will find an expression in southern Africa, including Namibia. We would
like especially to commend the Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, for
his tireless efforts to ensure the implementation of Security Council resolution
435 (1978) as early as possible. We shall lend support to all his political and
practical efforts in this field.

We also support the statement made on 29 September 1988 by the President of
the Security Council on behalf of its members containing an appeal to South Africa
to respect the resolutions and decisions of the Council without delay and to
co-operate with the Secretary-General in their immediate and strict implementation.

Finally, let me express the sincere hope of the people and Government of
Bulgaria that this will be the last General Asgembly to deliberate on the question

of the independence of Namibia.



PKB/mh A/43/PV.50
126

Mr, ZAROTOCKY (Czechoslovak ia) (interpretation from Russian): It is now

10 years since the adoption of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), a key
document in the list of decisions adopted by the Organization aimed at bringing
about the independence of Namibia. Moreover, it is 22 Years since the General
Assembly adopted resolution 2145 ( XXI) terminating the Republic of South Africa's
Mandate to administer Namibia and proclaiming South Africa's continued presence in
that Territory to be unlawful. In spite of the persistent efforts of the

Organization and the whole of the international community, to date it has not been
possible to implement the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia
contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978). The people of Namibia have
8till not obtained their freedom and before us still looms the discussion on why
this situation is as it is,

For many years the racist régime of the Rerublic of South Africa, which is
being supported by certain Western Powers, has succeeded in disregarding the
decisions of the Organization and ignoring the ever louder voice of the world
community, which has demanded recognition once and for all of the right of the
Namibian people to self-determination and independence.

Times afe changing. The upkeep of the army of occupation in Namibia and the
aggression against the People's Republic of Angola have become too much of a
financial and material burden for Pretoria. as has been pointed out by the
Lepresentative of the South-West Africa People's Organization (SHARD), Sam Nujoma,
the racist Republic of South Africa is campelled to spend $Us 3 million every day
for that purpose. There is an unprecedented increase in the Republic of South

Africa's combat casualties. The cases of desertion in the ranks of its army are on

the increase as well, In trying to stage an attack at Cuito Cuanavale the South
African aggressor suffered a moral defeat which confirmed once and for all the

Pointlessness of a military soluticn,
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The Government of the Republic of South Africa is finding itself increasingly
more isolated internationally. Moreover, Pretoria is compelled to resist the
increasing repudiation of its policies of aggression and destabilization not only
by the international community but also among the ranks of those representatives of
the white community who think realistically in the Republic of South Africa
itself, All this taken together has compelled the South African racists to sit at
the negotiating table.

It is our conviction that time is on the side of the achievement of progress
in the solution of the Namibian question and the cessation of the unlawful
occupation of Namibia by the Pretoria régime. We follow with hope the progress of
negotiations among the People ‘s Republic of Angola, Cuba and the Fepublic of South
Africa with the mediation of the United States on the question of the peaceful
settlement of South West Africa. We would like to hope that the results of the
negotiations will be a further positive step in this direction. We express total
support for the constructive actions of the Governments of the People's Republic of
Angola and Cuba at the current negotiations and their efforts to achieve a peaceful
gettlement that would ensure security for Angola and independence for Namibia in
accordance with Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and peace throughout the
vwhole of the region of Socuth West Africa.

The realization of the principles for a peaceful settlement in South West
Africa which were agrezed in Geneva will not be an easy task. For the achievement
of mutually acceptable compromizes a flexible and constructive approach is also
needed by the other side, namely, South Africa. The fate of the Lusaka Agreements
concludéd in February 1984, as well as the Niomati Mreement lead us to be more
circumspect. We are disappointed that the implementation of Security Council

resolution 435 (1978) which was to have taken place on 1 November this year, has
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again been postponed. The Government of the Republic of Scuth Africa should
temember that its approach and the political will it shows in the search for
solutions to the Namibian Question will be gauged by the international community in
terms of its practical actionsg in the specific issues which are the subject of
negotiations.

Despite the current negotiations the racist régime of Pretoria is not only
continuing its policy of flagrant repression of the Namibian people but, as was
pointed out in the statement made by the President of the United Nations Council
for Namibia on 10 November this year, it is even continuing to intensify those
repressions. The new Pretoria régime is building up its military presence in
Namibia, especially in the northern part, and to date there are 50,0090 South
African troops concentrated there. In Windhoek ang in other cities peaceful
demonstrations by the Namibian population in the face of delays to the
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) were forcibly repressed by
racist south Africa.

There is cause to fear that even if the Republic of South Africa is ocompelled
to cease its unlawful occupation of Namibia it will try to retain that country
within its sphere of influence and will continue its neo-colonialist exploitation.
This flows from the fact that Namibia remains for the Republic of South Africa an
important supplier of valuable minerals including uranium and racre strategic metals.

For the establishment of peace and stability throughout the whole of the
region of southern Africa it is necessary to stop the further use of Namibian
territory as part of the military strategy of the Republic of South Africa. In the
present situation any lessening of pressure on the Republic of South Africa would
be a great mistake. On the contrary, it should be intensified with the adoption of
compr ehensive mandatory sanctions, together with the consistent implementation of

the measures already adopted against that rdgime, if the Organization is to carry
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out ali its obligations in regard to the oppressed peoples of Namibia. Only
through the total isolation of the Republic of South Africa's régime is it possible
to ensure that Pretoria will be compelled to refrain from its policy of apartheid
and the opprezsion of the Namibian people,

The population of Namibia is suffering from two of the greatest evils of our

time. It is both the victim of coclonialism and thz victim of apartheid, which ie

the most acute form of the manifestation of racism. The granting of independence
to Namibia is a decolonization issue with a clear-cut humanitarian content that is
of major significance for the elimination of the hotbed of tension in southern
Africa and thereby alio for internaticnal peace and security.

Czechoglovakia once again confirms its solidarity with the selfless struggle
of the people of Namibia under the leadership of SWAPO as the sole legitimate

representative and will in future continue to provide it with all support.
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We wish to commend once again the activities of the United Nations and its
Council for Namibia and to expresss our confidence that, at the pregsent decisive
stage in its struggle for independence, Namibia will fulfil ies destiny with honour
as it takes any further steps that could contr ibute to the achievement of the
ultimate objective - nanely the restoration of the right of its people to
self-determination and independence. The United Nations can rely on our total
support.

Mr. KAGAMI (Japan): The Nam.bian issue continues to be the most urgent

decolonization problem remaining on the United Nations agenda. Japan is deeply
concerned that, although two decades have puased since the General Assembly, by its
tesolution 2145 (XXI), terminated South Africa's Mandate over Namibia, the people
of that Territory are still denieqd recognition of their right to self-determination,

Japan joins the overwhelming mjority of Member States in insisting that
Namibia‘'s independence must be achieved in accordance with the wishes of ius
inhabitants as expressed through a free election to be held under the supervision
of the Un:ted Naticns. My Government firmly supports Security Council resolution
435 (1978), which endorges the only universally accepted framework for a peacetul
transition to independence.

The parties concerned have been engaged during this past year in intensive
negotiations towards a peaceful solution of the conflict in the region and the
achievemem; of Namibian independence in accordance with resolution 435 (1978) .

Just this morning we received a very encouraging report that the negotiations in
Geneva have indeed resulted in an agreement. We sincerely hope that the agreement
will gain the approval of the Govemnents concerned and that it can be signed

definitively in the very near future.
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In the meantime Japan will continue to pursue policies aimed at inducing South
Africa to end its illegal occupation of Namibia and abandon its racist policy of
apartheid. The Government of Japan thus maintains no diplomatic relations with
South Africa, limiting relations to the consular level., It strictly limits sports,
cultural and educational exchanges with South Africa. Japan does not issue tourist
visas to South African nationals, and it discourages Japanese citizens from
visiting South Africa. It has suspended air links with South Africa and prohibits
the use of Scuth African Airways international flights by Japanese Government
officiais.

In demonstrating its disapproval of South Africa‘s illegal occupation of
NKamibia, Japan refrains from any action that would in effect acknowledge the
p;eSent status of Namibia. For example, the Government of Japan does not extend
co-operation such as grants, loans or technical assistance of any kind to South
Africans in Namibia. The Government of Japan further prohibits direct investment
in South Africa and Namibia by Japanese nationals or corporations under its
jurisdiction. It instituted this policy more than 20 years ago - long before
disinvestment became a major issue in this Organization or in other ma jor
industrialized countries,

In accordance with Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources of
Namibia, which waé enacéd 4y the United Nations Council for Namibia in 1974, no
Japanese national or corporation maintains mining concessions in Namibia.

Morecver, ’Japm prohibits trade in arms and all co-operation in the nuclear and
military fields with South Africa. South African agencies that enforce apartheid,

such as the armed forces and police, are not permitted to purchase computers from

Japan. The Japanese people are discouraged from importing Krugerrands and other
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South African gold coins ang are not permitted to import iron and steel from South
&frica.

Those who are most geriously affected by South Africa's illegal occupation of
the Territory are, of course, the Namibian people themselves; those whe are
suffering directly under the yoke of their oppressors, as well as those who have
been forced cut of theijr native land as refugees. The neighbouring countries that
are accepting these refugees are aiso experiencing serious difficulties,

My Government has long been extending assistance to the Namibian people
through its contributions to the humanitarian funds ang E-ogrammes administered by
the United Nations, including the United Wations Institute for Namibia. Lock ing
ahead to the day when they will assume pogitions of leadership in their respective
countries, Japan is extending educational and training assistance to young black
citizens of South Africa and Namibia. For instance, it is contr ibuting $300,000 in
1988 to the United Nations Educaticnal and Training Programme for Southern Africa.
Moreover, it enhanced its assistance in this fiscal year by providing $450,600 for
medical, educational and housing projects for South Africa's victims of apartheid.
Japan is determined to extend such assistauce for as long as the need continues,

In addition to these efforts, the Government of Japan is prepared to extend
all possible assistance to the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (NTAG) .
Japan is ready to participate in the Group and intends to contribute financially to
its operations in monitoring a cease-fire and fair and free elections. It will
also consider providing the Group with material and equipment, if necessary. Once
the independence of Namibia is achieved Japan looks forward to extending econonmic

and technical co-operation for its nation-building efforts.
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At the same time Japan believes that the plight of the States neighbouring
South Africa, which are constantly threatened by military incursions and economic
blackmeil from Pretoria, must not be forgotten. Recognizing that these States are
suffering economic hardship, Japan ocontinues to extend econcmic and technical
co-operation, cspecially to the front-line States, with a view to strengthening
their econoaic viability and resilience.

Thig mov11ing we were given reason to hope that the Kamibian people may soon be
able to taste the joys of freedom and human dignity and that a sovereign Namibia
will take its rightful place in the community of nations in the near future. Until
then Japan wishes tc assure the Namibian people that their peaceful efforts to

achieve independence have our prefound admiration and steadfast support.
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M., GIEZAL (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): Once again the
General hssembly has before it the question of Namibia. Since the declaration of
the end of South Africa's Mandate over the Territory of Namibia in 1966 and the
establishment of the United Nations Council for Namibia as the legal Administering
Authority of the Territory, the interr-tional comrunity has regularly reaffirmed
its support for the Namibian peopile‘’s struggle for independence. This cons tant
surport is reflected in the Mmany United Nations resolutions on the subject, in
particular Security Council resolution 435 (1978), in respect of which there was
universal consensus.

Ten years have gone by since the adoption of that resolution which defined a
plan for the independence of Namibia, a plan which, at the time, seemed to have
gained the support even of the Pretoria régime.. However, years have passed and the
Namibian people are still subject to an illegal System of occupation, repression
and plunder by South Africa and continue to suffer both personally and as reqards
their inalienable right to self-determination, freedam and independence.

In its pursuit of its sinister plan to crush the heroic struggle for freedom
of the Namibian people, under the leadership of their sole and authentic
Tepresentative, the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFO), Scuth Africa
has not stopped at any excess and has used évery means of oppression, torture,
destruction and exploitation. It has even methodically recruited and trained
mercenaries and redoubled the troops of militia and bands of assassins.

Extending the scope of its demands, of its violation of human rights and its
defiance of the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and the rules of
internaticnal lav, ihe colonialist and racist régime of South Africa continues its
aggression within the territories of the neighbouring front-line States, causing
massacres and destruction there and violating their sovereignty and territorial

integrity.
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Confronted with th 3 barbaric régime, the people of Namibia have waged a
determined struggle to recover their independence and complete che liberation of
that last pocket of colonialism on African soil. An armed struggle was imposed on
Namibia; Namibia did not choose it and has always considered it to be a last
resort. SWARD, its sole and authentic representative, has constantly affirmed its
support for Security Council resolution 435 {1978) and has declared itself ready to
implement a cease-fire if South Africa would agree to its implementation. In this
quest for a peaceful solution on the basis of resolution 435 {1978), as well as in
the conduct of the struggle of its people, SWAPO enjoys the support and concern of
all justice-loving peoples.

The international community has followed with interest the quadripartite talks
between Angola, Cuba, South Africa and the United States of Mmerica, which are
intended to put an end to the aggression of the Pretoria régime against Angola and
promote the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). It has
welcowsd with hope the signs of détente and progress which these negotiations jiave
seemed to indicate.

We should like to believe that it will not be long before we see the end of
the delaying manoceuvres, subterfuges and evasions in which South Africa has always
engaged. Every year that passes prolongs by that much the sufferings of the
Namibian people. It iz the duty of the international community, which has assumed
a grave responsibility for the fate of the Namibian people, to spare no effort to
put an end to the colonial occupation by South Africa without further delay.

Any just and lauting solution of the Namibian question must be based on the
immediate and unconditional cessation of the illegal cccupation of Namibia by the
apartheid régime and the free and unfettered exercise by the Namibian people of

their right to self-determination and independence in accordance with Security
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Council resolution 435 (1978), which remains the only internationally accepted
basis for a peaceful settlement of this colonial prcbiem.

Today, faithful to the memory of its own struggle for independence and its
unswerving commitment to all peoples striving against colonial occupation, and
maintaining its respect for human rights and the rignt of peoples to dignity,
freedom and justice, Tunisia would like to salute the people of Namibia and their
sole, legitimate representative, SWAPO, and reaffirm its solidarity with them in
their just struggle.

We should also like to P2y a tribute to the enormous efforts made by the
Secretary-General and to the devotion and determination with which Ambassador Zuze
of Zambia has taken on the responsibilities of the presidency of the United Nations
Council for Namibia, which, under the Mandate conferred on it by the General
Assembly by resolution 2245 (5~V) of 1967, must remain the sole legal Administering
Authority of the Territory until Namibia attains independence.

Mr. INSANALZY {Guyana): The situation in south-western Africa is

evolving so rapidly that it is now difficult both to grasp the full significance of
events and to predict their outcome. One can only look on from afar and hope that
the situation will culminate in the establishment of a new era of peace for the
region.

For much too long the peoples of South Africa and Namibia have been subjected
to the cruel viclence of apartheid rule. It is time for this oppression to be
brought to an end. The new correlation of forces in the region would seem to
suggest that, at least in the case of Namibia, the day of 1liberation may not be too
far off. The quadripartite talks involving the Governments of Angola, Cuba and
South Africa, with the United States as mediator, are now reported to have resul ted
in agreement on a set of Principles which could serve as a basis for peace. It is

as yet a fragile agreement, however, which, if not sustained by goed faith, could
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quickly unravel and disintegrate. Should it be allowed %o take form, it could
conceivably create the material conditions hecessary to facilitate the early
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We therefore hope that
the current talks will have a successful outcore.

However, such is South Africa's record of shameless duplicity that full
reliance cannot be placed on its protestations of good intention. We should
therefore remain vigilant against its notoricus surterfuges so that we are not
lulled by false hopes into dangercus complacency or permigsiveness. The Pretoria
régime must be reminded that the frecdom of the Namibian people is not a matter for
negotiation and that it is under an obligation imposed by the international
community to bring them quickly to independenca. Continued failure to do so should
attract the heaviest penalties the international comunity can impose. In the
event of further procrastination by the régime, the United Nations will have no
alternative but to employ sterner measures in corder to secure the speedy removal of
that régime. The Security Council, which has thus far failed to bring concerted
pressure to bear on South Africa, must redouble its efforts to compel that outlaw

State to withdraw.
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It can no lenger afford to tolerate dilatory manoceuvres which trangparently
undermine ite authority and perpetuate apartheid rule in Namibia. It should
therefore move to expedite the implementation of Security Council resolution 435
(1978) ; which contains the only accepted blueprint for Namibia's independence. On
the advice of the Secretary-General it should now closely monitor all developments
to ensure that the necessary machinery is put in Place to allow for an orderly
transfer of power.

As the legal Administering Authority for Namibia until its independence the
Council for Namibia must continue to assert its responsibility for safequarding the
interests of the Namibian people. The imminence of independence compels its
attention to the urgent requirements of Namibia's transition to freedom. This
Supreme responsibility cannot be abdicated and must be discharged with scrupulous
respect. The Council must therefore ensure that it fulfils the purposes for which
it was originally conceived. It must accordingly examine the role assigned to it
by General Assembly resolution 2248 (5-V) of May 1967 and give serious thought to
what it must do at this critical stage.

The priority task must be to protect the heritage of the Namibian people from
further erosion. The rich natural resources with which the country was endowed
continue to be viciously plundered by foreign exploiters. Precious little is left
by way of a legacy to the rightful owners of the land, and even this will be
subject to expropriation if Steps are not taken to defend Namibia's interests,

Decree No. 1, promulgated by the Council for Wamibia in 1974, was intended to
deter the continued Sequestration of the country's wealth. However, that
instrument will be effective only if all nations respect its provisions and refrain
from encroachment on Namibia‘’s resources. As the legal guardian for Namibia, the

Council must therefore insist on the enforcement of that Decree.
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Equally important is the preservation of Namibia's territorial integrity. The
Pretoria rdgime has not abandoned its spurious claim to Walvis Bay, the Penguin
Islands or other offshore islands. These areas, however, are an integral part of
the Namibian territory and cannot therefore be arbitrarily abrogated by colonialist
greed. There can be no concession on this issue since to leave the question of
Bovereignty in doubt at Namibia's independence would place any new Government in
the invidious position of having to assert and defend the nation's territorial
rights. Namibia should not be allowed, therefore, to accede to independence
encunbered by & political albatross around its neck.

It will be necessary at the same time rapidly to equip the Namibian people
with all relevant skills so that they might take full control of their own
destiny. 1In this context training assumes a vital importance and should now be
accelerated and expanded. The United Nations has received, through the South West
Africa People;s Organization (SWAIO), the sole, authentic representative of the
Namibian people, an indicative list of the areas where expertise will be sorely
needed. We urge that Member States respond sympathetically to this approach since
appropriate and timely assistance now would assist the Namibian people t:oy cope with
the myriad responsibilities which independence will bring. A vacuum in government
can pose grave risks to a fledgling nation.

The human dimension of Namibia's problems cannot be underestimated. It should
not be forgotten that many of its people were driven by Pretoria's terrorism to
seek refuge in neighbouring front-line States. At the International Conference on
the Plight of Refugees, Returnees and Displaced Persons in Southern Africa, which
was held in Oslo last August and at which we had the honour of representing the
Council for Namibia, it was recognized that these enforced exiles would have to be
repatriated on the attainment of independence. With the generous assistance of the

host countries, the United Nations Fund for Namibia, the Office of the United
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Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and other international organizations SWAPO

has been able to establish a comprehensive programme which will help to

rehabilitate the refugees and prepare them for their return to Namibia. Much more

rema ins to be done, however, and without a large measure of support from the

international community it is unlikely that the task of rehabilitation will be

satisfactorily completed.

Now that a de facto cease-fire exists between SWAPO and South Africa it should

be possible to accelerate the implementation of the United Nations Programme of

Asgis tance to Namibia. We would expect that the strategic emplacement of the

Uni ted Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) would help to build

infrastructure needed to sustain an independent NMamibia. The occupying forces will

leave behind them only chaos and confusion. The international community must

therefore come to Namibia's rescue and reinforce its capability to fend for itself

as a free nation.

Time is not on the side of Namibia. For decades it has been relegated to the

backwaters of colonialism and left to stagnate. While other peoples have long ago

emerged into independence, Namibians are today still clamouring for their

fundamental rights, It is now, as many have observed, 10 years since Security

Council resolution 435 (1978) was adopted by the United Nations. At the time of

i ts adoption the world was led to believe that Namibia would be set free by

31 December 1978. We are told today, after 22 years of repeated deferrals, that we

must now look to 1 January 1989, Admittedly we are about to enter the season of

Peace and good will, but experience has taught us that South Africa is not known

for these virtues. We must therefore not temporize any longer, for if we do we

Will have lost a great momentum in the struggle for Namibia's freedom.
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Mc. LAPITSXY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian): The work of the present session of the General Assembly ie being
conducted under signs of positive changes in international relations. The new
political thinking is gaining strength and life, as are the unacceptability of
using military force to conduct international affairs and the need to find a
Political solution to problems on the basis of a balance of interests, the priority
of common human values and respect for the i'ight of peoples to freedom and
socic-political choice. These new signs are evident in the approach to the
solution of a number of age-old conflicts which threaten international peace and
security. A trend towards their political gettlement is emerging.

Mainst the background of these positive changes, however, the maintenance of
the remants of colonialism, racism and apartheid in various parts of the world is
Particularly intolerable. The focus of these anachronisms is southern Africa.

Nearly 22 yeare ago the General Assembly, expressing the will of the
overvwhelming majority of Members of the United Nations, terminated Pretoria's
randate over South West Africa. In the intervening years the international
community and the United Nations have made considerable efforts to solve the
Namibian problem. The Council for Namibia, established by the United Nations, is
acting on behalf of the Organization and defending the right of the Namibian people
to self-determination :nd independence. It is mobilizing international action to
resolve the Namibian pr‘oblem on the basis of Security Council resolutions
435 (1978) and 385 (1976), which provide for a speedy withdrawal of all occupation
forces and the administration of the Republic of South Africa from Namibia and the
holding there of general elections under United ‘Nations control, with the
participation of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), the scole and
authentic representative of the Namibian people. Clear evidence of the activities
of the United Nations Council for Namibia is its report which has been submitted to

the present sessicn of the General Asgembly in document A/43/24,
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But in spite of the efforts under way and the existence of a universally
Fecognized basis for the Settlement of the Namibian question - as set out in the
aforementioned Security Council resolutions and other United Nations decisions -
the Pretoria régime continues its illegal occupation of Namibia. 1t imposes its
rule and prevents the Territory from acceding to independence. The policy of
racism, colonialism ang aggression of the Republic of South Africa gives rise to
tension in the region, thus posing a threat to international peace and security.

At the same time, thanks to efforts by the international comnunity and the
activities of the United Nations, the current global trend towards the political
settlement of international disputes and conflicts is beginning to be discernible
in southern Africa ag well. ‘The quadripartite negotiations on a peaceful
settlement in south-west Africa, among Angola, Cuba and South Africa, with the
mediation of the United States of America, could, if successful, open the way to
assuring Angola's security, strengthening peace throughout the region, putting an
end to the illegal 'occupation of Namibia, and achieving the implementation of the
United Nations Plan for the independance of the Namibian people in accordance with
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). we support the efforts of Angola and Cuba
to attain thoge objectives, and wish the negotiations success.

At the same time, we want to emphasize the steps recently taken by the United
Nations. 1In our view, added impetus must be given to United Nations efforts
towards peace and the speedy implement:i.ion of the United Nations Plan for Namibia.

Yet, serious obstacles lie on the path of achieving a political settlement in
south-west Africa, put in Place by the policies and practices of the racist régime
of the Republic of South Africa. The international comrunity is gravely concerned

at, and has condemned, the continued attempts by the South African authorities to

repress the national liberation movement in Namibia. The world was recently

alarmed by news cof a new wave of repression against the people of Namibia. The
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occupation trcops of the Republic of South Africa use weapons against the
Namibians, arrest them and torture them. To intensify their repression of the
struggling Namibian people and to maintain their illegal occupation of Namibia, the
South African authorities have Placed an enormous military and police apparatus on
the Territcry and in recent years have enacted many repressive laws. These and
other aspects of South Africa's military activities in Namibia are discussed in
Council for Namibia document A/AC.131/283.

The Preteria régime's direct accomplices in its oppression of the Namibian
people include South African and forvign monopolies and transnational corporations
whose activities hamper the cause of the independence of Namibia. The scale of
these activities - which are carried out in violation of the Council for Namibia's
Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Resources cf Namibia, endorsed by
the General Assembly in 1974 - and the me thods used by the Republic of South Africa
to create the most favourable conditions for those activities are convincingly
illustrated in documents available to delegations, specifically the report of the
Council for Namibia contained in document A/AC,131/286 and the relevant portions of
the report of the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR is in favour of the speedy implementation
cf United Nations decisions on putting an end to mili‘tary and other activities of
the Republic of South Africa and other foreign circles in Namibia which hinder the
Territory's accession to independence. We reaffirm our solidarity with the
courageous struggle being waged by the South West Africa People's Organization for
the independence of Namibia. we are deeply convinced that no acts of terror or
oppression can break the will of the pecple of Namibia in its legitimate struggle

to gain its rights and freedom,
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We stress that a political settlement in Namibia must be based on the |
immediate, unconditional end to South Africa‘’s illegal occupaticn of the l‘er:;itoty,
the withdrawal of South Africa's armed forces and the free and unfettered exercise
by the Namibian People of its right to self-determination and independence, with
the country's full unity and territorial integrity, including Walvis Bay and the
offshere islands.

The Namibian prablem should be settled on the basis of well-known Security
Council resolutions and other relevant United Nations decisions. Any attempt to
resolve the problem by short-circu iting the United Nations - in particular by
establishing a puppet government in Namibia -~ will lead novwhere, That view was
endorsed in the statement agreed upon by the Security Council on 29 September 1988.

The present critical stage in the struggle for the independence of Namibia
demands that the international comnunity increase its vigilance and the
effectiveness of its efforts, Now as never before we need collective action by
States to make the Pretoria régime implement United Nations decisions on Namibia,
In that connection, the delegation of the Ukrainian SSR affirms its support for the
Proposal by African and other countries that the Security Council have recourse to
binding sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter.

We support and highly value the activities of the United Nations Council for
Namibia and the personal contribution made by the United Nations Commissioner for
Namibia, Mr. Bernt Carlsson.

What we need today is decisive concerted action by the international commun ity
to eliminate one of the major hotbeds of colonialism and racism. The freedom and

indepandence of Namibia must be secured immediately.
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Mr., SAIF (Democratic Yemen) (interpretatior from Arabic): I have the
pPl:asure of speaking on behalf of the delegations of the two parts of Yemen.

For decades the Namibian question has continued to be one of the most
important world causes. It has attracted the attention of the international
ocommunity and figured prominently in the debates in the United Nations General
Assembly and various committees. This world interest stems from the steadfastness
of the just struggle of the Namibian people, who are demanding recognition of
their right to self-determination, to establish their indapenident State so that
they may take their natural place among independent peoples and States of the
world, exercise sovereignty over their own soil and utilize its wealth and natural
resources.,

The United Nations has shouldered the responsibility of supporting the
liberation struggle of the Namibian people and has taken v_arious political and
economic measures aimed at forcing the racist, colonialist Pretoria régime to
respond to the international will and speed up the process of the granting of
independence to the Namibian people. 1In so doing, the United Nations is acting in
full awareness of the grave threat posed to international peace and security by the
continued occupation of that region by the South African racist régime. It was in
this context that the Security Council adopted resolution 435 (1978), by which it
called for independence for the people of Namibia.

However, the realities of the situation demonstrate beyond any shadow of a
doubt the barbaric colonialist nature of the racist Pretoria régime. The facts
speak for themselves: Pretoria persists in flocuting the political will of the
international comrunity by continuing to enact neﬁ laws and impose military,
economic and political measures aimed at tightening its iron grip on Namibia. This
goes hand in hand with brutal acts of barbarism, terrorism and oppression aimed at

crushing the Namibian people.
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In the Pourth Committee we have listened anew to statements made by
individuals ang representatives of certain organizations and institutions. Those
Statements have depicted very truthfully the prevalent situation in southern
Africa. ‘This is a situation created by the persistence of the occcupying South
African régime in tightening its hold through an increasingly intensive czmpaign of
repression and terrorism against the brave Namibian people. Torture, murder,
beatings, rape, destruction, demolition and usurpation of people 's homes and
Property are the order of the day. Side by side with this, the Pretoria régime
cantinues to strengthen itg military hold on the region and to build new military
bases on Namibian soil. All this indicates that without any doubt whatsoever that
'régime has no serious intention of withdrawing or granting the Namibian people the
independence for which they have struggled for so long.

This is in stark contradiction with the high hopes raised by the initiation of

negotiations between Cuba, Angola and the racist Pretoria régime, with the

was forced to withdraw its troops from Angola in an attempt to save face. 1t
withdrew from Angola only after a series of setbacks and enormous losses at the
hands of the 2Angolan forces. That was why it had to declare its acceptance of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

In any case, we should not be over-optimistic. The racist Pretoria régime has
familiarized us with its special brand of intransigence and its ability to renege
on each and every international agresment or commitment it has ever accepted.
Experience must have made it clear by now that Pretoria's entering into such
agreements and commitments is no more than a ploy to gqain time, give itself
breathing space, allay international anger, and Prepare for yet another round of

oppression and repression of the Namibian people.
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I do not think that anyone would disagree with me when I state that the racist
Pretoria régime could never have persisted in its defiance of the international
community had it not been for the Support and enccuragement that it continues to
receive from certain Western countries, and the military and nuclear co-operation
extended to it by Israel.

At the forty-eighth ordinary session of the Council of Ministers of the
Organization of African Unity (OAU), which was held in Addis Ababa last May, the
President of the United Natiors Council for Namibia, Mr. Peter Zuze, affirmed in
his statement before the Council the collusion of some Western countries with the
racist Pretoria régime when he said:

"The positions taken by some Western countries regarding the guestion of

Namibia have been extremely disappointing. It would appear that those

countries have sacrificed the principles of equality, freedom, justice and

self-determination on the altar of immediate economic gain.”

The two parts of Yemen salute the determination of the African front~line
States and pay a tribute to the Namibian people in their struggle. The two parts
of Yemen reaffirm their full support for the Namibian people and their sole,
legitimate leadership, the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAFOj. We ask
that the Namibian peopla be enabled as soon as possible to exercise their
inalienable right to self-determination in accordance with the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and call for the
immediate withdrawal of South Africa's troops from Namibia and the complete
transfer of power to SWAFO,

We reject any linkage of the question of the independence of Namibia to any
extraneous issues and consider that any attempt at such linkage is a manoeuvre
aimed at procrastination ang a delaying tactic that has no puarpose but to impede

the accession to independence of Namibia and circumvent the United Nations, which
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remins responsible for the Tarritory, and by sc doing to damage the credibility of
the world Organization.

The two parts of Yemen fully support regional and international condemnation
of the apartheid régime, and declare their solidarity with the Namibian people in
their struggle to regain their legitimate rights and our support for the efforts of
the United Nations, the OAU and the Non-Aligned Movement in this regard.

We remain convinced of the inevitability of the ultimate victory of the
Namibian people.

Mr. CGHAGULA (United Republic of Tanzania): At the very outset, I should
like, through you, Mr. President, to thank the General Asgembly for its decisicn to
proceed with its debate on Namibia as scheduled despite the pressure from certain
quarters to defer the debate to a later date in view of the quadripartite talks now
being held in Geneva on southern Africa, including the independence of Namibia. It

is the firm view of my delegation that the Assembly's debate on such an important

subject as Namibia cannot and should not be allowed to be held hostage to the
quadripartite talks, which, though very important, are unfortunately being held
outside the framework of the United Nations. In addition, it would be ridiculous
if the United Mations, at this crucial tim:., were to be seen to be Geferring its
debate on Namibia because of the ongoing talks on southern Africa, in which South
Africa, which has illegally occupied Namibia for the past 22 years, is a full
negotiator and in which not even the Council for Namibia is a participant.

It is also the considered opinion of my delegation that the General Assembly
should set forth at this session a programme of action and a mandate for the
Council for Namibia commensurate with the importance our Organization attaches to

the early independence of Namibia.
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Next, my delegation would like to thank the Secretary-Generzl for his report
on the question of Namibia (A/43/24). My delegation has also noted with
satisfaction the comprehensive report of the thited Nations Council for Namibia
(A/43/24, Part I), as well as the report of the Special Committee on the Situation
with regard to th: Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the Special Committee on
Decolonization. All of those reports provide a rich source of information on the
misery, suffering, exploitation and denumanization to which the people of Namibia
are still being subjected by the racist régiice of South Africa, which continues to
occupy that country illegally.

The question of Namibia ia still on the agenda of the Assembly simply because
of Scuth Africa's continued illegal occupation of and refusal to withdraw from
Namibia, a Territory that is the direct responsibility of the United Nations, in
accordance with General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXII) of 1966, which formally
terminated the Mandate of South Africa over the Territory and placed it under the
authority of the United Nations. The United Mations Council for Namibia was
subseguently established under General Assembly resolution 2248 (8-V) of 1967 and
was entrusted with the authority to administer Namibia until it attained its
independence. We all know that to date that objective has not been realized
because of South Africa's intransigence and non-compliance with the decisions of
the international community. Thus, it is the blatant arrogance, intransigence and
defiance of the racist régime of South Africa that have seo far prevented the people
of Namibia from exercising their right to self-determination and independence, as
envisaged in the historice General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 1960 on the

granting of independence to colonial occuntries angd pecples,
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Although South Africa's Mandate over Namibia was terminated over 20 years ago,
the people of Namibia are still suffering under the worst colonial rule. The
Pretoria régime, supported by its external allies, has deployed every tactic to
maintain its occupation. The enforcement of Draconian laws on the people of
Namibia, including martial law, a state of emergency, dusk-to-dawn curfews, wanton
killings and mass arrests of innocent civilians and young children are clear
manifestations of the racist régime's evil designs to entrench its apartheid
policies in Namibia. indeed, recent developments in Namibia clearly indicate that
the South African racist régime has embarked on what amounts to genocide against
Namibians, and the Western collaborators of that régime should be fully aware of
those tragic recent developments in Namibia. Surely it cannot be the intention of
the iﬁternational comnunity to gloss over or to condone such negative developéments
in Namibia, particularly since Namibia is stiil legally the responsibility of the
United Nations,

On 29 September 1988 the United Nations Security Council commemorated the
tenth anniversary of the adoption of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). On
that occasion the Security Council expressed its grave concern at the
non-implementation of its resolution 435 (1978) on Namibian independence. As far
as Tanzania is concerned, Security Council resolution 435 {1978), which was the
result of a series of long and sometimes very difficult negotiations among all the
parties concerned, is still the only acceptable international peace plan for the
independence of Namibia.

We all remember the high expectations then raised on the prospects of
Namibia‘s independence. However, ever since 1978 South Africa has effectively
blocked ail attempts at implementing the United Mations plan by taisingv new excuses

every time the independence of Namibia was about to be realized. The racist
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régime's bad faith in honouring international agreements was again demonstrated
during the pre-implementation talks at Geneva in 1981. Not only did the Pretoria
régime wreck the talks; it shocked the whole international community with its false
charge of the United Nations so-called lack of impartiality in the implementation
of the United Nations plan for Namibia's independence. The régime's intransigence
and total defiance of the will of the United Nations and the world community thus
became the order of the day in the 1980s, and especially after the introduction of
the now infamous "constructive—engagement" policy pursued by the Government of the
Uﬁited States of America, which thus far has definitely emboldened the apar theid
régime to continue its illegal occupation of Namibia and to increase its
destabilization activities and military aggression against its neighbours, as well
as its brutal exploitation of the Namibian people.

For a long time the Pretoria régime has used Namibia as a springboard for
launching attacks against the front-line States and other neighbouring independent
States, especially Angola. It was only in August of this year that the racist
régime was forced to withdraw its troops from southern Angola by forces beyond its
control, after having been there for a period of 7 years.

As we join other nations in following with keen interest the current ongoing
quadripartite negotiations on the future of Namibia and the security of Angola, I
should like to make a few points my delegation considers to be of paramount
importance. From the beginning we have remaineg cautious about any quick
acceptance of South Africa's credibility in sincerely negotiating issues involving
self-determination angd respect for the inviolability of the territorial integrity
of sovereign States. South Africa's record is fuil of broken commitments to

international agreements. Military invasions, commando raids, acts of sabotage
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and threats are very well-known tools of the racist régime's foreign policy in the
region,

While we have been encouraged by those quadripartite talks, reports that a
beginning on the implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978) has now
been deferred to 1 January 1989 raises renewed doubts about South Africa's true
intentions. Secondly, as my Minister for Foreign Affairs had occasion to emphasize
in the general debate at this session of the General Assembly, on 6 October, the
ongoing quadripartite negotiations on southern Africa, including the independence
of Namibia, will prove to be an exercise in futility if we address ourselves only
to the symptoms of the diseases and gloss over the diseases themselves. That is
particularly important in view of the remarks emanating from certain quarters on
the actual intent and progress of the negotiations. Those remarks are, to a large
extent, the re-echoing of the doomed theory of linking the independence of Namibia
to extraneous and irrelevant issues.

For in our view it is of vital importance that we not lose sight of the true
objectives of the negotiating process and continue to put pressure upon the
Pretoria régime to allow the people of Namibia to exercise their right to

self-determination and genuine independence free of any conditions.
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Tanzania therefore still rejects the linking of Namibia's independence to the
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola or Angcla's accommodation of UNITA; for both
are within the prercgative of the two sovereign States. We firmly hold the view
that Namibia's independence should be granted without any pre-conditions.

Allow me at this juncture to express my delegation's deep appreciation to the
President of the Council for Namibia and to all the members of the Council for
their achievements since the establishment of the Council in 1967, especially in
the difficult task of mobilizing international support for Namibia's independenca,
and the training of future cadres for an independent Namibia and in the protection
of Namibia's natural resources. However, it is very unfortunate that ever since
the present quadripartite talks on the independence of Namibia began in May this
year, as I have already observed, the role of the Council for Namibia and that of
the Commissioner for Namibia have been marginalized. This in our view is
inconsistent with our original aims and urgently demands a reassessment of their
future roles in the implementation of the plan for Namibia's independence. Aas
things are now, the two, either by design or by accident, have become mere
spectators on an important issue that directly concerns them. We demand that the
agreed ingredients of the process leading to the independence of Namibia be
scrupulously observed, in accordance with the relevant provisions contained in the
United Nations plan for Namibia'g independence. We firmly believe that the
mistakes which have so far been made, wittingly or unwittingly, caen still be
corrected.

In addition, I should like to reaffirm my cGelegation’s support for and
solidarity with the people of Namibia and the leadership of the South West Africa
People's Organization (SWMO), their scle and authentic representative, for the

sacrifices they have so far made and are still making in the struggle for the
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attainment of freedom, human dignity, social justice and indspendence in Namibia.
We call on the international comunity to continue to give the necessary political,
economic and moral support to the people of Namibia until they achieve their true
independence.

In concluweion, as has been correctly observed by other delegations, we should
not be too optimistic regarding the prospects of a Namibian gsettlement in the near
future. South Africa's record of duplicity in the past calls for our ocontinued
vigilance to ensure that international pressure in the form of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter is applied as a matter of urgency to force South Africaz to allow the people
of Namibia to exercise their inalienable right to self-determination and
independence. The world is demanding independence for Namlibia right now and the
people of Namibia should not be allowed to continue suffering any longer under the

colonial yoke of the South African racist régime.

The meeting rose at 8.45 p.m.






