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

AGENDA ITEM 137

REPORT OF THE COMMITYEE ON RELATIONS WITH THE HOST QOUNYRY: REFORT OF THE SIXTH
COMMITTEE (PART I) (A/743/900 and Corr.l)

The PRESIDENT (interpreta®ion from Spanish)s Before calling on the

Rappor teur of the Sixth Committee I shall quote rule 78 of the rules of procedure
concerning proposals submitted to the General Assenbly. That rule, in its relevant
part, states:

"As a general rule, no proposal shall be discussed or put to the vote at any

wseting cf the General Assembly unless copies of it have been circulated to

all delegations not later than the day preceding the meeting,*®

Since, as members know, we d not have too mich time, and as the Assenbly
wants this question to be cons idered without delay, I venture to suggest that if
there are no cbjections, that we consider the recommendation contained in the
report of the Sixth Committee (A/43/900) , although it was distributed only this
mocrning. I would point out that the text of the draft resolution recommended by
the Sixth Committee was distr jbuted vesterday in thut Committee.

If T hear no cbjection I shall take it that the Assembly accepts my proposal.

It was so decided.

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): T call on Mr. Carlos

Velasco Mendiola, Rappor teur of the Sixth Committee, to present that Committen's

teport on agenda item 137,

Mr. VELASQO MENDIOLA (Peru), Rapporteur of the Sixth Committee

(interpretation from Spanish): I have the honour to present to the General
Assembly the report of the Sixth Committee contained in document A/43/900 and

Corr.l under agenda item 137, "Report of the Committee on Relations with the Host

Country”,
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(Mr . Velasco Mendiola, Rappor teur,
Sixth Committee)

. As stated in the document, this is but the firgt part of the report of the

Sixth Committee on agenda item 137. 1t relates specifically to drafe resolution

. A/C.6/43/51.25, vnich was considered yesterday by the Committee on a priority basis,
and on which the Committee took a decision. The seconbd part of the report on the
subject will contain the results of the Sixth Committee's consideration of the

report of the Committee ot Relations with the Host Country.

General Asgembly is contained in Paragraph 6 of part I of the report. A mistake
has slippea linto the Enqglish version, and I should like to bring it to the
attention of menbersi in Paragraph 5 there should be a blank between the words
"than" and "December".

Preambular paragraphs 4 and 5 of the draft resolution refer to the request
rmade by the Palegtine Liberation Orgmizatidn through the Secretary-General, for
the granting of an entry visa to Mr. Yasger Arafat, Chairman of the Executive
Comittee of the Palestine Liberation Organization, so that he could participate in
the for ty-third session of the General Assenbly, and to the decision of the host
couwmtry to deny the Fequested visa in violation of the international legal
obligations under taken by virtue of the Agreement between the United Nations and
the United States of America regarding the Headyuar ters of the United Nations,
adopted in 1947,

In accordance with the terms of the dr aft resolution, the General Asgsenbly
would 2Zfirm the right of the Falestine Liberation Organ ization freely to designate
the menmbers of itg delegation to participate in the sessions and the work of the
General Assenmblys; it would deplore the failure by the host ooutry to approve the

granting of the fequested entry visas; it would congider that the decis ion by the
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Si xth Committee)

Government of the United States of America, the host country, constitutes a

violation of the inter national legal obligations of the host country under the
Agreement between the United Nations and the United States of America regarding the
Beadquar ters of the United Nationss it would urge the host country to abide
scrupulously by the provisions of the Headquarters Agreemeﬁt and to reconsider and
reverse its dacisions andg it would request the Secretary-General to submit a report
on the developments in this matter no later than a date to be determined in
December 1988. The Sixth Committee adopted the draft resolution by 121 votes to 2,

with one abstention,



- MA/sY A/43/PV.65
6

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I have to inform

representatives that gome delegations have expressed a desire for the report of the
Sixth Committee {A/43/900) to be discussed, since they consider this to be
| necessary.

Bearing in mind rule 66 of the provisional rules of procedure, may I take it
that the General Asgenbly agrees that the report of the Sixth Committee be
considered?

It was so deéided.

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

fepresentative of Jordan, who wiil speak on behalf of the Group of Arab States.

Mr. SALAH (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic): It gives me great
Pleasure to speak before the General Assenbly on behalf of the Arab States on the
item entitleg "Report of the Committee on Relations with the Host Country®. wWe had
hoped not to have to do so. However, the fact that the draft resolution before the
Genex:al Asgembly today in document A/43/900, when it was put to the vote in the
sixth Commit:tee the other day, won almost unanimous support. This question has
made it impossible for us not to speak on this impor tant question, albeit briefly,
in order to emphasize certain salient points.

The question, as the Asgsembly will recall, is the decision by the United
States of America, the host country, not to issue & visa to Mr. Yasser Arafat,
Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), who intended to
participate in the deliberations of the General Assembly in his official capacity
and for the express purpore of putting to the Assembly the Palestinian point of
view regarding the item entitled "Question of Palestine®., Mr. Arafat represents
one of the two major parties to that question, namely the people of Palestine.

This" decision of the host country 15 truly regrettable and, indeed,

dep).orable. Under the ﬂeadquartets Areement, the host country hzs a legal
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obligation to grant an entry visa to its territory to Mr. Arafat so that he can
carry out the official task defined in the visa application submitted to the
Secretary-General on 8 November 1988 by the Permanent Observer of the PLO to the
United Nations. The visa application showed quite clearly that the pucrpose of

Mr. Arafat's visit was to take part in the deliberations of the forty-third session
of the General Asgembly.

As stated by the Under-Secretary-Ceneral for Legal Affairs and the Legal
Counsel, Mr. Fleischhauer, before tﬁe Committee on Relations with the Host Coun try
last Monday, it was he who personally handed that visa application to
Ambassador Herbert Okun of the United States Mission and drew his attention to the
fact that it was worded exactly as 211 visa applications for representatives of the
PLO are worded.

In this regard, I wish to extend to you, Mr. President, our thanks and
appreciation for your statement of 26 November in which you affirmed that the
United States Administration had an obligation to grant the viga requested for
Mr. Yasser Arafat.

I also extend thanks and appreciation to the Secretary-Gener al,

Mr. Perez de Cuellar, for his statement of 27 Novenber on the same s(bject, in
which he affirmed that the aforesaid decision of the United States runs counter to
its obligations under the Headquarters Agreement.

We feel that a great deal of gratitude and appreciation is die to the Legal
Counsel, Mr. Fleischhauer for his lueid, detailed statement, vhich I have already
mintioned. In that statsment he refuted all the arquments with vhich the host
country tried to justify its decision. Mr. Fleischhauer, at the end of his
stateneht, emphasized that the host country was and still is under an obligation to
gant a visa to Mr. Arafat, Chairman of the PLO, an organization which has been

accorded observer status by the General Assembly,
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In addition to all this, the PLO has the right, like any other mesmber or
observer in the General Assembly, to ﬁom‘a delegation to perticipate in the woﬂc
of the General Assembly in whichever wy it wants, without inter ference by anyone,
The Palestine Liberation Organization, which, since 1975, has been participating as
an Observer in the work of the General Assembly, is, by the choice of the
Palastin jan People and on the basis of its recoonition by the majority of the
States in the warld and the affirmation of the United Nationg, the sole, legitimate
representative of the Palestinian pecple, one of the two major parties to the
question of Palestine.

As everyone knows, the question of Paléstine is one of the most impor tant and
serious outatanding problems in the world today. The United Nations and all
Peace-loving States have the responsibility to strive for thwith and seriously to

achieve the peaceful settlement of that question.
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We had hoped that the positive decisions adopted by the Palestine National
Council at its rvecent meeting in Algiers would elicit the appropr jate
tespanﬁiveness and understanding from all, since they represent a consttﬁctive
position and a step towards the achievement of a peaceful settlement of the
question of Palestine.

Although those decisions were welcomed and supported by a large number of
States, the United States chose not to respond positively to decisions that revived
the hope of movement in the MiGdle East peace process and provided the oppor tunity
for a constructive dialogue between the Palestine Liberation Organization, the
sole, legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, and the United States,
which is a party deeply involved in the Middle East conflict, the very crux of
which is the question of Palestine.

It is extremely regrettable that the United States decision under review was
not taken on its own relations - or rather lack of relations - with the PLO but
tather on the relations between the PLO and the United Nations, which is supposed
to have an independent personality and an international standing that should be
respected by all.

What has prompted us to say all this, in addition to our keen interest in the
peace process in the Middle East and the necessity for the Palestine Liberation
Ozrganization to play its role as a principal therein, is our great interest in the
United Nations and our belief that it is necessary to preserve its independence and
maintain its wor 1d standing. The United Nations was established with the intention
of making it the conscience of mankind, a forum for the voice of peace in which to
study the problems of the world and find solutions thereto, especially problems
relating to international peace and security.

The Palastine Liberation Organization, after thhe recent deciaions of the

Palegstine National Council, has shown that it is a volce for peace, an active party
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on the side of peace, and a constructive element in the search for peace. '_'rhe
United States, which espouses great principles and far-ranging humanitar ian
concerns, should have been more understanding of the position of the Palastine
Liberation Organization and the important role it can and must play if peace is to
be established in the Middle Bast.

Our great regret and surpr ise at the aforenentiéned decision by the host
country have been compounded by the stand announced by the ofﬁciql'qukesmn of
the State Department of the United States last Mondsy, namely, that the decision
was final and irreversible. The other day the éec;etary of State of the host
country reiterated this position, despite his knowledge that the General Assgenbly
was in the process of introducing a draft resolution deploring the failure by the
host country to approve the granting of the requested visas consider ing that the
decision of the host country constituted a violation of its international legal
obligations under the Headquarters Agreement and, hence, urging it to abige
scrupulously by the provisions of the Agreement and to reconsider and reverse its
decision.

Such a position on the part of the United States Administration is grave
indeed. We fear that it heralds a gradual retreat on the part of the United States
AMdministration from its commitment to uphold international law and a shrugging off
of its responsibility in this tegard as a State Menber of the United Nations that
is also a major Power and a permanent member of the Security Council.

These misgivings have been deepened by the Act promulgated by the United
States Congress at the cnd of last year regarding the closing down of the office of
the Permanent Observer mission of the Palestine Liberation Organization to the
United Nations. That Act which was the subject of intensive deliberations in the
General Asgembly at the beginning of this year, led to an advisory opinion handed

down by the International Court of Justice affirming that the Act runs counter to
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the obligations of the host comntry under the Headquarters Agreement. Regardless of
ény such cbligstion, ﬁ appkesnan of the State Department of the hest country stated
that the United States Congress omilgated the act knowing full wall that by doing
80 it was con&a'vening the international legal obligations of the host country
under the aea'dq‘uarters Agr eement ., |
We still hope that the host country will reconsider and reverse its decision
in order to dispel thcnisgiviﬁga to which I have Just referred. we 8ay this in
spite of o‘ﬁt realization that this hope may be termed unrealistic or unrealizgble.
‘The FRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): 1 have to inform
Fepregentatives that we shall keep the list of speakers open for approximately
another 15 minutes, until 4 p.m,
Mr . KITTANI (Iraq): Our peaceful Thankagiv ing holiday was shattared last
Saturday Qféotnoon by the shock ing news from Washington that the Secretary of State
of the Uhited states of America, the host country, had decided to deny an entry
visa o N-, fauer Arafat, Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), for whom we were all waiting to open our debate on

the important item on Palestlne tomorrow morning.,
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This news had shock waves emanating from this building in all directions. On
Monday the Committee on Relations with the Host Country met twice. We had a
vthotougl debate on the question and not a single menber of that Committee came
close to deﬁending the decision of the United States Secretary of State. The
report went to the Sixth Committee, and this morning the Rapporteur of the Sixth
Cmitgee gre@ented the result of its deliberations and the clear-cut draft
resolution vhich is before us.

My delegation has asked to speak as an exception in this case to the usual
explanation of vote for the simple reason that we believe not only that this item
is womsntous and important in itself but ti, this is indeed a historic occasion on
which all menbers of the Assenbly have an ejual responsibility, individually and
oollectively, to pronounce themselves on this,

We were delighted, Mr. President, that you and the Secretary-General did not
wait for Monday morning but even during the weekend were the first to draw the
attention of the host country and its Secretary of State to the fact that this
decision is wrong and incompatible with the obligations of the United States to
this Organization. Since then, we have heard the Sixth Committee, representing all
the Members of the Ynited Nations, pronounce itself decisively in similar fashion.
I do not bélieve that a single menber of the Security Council, the other principal
organ of the United Nations concerned with the matter, has any intention of
defending the nited States decision. 8o we have three principal bodies ~ the
Secretariat, the General Assembly, which is about to take a decision, and, by
implication, the Security Council. I do not think that anyone in this Hall,
including the United States delegation, would doubt that, if we were tomorrow to
submit this to the other principal crgan, the International Court of Justice, the

result would be the same,
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If any proof were needed, we have the opinion of the legal Counsel of the
United Nations delivered Monday afternoon in the Committee on Relations with the
Host Country, which should be issued as a historic document. I would recommend
that all members should read it carefully. The representative of Jordan has
referred to it in detail, but may I simply say, as I said in the Committee on
Relations with the Host Country, that this Asgsembly owes a debt of gratitude to the
Secretary-General and his Legal Counssl for that opinion. 1It is an excellent
example of defending the dignity, the authority and the rights of this
Organization, and the host country should taske that into account in reacting to the
resolution we are about to adopt.

I shall read out the last paragraph of that opinion, which ran to some seven
pages, Mr., Fleischhzuer said:

"To sum up, I am of the opinion that the host country was and i{s under an

cbligaticn to orant the visa request of the Chairman of the PLO, an

organization which has been granted observer status by the General Assembly."

(Bress Release HQ/494, p.4)

There are no "ifs", "buts® or "maybes”., The decision of the Secretary of sState of
the United States is not acceptables it is not in conformity with its obligation to
the United Nations. I shall have a little more to say about that latery I simply
gay now that if this decision is not reversed -~ and we have not entirely given up
hope that it will be - a great deal of injury will have been done, not to

Mr. Arafuat, not to the PLO, not to the Palestinian people, not to the Arabs alone,
but to every one of us in this Hall. The day will coms when one or more of us at
one time or another will regret that more was no: done to persuade the Secretary of
State of the United States to change its position. That is one reason why we asked

to speak,
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The other reasm“ia perhaps more important. It is - and I shall not go into
the subatance of the Palestinian question except to the extent that it is ralevant
to the granting of the visa - that if this decision is not reversed it will
constitute a grievous blow to the chances of peace in the Middle East. Much has
been written and eaid by foreign dignitaries, Heads of State, Governments of allies
of the United St:ates, frienus of the United States, as well as by very honour able,
patriotic, eminent personalities in all walks of life in the host country itself.
S0, inst2ad of wasting the Asgsembly's time, I will read simply the concluding part

of an article written this morning by an eminent columist in The Wash ington Post ,

Mr. Richard Cohen. After criticizing all the points raised by M. Shultz in his
decision, he had the following to say:
"Whatever the PLO may be, it do=s no good to ignore it ...
"But ignore it we do. American diplomats are forbidden even to meet with PLO
representatives. That's not mere policys it's the law. In this senge, we are
as Leraeli as Israel itself. But even in Israel, some people (among then,
Yehoshafat Harkabi, a former heag of military intelligence) have sugges ted
that the policy of never deal ing with the PLO is folly. Their logic is
unazsailable: you can only make peace with your enemy.
"The upshot is that the United States is tethered to what mav be a
counterproductive Israeii policy. When it comes to the PLO, we have none of
our own. In this sense shultz's rebuff to srafat, as understandable as it
was, is merely more of the same. What seems like an isolatec incident here

must seem to the rest of the world, particularly the Arabs, to be further
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poof that our Middle Rast policy is identical to Israel’s. Our support is so
fervent, 30 emotiona’ that we are willing to abrogate the responsibilities as

the host nation for the UN.

"The only sure ﬁay to eradicate terrorism is to deal with its cause. In the
Middle East, that means dealing with Palestinian nationalism - and that meanrs

dealing with the PLO. Shultz overlookad that. When he said 'nuts' to Arafat,

he was dealing only with his emotions.” (The Wash ington Pcst,

30 November 1988, p. A, 23)
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In conclusion, Mr. President, I should like to ask a favour of you. FPor
Several reasons, I should like to speak in my per sonal capacity. Pirst, as you
know, I am one of your humble predecesscrs, Secondly, I have had more than three
decades of uninterrupted association with the Organization., Thirdly, I have spent
most of my adul: life in the host country, so perhaps I can say that I am not
totally ignoraat of Political facts in the United States,

It is because of all that that I wish, not only as Tepresentative of Irsg but
in my personal capacity, to make an urgent appeal to Washington, to the
Administration and, in particular, to the Secretary of State. The Secretary of
State has a chance to rise to the occasion, to recognize that the decision was
grievous, that it was wvrong, that it is going te do wntold injury to the
Organization ang its relations with the host country, and that it is going to deal
a very serious blow to the chances of peace in the Middle East. Mr. Shultz is a
digstinguistied wor1ld statesman. His career as such is about to enter history. He
has a wonderful opportunity to remecve this blot from that record and to turn it
into a magnan imous virtue. Indeed, we have this saying in Arabic: *To correct a
wrong is a virtue®,

If there was any doubt in anyone's ming that a mistake has been made in this
case, that doubt has been removed. We trust that the delegation of the United
States will oonvey that to the Secrctary of State and the Mministration and that
the Secretary of State will carefully read - if nothing else - the opinion of the
Legal Counsel of the United Nations.

We are not without hope that this grievous wrong will be righted.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I wish to inform members

that 15 minutes have passed since I made the announcement concerning the closure

of the list of speakers. Therefcre, I now declare the list closed.
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Mc. T. M. SALIH (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): I am addressing

the Assembly today, on behalf of the pPecple and Government of Sudan, in order to
State that we deeply deplore the refusal to grant Mc. Yasser Arafat, the Chairman
of the Bxecut;ive Committee of the Palastine Liberation Organization (PLO), the
right to take part in the General Assembly's deliberations. This is especially
deplorable at a time when encouragying progress has been witnessed in regard to the
problem of Prlestine, as is cvident from the deciasions taken by the special session
of the Palestine National Council held in the capital of Algeria - decisions that,
in substance, recognized Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and
proclaimed the State of Palestine. These decisions have been greeted by the
international community as a welcome prsitive step towards a just, lasting
settlement of the problem of Palestine.

The international community has recognized that the PLO has a well-established
right, to participate in Asgembly seasions and del iberations, as well as in all its
efforts, on an egual footing with cther partias.

The resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at previous sessions have
expresseC the will of the family of nations.

The relations between the PLO and the host country are governed by the
Provisions of the Headquarters Agreement. It flows from that Agreement that the
international Organization and the host éomtry have undertaken to recognize that
the PLO hias the right to chocse which of ics representatives will participate in
the General Assembly. : |

What I am stating today only confirms whai:vwas said by the Secretsry~Gener al
on 27 %’\.’@ve’mer - nmgly, that the decision by the Government of the host country
hzs come at a time when new prospects for peace are opening in the Middle Bast
bscoumse of the decisions taksn by the Paleétine Nati‘onal Council. It confirms also

what you said, Mr. President, on 28 November ~ that is, that the Government of the
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host country must grant an entry visa to Mr. Yasser Arafat under section 11 (5) of
the Headquarters Agreement. The 1eg§1 cpinion rendered by the Legal Counsel of the
United Nations alsc states that all the formal conditions have been met for the
granting of an entry visa to Mr. Azafat and that the host country has the duty of
discharging its obligations under the deadguarters Agreement.

The result of tha vote in the Sixth Commi ttee Yesterday on the draft
resolution now contailned in document A/43/900 is striking proof of the
international manimity on the need to abide by internaticnal obiigations.
International law is the legal consecraticn of international unanimity. It is not
mere words. That is why it is up to the host country to make a ser ious
contr ibution to solving the problem of the Midale East, the core of which is the
problem of Palestine. It ig not by silencing the PLO that that goal will be
attained - particulariy since the PLO is gaining increasing international support.
The family of nations has recognized it as the sole and authentic representative of
the Palestinian pecple.

Ir conclusiocn, I ask the host cotntry to heed the unanimous opinion of the
international community and reconsider its decision to deny Mr. Yasser Arafat the
right tc enter United States territory.

The General Asgembly is being tested. It is up to the Asgembly to meet that
test by asking the host country to reconsider its decision and abide by its
international obligations.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): In accordance with General

Assenbly resolution 3237 (XXIX), adopted on 22 November 1974, I now call on the

Observer of the Palestine Liberation Organization.
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have thought that the host comtry weuld venture once again to viciate its
international legal obligations. After all, this Assembly, through lengthy debates
duzing the months from December to June, was involved in yet another violation - or
another attempted viclation - by the host country. The result should really have
brought the measage that the internaticnal commnity does respect cbligations and
those who really respsct their cbligations. Unfortunately the hest country has
once again embarked on a violatien, hoping to usge misinforineim, at least, in
order to justify that attempt at v;qlati.ng its international legal obligations.

I say “misinformtien®, becal‘xsé“ on 26 November 1988 a statement by the
Secretary of State on the visa application of Mr. Yasser Arafat reads:
*"On November 24* - I repeat, Novenber 24 -~ 1988 we received an
application from Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the PLO, for a visa to attend
the United Mations General Assexbly session in New York City as an invitee.®
The fact is that the application was presented through the usuzl course on
8 Novesber, and not 24 November. it there is something really st.rik‘ing in the
statement of the Secretary of State of the bnited States: he dces admit that the
visa was applied for so that the Chairman of the PLO could attend the United
Nations General Assembly session in New York as an invite:', Chairman Arafat and
the Palestine Liberation Organization would, of course, have loved to come as
tourists to this ocountry,

But there is something much more significant: the General Assembly, on
22 November 1974, extended an invitation to the Palestine Liberaticn Organization
to participate in the sessions and the work of the General Assembly in the capacity
of cbserver. Thus we see that, from the Very start of this manipulation, the
Government of the United States has been trying to misinform the public. It may be

that this is nothing new, but in this particular case it was not stating the facts.
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The Palestine Liberation Organization informed the Committee on Relations with
the Host Country on 23 November that on 8 November an application had been sent for
visas for Chairman Yasser Arafat and a number of his colleagues in the Palestine
Liberation Organization. The announcement was made in public and definitely nobody
commented, but apparently ncbody from the United States had been in touch with the
Seczetary-General to teil him that there was a point of dispute here.

We do know that it is the duty of the host country under the Headguarters
Agreement to inform the Secretary-General that it sees zome disputable point. But
we were informed again that there was no such contact until the passport was
presented again - not on 24 November but on 25 November. we all know that we were
celebrating Tharksgiving Day on 24 KNovenber, so it would have been stupid of us to
90 and wait for a turkey outside the Bwbassy in Tunis. Be that as it ray, the
application was made on 25 November.

The matter was again brought before the Committee on Relations with the Host
Country. Lengthy deliberations were held, which should have spared this General
Assembly the cost of spending a few hours to res:ate what was‘stated there.
However, if you will permit me, Mr, President, I shall quote from the statement
made by the Chairman of the Committee on Relations with the Host Country when he
summed up out the delibetationsls

"The vast major ity 65 speakers were of the opinion that the denial of the
application for a visa by Mr. Arafat is a violation" - "ig a violation® - "of
the United States obligations under the Headquarters Agreement. 1In this
regard those speakers concurred with the statement issued by the

Secretary-General and the President of the General Asgembly,”
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Permit me to express our §rat1tude to your goodself, Sir, and to the
Secretary-General for having taken the position to defend the United Nations, to
defend respect for the law.

There is nothing new here. what I have said about the anplicat{m, and so on,
was confirmed by the ststement made by the Legal Counsel, Mr. Fleischhauer. He
confirms exactly that the application was made on 8 November, I only wish that his
statement were already a document before the menbers of the Assenbly, and we hope
that eventually it will be,

Let us try to find out someth ing beyond this. Let me express, through you,
Mr. President, our thanks to the Member States which yesterday in the Sixth
Coamittee expressed a clear-cut opinion: 121 endor sed the position taken by the
Committee on aelations with the Host Coun try, namely, that a vioclation had been
committed by the host country and - and this ig very important - that the host
country should be “"convicted” of violating the Agreement.

Everybody speaks sbout vasting money, resources and 80 on, but here the
Government of the United States, the host country, is forcing the Assenbly to spend
80 many hours somehow to redress some injustices brought about as a result of
violations of the Headquarters Agreement. |

We believe that the General Assembly is duty~bound not to permit the decision
taken'by the hest country to violate its international legal obligations and deny
freedom of access to United Na’ticns Headquarters to any Member or invitee. That
decision of the United States should not be construed as a precedent. The freedom
of action and the per formance and discharge of the functions of this bady should
not be frustrated or sabotaged by the manipulations of the host country, the other

party to the Headquarters Agreement.
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A situation has been created - dare T say, maliciously? -:wheteby the
discharge of our responsibilities and duties has been frustrated, but on this
once-in-a~life-time occasion in this Organization - 1 repeat, this
' once-in-a-life-time occasicn in this Organizatién = an alternative should be
Sought, with the provision that the General Asséllbly*will not acguiesce in such
manipulations. As pecple of faith, let us hope that the host country will
reconsider its arbitrary decision and reverse it. There is no harm in hoping,

especially since a time limit has been fixed.



M/xv : A/43/PV.65
31

(Mr. Terzi, PLO)

let us give the host country time to meditate and consult on vhether it still
wisﬁu to be the culprit in such a case __a_/s this. After all, credibiiity and
respect for obligations are basic Principles in relations between parties to any
agreement, alli the more 80 in agreements betwean the United States and the
international community, as reresanted by the tnited Nations.

I can give an assurance that Chairman Arafat will not be prevented from
delivering the message of peace and the plan for a realistic and concrete appcoach
~ for its achievement and the ending of the bloody conflict. The United States will
not be allowed to prevent Chairman Arafat or the PLO from bringing that message to
-this lofty body, be it here or scmevhere else.  The General Asgembly will accord
Chairman Arafat the proper welcome, listen to him and express its support for, and
identification with, the Peace plan endorsed by the Palestine National Council at
its meeting in Algiers in Novembe. this year.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to draw the

attention of the Assembly to a correction in patagraph 3 of the draft resolution
which has been pointed out by the Rapporteur. Paragraph 3 should begin as follows:

(spoke in Pnglish)

"Considers that this decision eeo", instead of "Considers that the
decision ...*%,

(continued in Spanish)

In accordance with General Assembly resolution 477 (V) adopted on

1 Nowember 1950, I call upon the representative of the League of Arab States.
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Mz . EL-FARRA {Lazgue of Arab States) (interpretation from Arabic): Allow
me first to express to the Genaeral Assesbly, and to all other bodies of the United
Nations, our thanks and gratitude for the increasing role they are playing to
reserve the concept of the United Nations and to ughold its Charter and the
Agreement concluded with the host country, as well as to protect the right of all
States, organizations and national liberation movements to designate their
Tepresentatives o participate in General Rssexbly sesaions.

I have come from Tunisia to hear M. Yasser Arafat speak on behalf of the
people of Palestine in the deliberations on the question of Palestine here in the
General Asssmbly. I even intended to convey, on behalf of the League of Arab
States, our thanks and gratitude to the United States of America, its President,
Government and people for the i[xotcctim granted to Mr. Yasser Arafat. I was
Preparing to praise the United étabes fox .havlng safecuarded the tradition stemming
from the heritage - of vhich the American éeople is justly proud - enshrined in the
Constitution of the United States. PFreedom of speech, or of the press, and the

right peaceably to asgsexble ~ those are all values that inspired the Founding

.., Fathers of the United States of America.

I was evan Preparing to expcess thanks for the demonstrated willingness of the
United States to Protect those rights.

Unfor tunately, when I was at London airport on Wy way to New York, I was
Surprised to learn of the decision taken by the host country to deny the entry visa
roquested by Mc. Yasser Arafat, in violation of its international legal commitments
uider the terms of the Headquarters Agreement.

Everyone knows about the events that followed, but never could we have
imagined that such events could occur. Indeed, we have alwys considered the
United States to be a Power ful State having special responsibilities as the host

country; we believad that it would not allow Igrael, the aggressor State, to deny
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the Palestine Liberation Organizaticn (PLO) the right to take part in the
deliberations on the question of Palestine in this international Organization.

Our opinion is shared by the entire world, including the American people,
known for its courageous stand with regard to the protection of human richts, and
by the mass niedia, to which I should like here to pay tribute and to thank for
*heir objective coverage of the events, as well as the media of the entire worid.

The whole world has rejected the American position. The Secretary-General,
Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, has himself expressed regret at the American attitude,
which is not in keeping with United States obligations as the host countrys and the
Under-Secretary-General has pointed out the illegality of the refusal to grant a
visa.

The Secretary-General of the League of Arab States, Mr. Chedli Klibi, has
called it an "attempt to stifle the voice of peace”. The overwhelming majority of
States, peoples and Governments have condemned this action.

The Sixth Committee, the Legal Committee, has submitted the draft resolution -
now before the Asgembly -~ which was adopted by an overwhelming majority, with only
the United States and Israel voting against it, and the United Kingdom abstaining.

It is not in the interests of the United States, which has a very special
responsibility vis-a-vis the United Nations, to yield to pressure by the Zionist
lobby, and thereby reject the appeal of the international community to hear the
views of Mr. Yasser Arafat. By this action, the United States has its bias in
favour of only one pacty, Isranl,

Is the United States aware that, by their decision, it has in eifect
transferred the conflict to the forces of moderation in the Arab world, that is,
their friends in the region, and to the forces of moderation in Palestine itself,

represented by Mr. Yasser Arafat?
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How are we to undets_tand this United States action, other than by concluding
that Arab moderation is costly and subject to sanctions, whereas Isracli extremism
has its rewards?

If the United States Government wishes to be associated with Israeli policy -
a policy that sacrifices moderation to extremism and allows Israel to perpetuate
its occupation and its expansionist policy - is that in keeping with United States
interests?

The decision taken by the United States Government deals a severe blow to the
efforts for peace and to the policy of moderation; it is am affront to those Arabs
who have wagered on an effective and a constructive participation by the United
States of America. That is the effect of the unfortunate positicn taken by

Mr. George Shultz,
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At a time whe  ihe international comrunity, including the United States, is
working fowards genuine peace in the region, by its actions the United States is
helping Israel turn away from the peace-mak ing efforts and disregard the
resolutions that led t¢ its treation,

It is ironic that the United States should put cut the red carpe: for the
terrorist shamir ang welcome him to Wash ington DC, 1its capital, as though proud of
his continuing use of terrorism against the people of Palestine, yat make it
impossible for Mr. Yasser Arafat to visit nited Nations Readquarters.

Mr. Arafat's resistance againgt Israeli occupation is exactly the same as
Washington's resistance against British occupation. George Washington's statue in
the capital of the United Stateg symbolizes the winning of independence through
action ana struggle, for it cannot be gained through mere wishes.

It has too often been said that the history of the Palestinian cause is one of
lost opportunities. But is it not true that opportunities have been lost because
of obstacles plsced in the way of the Palestinians? The American decision is yet
another such obstacle. It was Mr. Arafat's desire to dispel any doubts that
existed with regard to the decisions taken at the Algiera Conference. And it was
George Schultz's desire to create another lost opportunity through a conspiracy of
silence against the Palestinians. we are convinced he will not be allowed to get
awy with this.

Mr. OKUN (United States of America): The United States takes its
responsibility as host country most seriously. My Government has routinely granted
visas to other members of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) who would
otherwise be ineligible for entry under American law, thus ensuring that the PLO's
view can be heard before the United Nations. My Government consequently doas not

agree with the tone or substance of the draft resolution and will vote againgt it,
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The United States set forth its reasons for denying Mr, Arafat a visa at
length at the 51st meeting of the Sixth Committee and at the 28 November meeting of
the Committee on Relations with the Host Country. We ~insider these reasons
compelling and we stand by the decision.

Briefly put, the denial of a visa to Mr. Arafat is an action fully consistent
with the Headguarters Agreenent between the United States and the United Nations,
and this includes our right to protect our national security, established precedent
thereunder and the widely recognized inherent right of any host State to protect
its national security.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The positions of

delegations regarding the recommendation of the Sixth Committee have been made
clear in the Committee and are reflected in the relevant official records. I wouid
remind menbers that under paragraph 7 of decision 34/401 the General Assembly
agreed that
"When the same draft resolution is considered in a Main Committee and in
plenary meeting, a delegation should, as far as possible, explain its vote
only once, i.,e., either in the Commititee or in Plenary meeting unlesg that
delegation's vote in plenary meeting is different from its vote in the

Commi ttee”,

Before calling on the first speaker in explanaticn of vote before the vote, I
should like to inform members that regarding paragraph 5 of the draft resolution
recommended by the Sixth Committee in paraaraph £ of its report (A/43/900), it has
been proposed that the date to be inserted in paragraph 5 of the draft resolution
should be 1 Dzcember 1988,

If I hear no objection I shall take it that the proposal is accepted by the
Asgsenbly .

It vas so decidsd,

SR GREL S



JW/10 A/43/PV,.65
38

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We have accordingly agreed

that the date specified in paragraph 5 is 1 Dacember 1988.

I shall now call on those representatives who wish to explain their vote
before the vote,

May I remind delegations that in accordance with General Assembly decision

34/401, explanations of Vote are limited to 10 minutes and should be made by

delegations from their seats.

Mr . NOGUEIRA BATISTA (Brazil): 1In connection with the consideration of

the report of the Committee on Relations with the Host Country (A/43/500), 1 should
like to place it on reoord that Brazil is prepared to support fullv the draft
resolution contained in that report, the adoption of which has been recommended by
the Sixth Committee to the General Assembly.

The collective concern and the request expressed in the draft resolution vere
individually expressed two days ago by Brazil in a press commun iqué released in
Brasilia on 28 November. The text of that press comun iqué reads as followss

"Brazil has learned with concern that the United States Government has
denied an entry visa to Mr. Yasser Arafat, leader of the Palestine Liberation

Organization (PLO), who intends to address the General Asgsembly of the Uhited

Nations.

"As is known and according to resolution 3237 (XXIX) of the Generail

Asgembly (1974), the PLO has observer status at the United MNations and enijoys

the corresponding rights. The raising of an obstacle that makes it impossible

for its leader to spezk before the General Agsgsembly is a threat not only to
the observer's rights but also to the freedom of speech, which is the essence
of this higles_t_: international forum.

“The Brazilian Government cannot but regret the decision of denying a

visa to the Palestinian leader and expresses its hope that this decision is
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reviewed in order that it may conform to the legal obligations assumed by the

host country".

Let us hope that the competent United States authorities will take seriously
into account the collective appeal of the Genersl Assembly which is sbou* to be
voiced and that as a consequence those authorities will find themselves in a
position bo- gént: Mr. Arafat the entry visa that would allow‘the Gener al Aséerrbly

to hear the PLO Chairman at the United Nations Headquar ters in New York.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish)s The Asgembly will now take

a8 decision on the draft resolution recommended by the Sixth Committee in

paragraph 6 of its report (4/43/960).

A roli-call vote has been reguested,

A roll-call vote was taken,

The United Ringdom of Great Britain and Morthern Ireland, having been drawn by

lot by the President, was called upon to vote first.

In favour:
S savour

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angcla, Antigqua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burk ina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costi: ™ca, CSte d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovak ia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Denmsrk, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,

El Szlvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bisgau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Irag, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealangd, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pak igstan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Fomania, Reanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Scialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zazire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Mgainsts Israel, United States of America
Abstaining: miged Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

The draft resolution was adopted by 151 votes to 2, with one abstention

(resolution 43/48) . %

*Subsequently the delegation of Paraguay advised the Secretariat that it had

-

intended to vote in favour.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): shall now call on those

representatives who wish to explain their vote.

ﬂr_..__'llA_RjE (Japan) - My delegation is of the view that, in the light of
the closge Co-operative relations between the United States as the host country and
the United Nations 8ince the establishment of the United Nations, it would have
been desirable that Ccertain parts of the resolution just adopte’d be worded more
appropr jately, However, we regret that the Chairman of the Palestine Liberation
Organization has been denied an opportunity to address thig session of the General
Assembly, and we therefore voted in favour of the draft resolution.

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

Tepresentative of Greece who will speak on behalf of the Member States of the

European Economic Community .,
Mr . ROUROUNAS (Greece): I have the honour to speak on behalf of the

12 member States of the European Community in explanation of vote on the resclution
wvhich has just been adoptad. The Twelve have taken note with concern of the
refusal by the United States Government to grant an entry visa to

Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization in order to
vigit Uniteqd Nations Headquarters and address the General Asgsenbly on the questi.on
of Palestine.

The Twelve believe that, in accordance with the Headquarters Agreement and the
opinion of the Legal Counsel of the United Nations, Mr. Arafat should be allowed to
address the United Nationz General Asgsembly in New York.

The Twelve are algo firmly of the opinion that at this crucial stage of the
situation regarding the Middle East it would be important not to hinder the role of
the United Nations as a forum before which a leader of a party to the dispute would

éxpress his views on the matter, Moreover, the Twelve feel it ig necessary to
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maintain and encourage the momentum created by the recent decisions of the National
Palestine Council. The Twelve call upon the United States Government to review the
legal argments and reconsider its decision.

Sir Crispin TICKELL (United Ringdom): The Permanent Representative of

Greece, speaking on behalf of the twelve menber States of the European Community,
has expr essed my delegation's position on the matter before the Assembly,

My delegation has additionally had occasion to express its views both in the
Commi ttee on Relations with the Host Country two days ago and in the Sixth
Committee yesterday. Here I shall restate briefly some .)f the points to which we
attach special 1mpoztangg.

I wish to make clea.z" that, in the view of the British Government,

Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberation
ganization, should have been allowed to come to the United Nations Headquartets

in New York. This is the legal obligation of the United States. My delegation

endorses the opinion given on this matter by the United Nations Legal Counsel,

But, just as we believe that the United States should show respect for the
United Nations, so we believe that the United Nations should shoy respect for the
United States, This mitual respect should have been reﬂected in the language of
the resolution just adopted by the Asgembly.

We took the trouble yesterday to work out language which would, without

We have therefore &bstained.
Mr . FORTIER (Canada): Canada has voted in favour of the reseclution just
adopted to register its cencern at the decision taken by the host country on

26 Novesmber 1988, Canada‘s first priority, which corresponds to the first concrete



PKB/edd A/43/PV.65
48=-50

(Mr. Fortier, Canada)

step being conasidered in thisg resolution, is to determine whether the United States
would reconsider its decision.

In that regard we wish to point out for the record that we have some
reservations about the language in the resolution. In particular we find that the
language used in operative paragraphs 2 and 3 could have been more constructively
formulated.

Mr . BOREHAM {Rustralia): Australia has voted in favour of the resolution
which the General Assenmbly has just adepted. Australia is inm agreement with the
principleg expressed in the resolution. However , Australia would have preferred
that the word "Deplores” had not been used in operative paragraph 2.

The Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade, Senator Gareth Evans,
said in the Australian Parliamgnt on 28 Novenber that:

"The Australian Gover nment regrets the decision of the United Statcs

Administration to refuse a visa to PLO Chairman, Yasser Arafat, to enable him

to address the current session of the United Nations General Asgsembly."
Australia believes that it would have been more appropr iate to use the word
“Regrets® in this context. Australia alzo has reservations about the
appropriateness of the General Asgembly adopting the language contained in the
fifth prearbular paragraph and operative paragraph 3 concerning interpretation of

the Headquarters Agreement.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): In the light of paragraph S

of the resolution just adopted, the Assenmbly will remain seized of this matter.

Bearing in mind that item 137 remains under consideraticn by the Sixth Committee, I

should like to reiterate that in principle it is ant.icipated that the General

'Asaenbly will consider this question 2gain on Priday, 2 December, if necessary.
AGENDA ITEM 36 (continued)

FOLICIES OF APARTHEID OF THE GOVERMMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA:

(a) REYORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE AGAINST APARTHE ID (A/43/22)

(b) REPORT OF THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL GROUP TO MONITOR THE SUPPLY AND SHIPPING OF
OIL AND PRTROLEUM PRODUCTS TO SOUTH AFRICA (A/43/44)
(c) REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/43/682, A/43/699, A/43/786)

(d) REFORT OF THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE (A/43/802)

(2) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/L.30/Rev .1, A/43/L.31 and Corr.l, A/43/L.32 and
Corr.l, A/43/L.33 and Corr.l, A/43/L.34 and Corr.l, A/43/L.35 and Corr.l,
A/43/L.36 and Corr.l, A/43/L.37 and Corr.l, A/43/L.38, A/43/L.41, A/43/L.42)

Mr. MATNAI (Israel): For many years now, a gteady flow of
representatives from the State of Israel has come up to this rostrum and expressed

Israel's catagorical rejection of South Africa‘s syzten of apartheid. Today, I

join my predecessors in once again voicing Israel’s total opposition to and

rejection of apartheid. we condemn it Aa we condemn racism in all its forms. TI¢
is an exgression of man's cuelest inhumanity. It is a moral evil of the first
order. It has no piace in ocur world. It should be eradicated vhenever and
wherever it surfaces.

The State of Israel and its citizens are particularly sensitive to this
issus. Just over 40 years ago, 6 million ‘Tews, one third of the world‘s Jewish

popalation, were murdered in the furnaces of Nazi death campad because of Nazi

racism. They were slaughtered for one reason only -~ because they vwere Jews. And
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even prior to this darkest hour in human history, the Jewish people had suffered
for centuries the anguish of per secution and oppression as a result of racism.

This painful historical experience has shaped' our unequivocal repudiation of
South Africa's apartheid system as well as all other forms of racial diser imination
around the world. 1In Jerusalem, our Parliament - the Knesset - has adopted a

number of anti-amrtheid resolutions. The Government of Israel and its leadergs,

Past and present, have issved solemn declarations protesting against apactheid.
Qur representatives around the world have signed joint communiqués with African
leaders reiterating our opposition to apartheid, and on numerous ocecasions we ﬁave
spoken out and made our position clear before var ious organs and agencies of the
United Nations.

In recent years, the Government of Israel haa taken fuzther steps., It has
instituted a number of measuwres and sanctions against South Africa, in line with
the policies adopted by the majority of Western democracies. Since March 1987,
when these measures were implemented, the Government of Isracl has continued %o
curtail its relations with South Africa. Briefly stated, these measures includes
a ban on investments in South Africa; severance of all cultural ties with
ocganizations in South Africa which are connected in any way whatsoever with the
apartheid régime ~ most recently Israel punished Israeli sportsmen who took part in
sports events in South Africa; a ban on all scientific co-operation; no promotion
of tourism; and a ban on the use of Israeli ports for transit to and from South
"Africa.

In addition, the Government of Israel has established a special fund to foster
the implementation of Israel-bagsed training Kogrammes for representatives of the
black community of South Afr ica in such fields as education, culture and social

development:.



. MLG/SY A/43/BV.65
53-55

(Mz . Matnai, Israel)

It is also important to note that the ties between Israel and the black
comunity in South Africa have been strengthened. The nisﬁ&ut, ‘Itael's Gener al
Federation of Labour, ordered its companies and conglomerates to sever their ties
with South Africa and to develop 1inks with black African trade unions. By the end
of 1988, Israel will have received moce than 100 black African trainees who will
have taken part in various courses in the fields of co-operative development at the
Afro-Asian Institute and at the Mount Carmel Cantre for Communi ty Development. The
most recent is an important coursge being held now, called "The Fole of People's
Organizations in Community Natio.'\al Development®, intended for 25 students from the
black community of South Africa. 1Israel is one of the very few countries that
ca:ty out such constructive courses and trainings. We call oan all nations to
follow suit and create such ccurses in their respective countries.

Moreover, in keeping with the tradition of past years, a number of prominent
black leaders from South Africa visited Israel in the course of 1988, Israel was
2gain one of the very few countries that protested to the Scuth African authorities
against their attempt to silence the voice of the opposition Vieekly Mail. The
editor deemed it necessary to thank Israel for its actionm.

Israel is confident that thege concrete measures will continue to contribute
substantially to the international struggle against apartheid and will serve to
enoour age peace and harmony among all sectors of the South African population. The
Government of Israecl is also ready to co-cperate with other countries to promote
training progr ammes for representatives of the black community of South Africa.

Iarael is therefore on the right path in taking major steps towards fighting
apartheid, and it will implement further steps in this direction in the future.
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We are thankful to those members of the Special Committee againgt Apartheid

that finally saw and mentioned the positive steps taken by Israel. However, I
cannot help but make a few observations about what has become an annual ritual
during this debate. Ostensibly we are gathered here to discuss the troubling issue
of apartheid, but this highly important objective is constantly prejudiced by the
recurring tendency to abuse this debate by scurrilous and unwarranted attacks
against my country. We are once again honoured by a special report and a special
resolution which falsely accuse Israel of special links to South Africa. As long
as the Special Coimittee does not see fit finally to decide that there is no place
for discrimination, for singl ing-out, for name-calling and for outr ight
falsification, we are duty-bound to request Member States to oppose draft
resolutions relating to relations between Israel and South Africa, and any draft
resolution that cynically singles out Israel.

Since the start of this debate a number of Arab delegatibns; predictably, have
made a number of claims that supposedly shed light on the so-called_ unique
relationship between Israel and South Afr ica. We have been accused ad nausezm of
having links with South Africay this is all fabricated and false. Never mind that
not one of these charges has ever b?en proven to be trues the truth counts'fm:"
little in this debate.

The most regrettable result of the Arab campaign to disc.edit Israel is felt
by those nations that are struggling agains'a':'vagatﬂneid. Arab attacks against
Israel only serve to trivialize ﬁhe battle against apartheid. To the Arab
representatives who have accused Ista‘el, vho havg'manipulated' the isstxé in gsearch
of political cabital, the issue of apartheid is ﬁ\erely another :pitopa'ganda ploy in

their escalating campaign against my country.

But there is light at the end of the tunnel. As each year passes it becomes

clearer that the Arab campaign to drive a wedge between Israel and black Africa is
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failing. Various Arab nations are discovering that Africa cannot be led astray by
distorted facts, convenient travesties of the truth and outright lies. Arab
falsehoods are glowly being exposed. Publicly, Arab countries are finding it
increasingly difficult to inriuence African countries not to renew ties with
Iszael. Privately, African representatives are simply fed up with the cynical
manipulatisn of the issue of spartheid by some Arab countries for reasons of
political expediency.

In previous debates my delegation has addressed and refuted each and every
allegation made against us. Our trade with South Africa is miniscule -~ less than
1 per cent, according to the International Monetary Pund {(IMF) . And the
Secretary-General himself has confirmed that the notion of nuclear collaboration
between Israel and South Africa is preposterous. My delegation has also addressed
the issue of so-called Afro-Arsb solidarity. We have pointed cut in previous
statements the record of the Arab slave trade in Africa and its endur ing legacy.
We have informed Member States of Libya's successful efforts to recruit PLO and
other Arab mercenaries to assist in Libya's war against Chad. Last year the
Chadian representative confirmed the use of PLO terrorists in Libya's war against
his country,

In previous debates my delegation has also focused on the extensive oil trade
between soma Arab nations and Socuth Africa. Constant efforts by certain Arab
Governments to conceal their own trade with South Africa in order to quarantee
immunity from public exposure have played a major role in the Arzb campaign to
inflate Israel’s alleged relations with South Africa.

Last year and the year before we pPrepared an extensive report on this oil
trade. Our 8ources were beycnd repcoach ~ the Shipping Research Bureau, a

Nethetlands-b.ased anti-apartheid organization, and the Lloyd 's of London shipping
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register. The results of our investigation were mind-bogglings from 1980 tc 1984
Arab oil exports to South Africa amounted to nearly 3US 10 billien. Since our last
report the Shipping Research Bureau hus issued a4 new report, dated September 1988.
Its research shows that nothing has changed. It clearly indicates that in an
eight-year period, from 1979 to 1987, more than 50 million tons of crude oil were
delivered from the Persian Gulf to South Africa. This is, of course, in direct
violation of the embargo against South Africa.

My delegation also wishes to bring to the attention of Member States the
report of the Intergovernmental Group to Monitor the Supply and Shipping of 0il and
Petroleum Products to South Africa (A/43/44). 1In it a number of Arab countries are
singled out for their complicity in shipping oil to South Africa.

Regrettably, such diaturbing facts d not seem to matter. Israel continues to
be a scapegoat. It is singled out for activity it has never engaged in. It is
judged by double-standard criteria.

Apartheid is too great an evil to be cynically manipulated through a campaign
of defamation and slander, perpetrated as a tool of ob3essive hatred against my
country. Instead, there should be unity for the benefit of all mankind in a common
effort to wipe out apartheid and all othuor forms of discrimination and intolerance
that plague our world.*

Mr. JAYA (Brunei Darussalam): The philosophy of apar theid categor izes
people on the basis of colour, of skin pigment, and leads to a firm belief that the
white minority in South Africa is qualified by virtue of its eolour to rule a

country, while the majority blacks live in segregated areas and mostly in

*Mr. Branco (Sao Tome and Principe), Vice-President, took the Chair .
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deplorable conditions. It iz a gystem of inhuman repression of the blacks, a
system that is an insult to the human race and should have been abolished long ago.

Yet each year members present in this Assenbly have had to address the issue,
and indeed this year is no exception. We have adopted resolution after resolution
condemning the evil policies of the apartineid régime and have consistently voiced
our golidarity with the oppressed pecple in South Africa. Everything that has to
be said about the issue has been said. However, we must remind ourselves that we
must never let our guard down, for to do 80 would only prolong and strengthen the
stubborness and arrogance of the apartheid régime. We must never regard our
debates on this issue as mere rituals, for we strongly believe that the
international community has a moral responsibility to ensure that justice
prevails. The black population must be allowed to exercise their inalienable right
to self-determination and to decide for themselves their own future,

Even as we speak, the suffer ing people of South Africa ocontinue to be
subjected to the Draconian measures imposed by the tyrannical régime. In June this
year the Pretoria régime renewed the state of emergency for another 12 months.
This is yet another clear illustration of the fact that the rdgime is adamant in
its policy of "apar theid now, apartheid for ever”.

Atrocities are also being perpetrated not only against the blacks in South
Africa but also against the people of neighbour ing independent Afr ican front=1ine
States. My delegation is fully conscious that apartheid is not a problem merely of
South Africas the racist and aggressive policies of the Pretor ia régime have
seriously undermined the peace and gecurity of the gouthern Africa region and
threatened international peace and security.

Brunei Darussalam's cpposition to apartheid has been unswerving, and I stand
here again today to restate our congistent and unequivocal condemnation of

apartheid in all its forme and mani festations. The Foreign Minister of Brunei

+
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Darussalam, in his statement dur ing the general debate last month in this very
Hall, called upon the international community to continue to apply political and
economic pressure on South Africa so that its apartheid policy may be dismantled.
We will remain steadfast in our position until the abhorrent system is brought to
an end. Only by the complete abolition of the system will the triumph of the
oppressed people of South Afr-°ca in their courageous struggle be realized.

In conclusion, my delegation ;vould like to commend the admirable commitment
and tircless efforts of the Special Committee against Apsrtheid, under the
chairmanship'of Mr. Joseph N, Ga;ba, to achieve cur noble aim. We must intensify
our actions against this abhorrent system and alleviate the suffering of our feliow
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the fortieth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. For 40
years now, the Declaration has stood as the corner-stone of all human rights
instruments painstak ingly drafted and adopted by our Organization to serve as the
pillars supporting the noble principles and objectives enshrined in the United
Nations Charter.

It cannct be gainsaid that over the years the principles outlined in the
Decla;ation have inspired - as they continue to inspire - tha adoption of national
consﬁitutﬁms and laws and international conventions that have ensured respect for
man's fundamental rights and the dignity of the human person, after the genocide
and moral outrage of the Secend World wWar.

While this achievement cotild well serve as the basis for a mean ingful
celebration of the Declaration’s anniversary, we are saddened by the glar ing fact
that in its 40 years of existence, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights has
not been allowed to touch and dignify the lives of the oppressed black people of
South Africa because of the inhuman imposition of apar theid by their Government.

For so many years novw, the black South Africans have suffe_ted immeasur ably
from the evil grip of apartheid, the insti.tutionalized system of racial
discr imination perpetrated by the racist régime in Pretoria in crder to maintain
the supremacy of the white minority in the country.

As far as the South African Government is concerned, the fundamental human
rights embodied in the Declaration should not be enjoyed by its black people simply
because they are black - in defiant mockery of the lofty ideals ang principles that
the United Nations was organized and gtands for.

It seems that the issue of the universally condemned apar theid policy of South

Africa has been considered by this august body for an eternity. Every year, aimost



 AW/sk | A/43/PV.65
62

(Mr, Teeh ankee, Philippines)_’ o

since the birth of the United Nations, debates have been held ang resclutions and

decisions adopted to Bit an end to this brutal policy. So long has this ques tion

The Philippines shares the view of many others, however, that our debates
exXpress the unyielding determination of the Member States of this Organization to
fight and banish apartheid, which has no place and cannot be tolerated in a
civilizeqd society,

The Member States mist muster the strong political will, over and above all
political and economic ang other extraneous considerations, in order to win this
battle against oppression, injustice and man's inhmnanity.‘

Since last year's debate on this item, the situation in South Africa has
seriously deteriorated. The régime has escalated its repressive acks againgt the
long-aggrieved opponents of apartheid, “'l'he state of emergency, which has claimed
many lives and sent thousands of people, including children, to g20l, has again
been extended. Under the cover of emergency, South African autherities have coenly
returned to their Policy of large-scale forced removals of the black population
designed to perfect their plan of consolidating what they call the “homelands". ;n
order to suppress news of all these atrocities, gsevere restrictions have been
imposed on the media, both foreign and domestic. Separate elections for vhites and
blacks have been held, all aimed at depr iving the indigenous Afr ican major ity of
their fundamental rights,

The 1list is long, endless. Shall there be no end to the struggle of black
South Africans for freedom and eguality? shall peace continue to evade the hapless
black people of South Africa and the region?

It iz time to cast aside those false hopes brought about by Pretoria's

promised reforms, which are but transparent acts of appeasement,
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It is time to realize that persuasion will not work, as events have shown. It
is time to give greater consideration to respect for basic human rights and for
fundamental freedoms for all men without distinction as to race, colour, sex, or
religion, than to diamonds, uranium, coal, gold and other precious metals,

The Philippines firmly believes that the time for the exercise of the needed
strong political will to fight and vanquish apartheid is now. The international -
community is left with one peaceful means to force the rulers in Pretoria to
abolish apartheid, and that is the imposition of mandatory and comprehensive
sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter.

We appeal to the members of the Security Council to meet their
responsibiiities in this regard. Only the imposition of mandatory and
comprehensive sanctions against South Africa will make the régime in that country
understand that its continued and unjustifiable defiance of the United Nations
resolutions condemning its apartheid policy will be tolerated no longer.

Mr. MOHIUDDIN {(Bangladesh): That at this time and age the worth of men

and women should be determined by the colour of their skin is a shameful commentary
on our generation. |

It i3 even nore reprehensible that the global community should allow the
continued perpetration of this vile injustice in silence and without protest.

Apartheid is an ocdious system that must be dismantled. It boggles our mind to
think that there are many today to whom this state of affairs is acceptable, It
saddens our hearts to perceive that there are s8till many who believe that reforms
can invest the system with respectability.

That cannot happen. Apartireid cannot be reformed. It must be abolished in
its entirety. Otherwise it will keep gnawing at the body politic of humanity 1ike
a2 malignant cancer. If Pretoria will not do it by itself, the world must force its

hands.



AW/sk A/43/PV.65
: 64-65

(Mr . Mohiuddin ¢ _Bangl adesh)

Every delayed hour means added pain. Every delayed day means more suffer ing.
I speak not fjust of the thousands of Mandelas languishing in incarceration in South
African gaols; 1 speak of the whole nati:on that is in prison. We cannot deny them
Jjustice by indefinitely delaying it. Evil unchallenged is evii condoned.

The United Nations Charter embodies the aspirations of our generation. It
must therefore strengthen our faith in the mest cherished ideal of our age - that
all men are created equal, This is by no means a valge to which Pretoria
subscribes. We have reasoned with South Africa. We have argued with it. We have
cajoled it, pleaded with it. We have left no peaceful non-viclent means untried,
Save one ~ that is, comprehensive manda tory sanctions. Could there be more
appropriate circumstances for the implementation of action under Chapter VII than

these?
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To our mind, there are at least four critical areas in vhich we must desist
from all contacts with South Africa:

Firat, we must 211, without exkception, refrain from supplying South Africa
with equipment and technology, which, whatever their stated purpose, would enhance
its military capability. Such dual-purpose items as computer s, r adar and
electronic equipment, must be included.

Secondly, essential commodities, such as oil and gas, that will shore up the
rdgime ., must not be provided. Business concerns must be rewarded for complying
with this. The Special Committee against ggéttheid should exercise the utmost
vigilance, so that if there are any unethical trading houses seek ing to reap
benefits from this, they are internationally exposed.

Thirdly, all financial flows into South Africa, whether they be investments,
credits, or loans, both private and governmental, must cease. We applaud the
spirit of those who have stopped lending to South Africa.

Fourthly, human interaction with South Africa, such as sporting contacts o
visits should be reduced to a minimum. The psychological pressure of isclaticn is
geat. I have no doubt that this would contr ibute to the achievement of our goals,

It has been argued that such measures would increase the sufferings of the
black majority. The majority appear to believe that they are willing to under go
the hardship for the sake of a future life of dignity and honour. They are indeed
right. I come from a nation, Bangladesh, which Paid a heavy price in sweat, biocod
and tears for its freedom. It has not regretted it. The sacrifice will mg};e the
freedom earned dearer still., "

Bangladesh adds its voice to the unequivocal demand that Pretoria release
immediately all prisoners, detainees and persons subject to restrictions. The

media must be allowed %o report objectively. all discriminatory laws must be
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abrogated, and all workers granted trade union rights., The bmtuétan s tructure
should be eradicated. Marauding bs:aul*h African troops in southern Angola should be
vithdrawn. Pretoria must initiate politicail dialogue with the genuine leaders of
the majority of the population for the purpose of establishing 2 representative
Government. South Africa must heed the urgings of the world reflected in the
resclutions of the United Na tions or be banished from the internaticnal commun ity
as a despicable pariah.

We urge the minority in SOuth Africa to dissociate themselves from their
abhorrent régime, Surely their conscience would be more at peace if they did so.
We pledge them our fullest support and co-operation in assisting the development of
a harmenious relationship with the majority. That can be done and must be done.
It is a challenge all communities in South Africa must take up together, so that
together they can peacefully enjoy the blessings of their bountiful land.

South Africa is a blot on our conscience. That is so because of the
irrational behavior of a mindless, irresponsible racist régime. The world camnot
forever bear that heavy burden of guilt.

It is up to us to act, and act in unison, so that the pressure is removed.
Our actions might not bear fruit today, or even tomorrow, but they would contribute
to the process, and most of all, we would emnerate our selves from arraignment
before posterity by having really tried.

Mc. VASILYEV (Byelorussisn Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

a f?m Russian): The United Nations decided that one of its urgent tasks was to be
the”é].”iminaﬁion'of !:h;e South African racist régime which is based on the policy of
apar theid. 1Its in'coxppat,i‘b,j.lity with the principles of universal ethics and
international law is clearA.‘ The General Assembly has so often reaffirmed,

Inter alia in ite reaolution'j-dzl‘z.‘i C, that apartheid is a crime against mank ind ang

constitutes a threat to international peace and security. But despite the growing
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indignation of all honest people, apartheid continues to exist. Moreover, an
increussing number of victims are f2lling prey to the terror and repression used by
the Pretoria racists in an attempt to suppress the mass demons trations of the
People of southern Africa struggling for their basic human rights,

Only recently the Security Council and other bodies of the United Nations
adopted resolutions, decis ively condemn ing the policy and practices of the
apar theid régime and the mass arrests and murders committed by the racists, and
urgently demanding the release of all poiitical detainees. Those resolutions also
emphagize that a just, long-term solution to the South African problem is possible
only on the basis of the complete eradica tion of apar theid and the creation of a
unified, multiracial and democratic State.

The whole point of the struggle waged by the patriotic forces of South Africa,
first and foremost by their recougnized vanguard, the African National Congress, is
Precisely to build that kind of society.

The report of the Special Committee against Apartheid emphasizes that:

*ee. the racist régime escalated its repression in South Africa, trying to

crush every form of opposition in the country and impose its political

designs.” (A/43/22, para. 183)

That has been demonstrated by the fuct that the Pretoria régime, in February thig
year, banned the political activities of a number of mass democratic organizations,
including the Un ited Democratic Front and the Congress of South African Trade
Unions. A nunber of church leaders were arrested while they were on their wy to

Par;liament to protest against that measure and demand a rever sal of the decision.

completely any progressive movement in the coun try.
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Those actions of the racist régime were unanimously and resolutely condemed
by the overwhelming majority of internaticnal community during consideration of
that question at the meetings of the Security Council in March this year. They are
quite rightly viewed as a new manifestation of political violence, another 1link in
the chain of crimes committed by the racist régime against the people of their own
country, and a violation of the generally recognized principles of law and freedomn.

The report of the Special Committee against Apartheid, and the statements of
representatives at this session, mention many facts attesting to the wor sening of
the situation in South Africa. The Pretoria régime has renewed ang stepped up the ’
state of emergency, extending it to the whole territory of South Africa. As a
result, a virtuval curfew has been imposed on towns with a coloured population and
there is an almost complete ban on press activities. Arbitrary mass arrests have
been stepped up, as well as detentions without trial, and the torture and-kiliing
cof many imprisoned African patriots. However, the mass repression, the violence
and the severe restrictions imposed under the continuing state of emergency have '
not been enough to stiflé the people's anger and the protests.

The apartheid régime is considering further legislative measures to force
their opponents into complete silence. It has been pointed out many times from
‘this rostrum that the amrﬂn';id régime has not only caused enormous suffering to
| the people of South Africa, but has created a real threat "o wor 14 peaée and
internationzl security by conducting a policy of aggression, destabilization and
terror against independent African States.

It is no secret that the defiant attitude of the Pretoria réaime can be
explained primarily by the direct and indirect support provided to it by a number

of Western countries and their transnational corporations.
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Many facts in this regard are contained in the report of the Special Committee
against Apar theid. Here I should like to refer to eomething the Chairman of the
Special Committee against Apartheid has said:

"Apartheid ig the greatest mockery of mank ind's conscience. We can only be

surprised th'at countries that so ably invoke human rights close their eyes to

the ugly actions of the régime"”.

There is no doubt that the collaboration of certain Western countr fes with the
apartheid rdgime is s main reason for the failure of the efforts of the .'
international commun ity effectively to isolate sng boycott that régime, The
actions of the racist authorities ;f Pretoria inside ang outside the coun try make
even more urgent the demands of the Un itegd Nations, other international
organizations and broad international public opinion for the stepping up of
political and economic pressure againsgt apartheid. Even the supporters of the
apartheid régime now recognize that its end is just a matter of time. The state of
emergency and the deepening economic crisis clear 19 attest to the régime's
inability to find’a pProper political solution to the country's problems.

It is for the Uniéed Nations to adopt new, more effective measures to
eliminate the dangerous enciave of colonialiem, racism and apartheid in southern
Afr ica.

In t:hlis connection, my delegation fully supports the growing demands of the
international community for the urgent imposition on South Africa of compr ehens ive
mandatory sanctions, Wé favour strict compl iance by all Stétes with the decisions
aiready taken by the Security Council, particularly that impoging a weapons enmbargo
on South ;kt:ica.,' | |

In k‘eepiné with our @nstant position of Principlc on the Pretoria régime's

criminal policies of apartheid, we strictly comply with the provisions of the
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well-known international agreement and the decisions of the Security Council and
the General Assembly that seek to eliminate that shameful phenomenon. Our position
of principle on the policy of apartheid is confirmed by the fact that the
Brelorussian SSR has sponsored five draft resolutions under this item.

My delegaticn fully supports the position that the imposition of comprehensive
mandatory sanctions by the Security Council under Chapter VII of the Un;lt:ed Nations
Charter would be the most appropriate, effective and peaceful way to eliminai:é
apartheid and to discharge United Nations obligations with respect to the
maintenance of international peace and security, which is being threatened and
violated by the apartheid régime.

The Byelorussian SSR is on the side of the peoples of southern Africa. We
favour the attainment of a political settlement. We support the struggle of the
people of South Africa for the complete elimination of apartheid and exercise of
their right to self-determination in a free, democratic, united and non-ra‘c:lal
South Africa.

o Mc . TANASIE (Romania): This session of the General Assembly is taking
plaoe’ at a time when significant efforts are being deployed bilaterally and
multilaterally to improve the international political climate. The United Nations
has an important contribution to make in creating new opportunities" for solving
disputes, restoring and strengthening prace and increasing hope that confrontation
will give way to co-operation.

Unfor tunately, such positive evolution is not to b2 seen in all parts of the
world. That is the case with South Africa, where the situation is further
deteriorating. The primary cause is certainly the continued existence of

apartheid, which ‘the international community has declared a crime against humanity.
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since. the imﬁositi.on of the state of emergency and other subsequent
requlations, there has been a dramatic escalation of the brutal and indiscriminate
reptession of the black population of that country. Opponents of apartheid,
,ftéedom-fighters, leaders and other activists of anti-apar theid organizations have
arbitrarily been gent to prison. The South African régime continues its illegal .
occupation of Namibia ang unprovoked acts of aggression against the neighbour ing
States have been committed,

We are deeply concerned that the system of apartheid is an increasing affront
to very basic human rights and a serious threat to international peace and
security. The abolition of apartheid has therefore become a primary objective ang
responsibility of all States Members of the United NMations and the entire
international comnunity .

Today it is more evident than ever before that apar theid cannot be reformeds
it can only be condemed angd totally eradicated in all its forms and
manifestations. Peace and stability in South Africa and in the whole region can be
guaranteed only through the establishment of a democratic régime based on equality
and full and free exercise of adult suffrage by all the people in a united and
undivided South Africa.

Romania's position regarding apartheid is well-known. It has been reaffirmed
On many occasions in vvarious United Nations and other international forums.

Firm condemnation of the policies ang practices of apartheid and militant
sclidarity with the liberation movements for the realization of peoples'
aspirations for a free and dignifieq life represent the corner-stone of Romania's
position on this matter.

In our view, the elinination of racisn and apartheid should include

appropr iate measures to secure full equality of rights ang obligaticns for the
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entire population of that country. It also requires measures aimed at improving
the economic, political, social and cultural conditions of that population, in
order to remove the grave ‘inequalities in the areas of employment, nutrition,
health, housing and education.

We hold the view that the inteznational community in general, and the United
Nations in particular, should continue to give highest priority to programmes for
combating racist policies and apar theid, .

Romania firmly rejects South Africa’s gso-called reforms, which fall short of
the goal of termination of the existing state of emergency. We call for the
abolition of the apartheid laws, the dismantling of the bantustans, the lifting of
the bans on all political organizaticns and parties, the release of all pclitical
priscners, and the return of all political exiies and freedom-fighters,

Using all means at its disposal, RFomania lends active support to the peoples
fighting agéinst apartheid, so that they can fully exercise their right to free and
independent development. There is no doubt that eliminating apartheid and ensuring
equal rights for all people are imper ative requirements of our times. My country
is fully convinced that this is the only way to meet the aspirations of the peoples

for progress, sccio-economic development and peace., Romania has congistently

denounced the illegal occupation of Namibia and the repeated aggressions of the

racist South African régime against independent African nations, and called for the
cessation of such acts and full observance of the sovereignty, independence and
territorial integrity of those nations.

Romania has always paid great attention to the development of relations of

friendship and co-operation with the African countries.
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We believe that the ebolikicn of the policiee of apartheid and racial

discrimination and the creation of conditions to enable peoples in South Africa
freely to participate in shaping their own future reprecent a major international

objective that must be du].y taken into account in the adoption of effective actions

by the United Maticns and the internaticnal community as a whole.
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Ve are witnessing an ever-increasing number of United Nations Menber States
proncuncing themselves in favour of cffective measures against the policy of
apartheid and supporting the just deraand of the African countries for the adoption
of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against the racist régime of South Africa.

In that respect my delegation would like ko state again that Romania does not
have any relations with the authorities of South Africa,

Therefore, it seems to us to be quite natural that the international community
should continue to give the highest priocrity to the implementation of pProgr ammesg
adopted by the United Nations for combating racism and apartheid.

Romania believes that in present circumstances it is most important to act
energetically for the complete liquidation of the policy of apartheid, which
represents defiance of the whoie international comnunity and creates a serious
danger to world peace and security.

In conclusion, I should like to express again to the people of South Africa
Fomania‘s full support for and militant solidarity with their struggle for equality
and freedom, and express the conviction that the efforts of the United Nationg to
achieve the abolition of the anachronistic policy cf apartheid will contribute to
the attainment of this noble goal and to the elimination of the discriminatien
against and exploitaticn of the people in South Africa so that they can fully enjoy
their rights to freedom and full equality.

Dame Ann HERQUS (New Zealand): As the Asgembly has long acknowledged,

apartheid is an abuse which has no parallel. Speak ing in the gereral debate, my
Prime Minister recailed that shared abhcrrence. MNo other violation of human righta
has united international upinion in the same way. But, regrettably, evenits over
the past year have shown that the South African minority régime continues to cling

tenacicualy to t"» apartheid system despite worldwide condemnation.
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South Africa € response to criticism has been predictably negative and
unconstructive. Restrictions on freedom of expression, association, movement anc
the press have been streigthened angd widened. The edgime hag osztended the gtate of
emergency yet again, and has proposed legislation to strengthen provisions of the
Group Areas Act, Pretoria talks about political evolution. While it has relaxed
some insignificant elements of the apar theid law, it has left intact the major
pillars of that 'abhor;:ent system. o

Like others, New Zealénd'has urged Pretctia to bring the system of aggrl:hei
to an end by péaceful means. We have locked in vain for an indication that the
South African authorities ate prepated to under take genuine negotiations with
credible black leaders. But, instead, the black majority in South Afriea zemain
foreigners in their own land, with nec say in their own futureg We take heart in
continuing efforts by elefuencs in the white commuity to. reach out for peaceful
change, in the realization that the status quo cannot continue, t, as shown msé
recently by the municipal elections, the vhite minority have yet to acknowledge the
injustice of the Scsuth African situation ana to accept the need to bring the
apartheid sygtem to van‘ end. Nelson Mandela, South Africa's most respected leader,
remaing 1mprisoned.{ In July my Prime Minister made a Joint statement with the
Prime Mmisters of Australia and Ireland calling for the unconditional release of

Nelson Mandela and for the removal of the ban on the African National Congress.

peacefully hegotiated settlement.,
New Zealand rejects apartheid and all its stands for. We do sc on the basig
of our experience and beliefs as a nultiracial democratic society, The reality is

that apartheid must end, leading to the Creation of a multiracial State based on
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equality, non-discrimination and mutual respect. The South African authorities
will not, however, be dissuaded from their course by words  alone. It is clear that
only through increasing international pressure on South Africa will that régime
face up to the nped for change beﬁore‘ the situation descends further into violence
and blcodshed. The international commiunity has a responsibility to bring home to
the South African régime the need for change. International pressure is most
likely to be effective when measurgs are targeted and can be accepted and carried
out by all countries.

New Zealand locks to join with other countries in efforts to bring an end to
apartheid. We regard economic sanctions as an effective means of maintaining and
increasing pressure. New Zealand has already implemented all the measures
recommended by the Commonwealth, and carries out all measures adopted by the
Security Council, whether m&mty or voluntary. 1Indeed, as a result of sanctions
implemented in April '1'987, New Zealand's imports from South Africa in the period
1987 to 1988 have been substantially reduced. New Zealand remains committed to the
, applicétio‘n of vwhatever further measwes are agreed by the Commonwezlth or the
. United Nationg. We have been pleased in particular to work as an active
partic:ipant in the Intergavetnmgntal Group on the oil embargo, We look fdt an
improvement. in thg effectiveness of the embargo on this trade, which is of such
impor tance to South Africa.

Among other activities, the Nassau accord of 1985 established the foundatiocn
for current Commonwealth action against apartheid. The 1287 Okanagan statement and
Programme of action on southern Africa provided further direction. New Zealand
commends the work of the Commonwealth Committee of Poreign Ministers, established
to provide leaderskip in pPursuing Commonwealth goals in South Africa. Axong these
is the wider, tighter and moce intensified application of economic and other

measures,
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We lock for effective action by more countries if the prospect for real change
in South Africa is not to remain bleak. The burden of those actions is, in our
view, for the international community as a ‘whole to share. We can expect South
Africa to take every step to protect its position. It has, for example, scorned
the voices of Eeason and moderation -~ such as those of the Commonwealth Eminent
Persons Group. Instead it has chosen to pour vast resources into propaganda in an
attempt to present South Africa undcy apartheid in a favourable light.

Moreover, Pretoria's response to protest by its neighbours has included
repeated armed attacks upon their territorial integrity, as well as economic
destabilization. For example, assassinations directed against the African National
Congregs are a deplocable aspect of Pretoria's terrorist campaion. The New Zealand
Government does not condone violence in the struggle against apartheid but, in the
light of continuing provocation by the S§uth African régime and the inherent
violence of apartheid; we understand the frustrations of those who seek a just and
democratic society in South Africa,

Similarly, we are Concerned at the grave situation in southern Africa, the

Fesult of a calculated policy of destabilization againgt the front-line States.
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The plight of neighbour ing countries such as Mczarbique has rightly ocome to be a
focus of international concern and we are encour aged by the incfeasing willingness
of the international community to assist countries in the region.
To conclude, we reject utterly South Africa's policy of apartheid. we will
continue to show that opposition in various practical ways. We Tenew our
commitment to work with other members of the international community to bring

apartheid to an end.
Mr . NOGUEIRA-BATISTA (Brazil):s Since last year 's debate on the pelicies

of apartheid of the Goverrment of South Africa certain developments in the southern
African region have given reason for optimism. First and foremost, the start of
the implementation in the near future of the belated independence process for
Namibia appears now to have become a distinect and concrete possibility. A
lessening of tension between South Africa and the front-line States seems also to
be detectable. These are events that point in a positive direction and that it is
hoped will confirm a lasting trend.

It is clear that progress in the peace process in southern Africa will not by
itgelf bring about any fundamental change in what is the root cause of tension in
South Africa itself and in the area: the ignominious apartheid régime.

Despite isolated positive events, such as the commtétion Oof the death
sentences of the Sharpeville Six, the situation in South Afticg, in which since
1985 the people have been living under a protracted state of emergency, has in fact
continued tc deteriorate. 1In February the régime severely restricted the .
activities of 17 leading anti-apar theid organizati.one and 18 commmity leaders. It

also limited the activities of the largest trade. union fedetation in the country.
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Acts of violence continue to be.perpetrated by the South African authorities,
including forced removals of the black population and detention without charge of
individuals who oppose apartheid,

The Brazilian delegation’'s view coincides with that expressed by the Chairman
of the Special Committee against Apartheid that significant political measures will
have to he adopted by the South African authorities to ensure opportunities for the
majority black population to express its views freely and to participate
effectively in the political life of their country. That wouild be posgible only
through a broad angd fepresentative dialogue with authentic black leaders and would
require, inter alia, the lifting of the state of emergency, the release of all
political prisoners, the removal of the bans on political organizations and the
ending of repressive policies and vioclent practices.

Brazil believes that the international community chould continue to exert
pressure to induce the Government of South Rfrica to eradicate apar theid
completely. We remain persuvaded that compeehensive mandatory sanctions are a most
effective means for the international comunity collectively to exert such pressure
and at the same time to express in specific terms its common will to repudiate
apartheiad,

Brazil's interest in the eradication of apartheid is also linked to the
aspirations of the South Atlantic countries to have an apartheid-free South Africa
participating in the zane of peace and co-operation in the area. We tiius fully
support the imposition of compr ehens ive mandstory sanctions against the South
African racist régime as

"a means of achiaving the objectives of the Zone of Peace and Co-operation in

the South Atlantic" (A/43/512, para.ll),
as stated in the Final Document of the first meeting of the States of the zone in

Rlo de Janeiro last July.
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Apartheid is universally repudiated in its practice and concept and for Brazil
it is all the more Qondemnable in that it negates the most fundamental
characteristics on the basis of which the Brazilian society has been built as a
nation culturally and racially integr ated. Through its attitudes angd behaviour,
South Africa has progressively isolated itself from international life and, in a
way that is inherently inter linked with its heinous policies of apartheid, has been
unable to entertain peaceful relations with its neighbours.

The situation in South Africa is dangerous and explosive 2lso as a consequence
of the demestic implications of inherently contradictory pciicies: on the one hand
the increasingly modern process of industrialization and urbanization, which by
definition requires the integration of the black majority as producers and
consumers, and on the other hand the anachronistic and “horrent intensificazion of
the political and social Segregation of the black community. It seems not only
totally unjust but aiso cutright futile to continue to discr iminate againgt the
majority of the South Africa population while upholding apartheid, a régine which
is condemned to disappear.

Brazil wishes once again to reiterate its uneguivocal solidatie:y with the just
struggle of the black South African patriots for the elimination of apartheid, the
root cause of injustice ang tension in South Africa and a main cbstacle to a2
lasting peace in the southern African region.

Mr . MABALLATI (Islamic Republic of Iran): I shall begin my statement
with a verse from the Holy Koran:

*And of his signs 18 the creation of the heavens and the earth and the

diversity of your tongues and colours; most surely there are signs in this for

the learned.” (The Holy Koran, XXX:22)
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Once again the General assembly is meeting to consider the critical and
perennial issye of apacrtheid, which has been the subject of endless debates in this
Organization and which we hope will soon be totally eradicated in all its

man ﬂostations.*

* Mr. Van Lierop (Vanuatu), Vice-President took the Chair.
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Policies of apartheid and racism are the worst forms of violation and crime
against humanity. Thus, the axiological perspective of all States Members of the
Organization regarding apartheid is more or less the same. Ironically enough, even
those who support and collaborate with the abhorrent apartheid régime usually do
not hesitate to condemn apartheid or the policies of the apar theid régime. In
gpite ef the unanimity of opinion regarding the immoral and criminal nature of
apactheid, practical approaches vary greatly. Some, most regrettably, demonstrate
in practice so much accommodation as o maintain technical, economic, military and
nuclear co-operation with the apar theiq régime.

Co-operaticn in nuclear technolo,, between the United States, the zionist
régime and South Africa, as well as the economic activities of the United States
and some Western Buropean countries with the apartheid régime, are only some of the
outstanding examples of the discrepancy between words and deeds. The same
countries congistently impede the implementation of all resolutions the United
Nations has so far adopted to suppress apartheid. They procrastinate, impede,
filibuster, use all obstructive techniques and finally veto every ser ious and
effective decision that could otherwise &bolish the apartheid policies of South

, /)Afl;" ica. |

© Y Bs d result of the policies of certain States, entailing a low-profile thoucgh
extenaive co-operation with the Pretaria régime, the system of apartheid still
'vsurvivesf.g'lt survives despite the fact that year after year for twenty-five years,
e_lbqueni; speechesg liave been made in this lofty Assembly in condemnation of this
eiri.l sye,ée:ao It survives, despite the fact that this system has vepeatedly been
-conf&'gll'med by every mmei' State. All throucjh this long, agonizing period of pain,

suffer ing, deprivation, poverty, torture and oppression which the South African
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majority has undergone, it is a cluster of rich, developed Western countries which
should have been blamed.

The same fact obtains in occupied Palestine, where unlimited econonmic,
financial, military and technological support offered by the United States and
certain other Powers has resulted in the zionist persistence in continued
“occupation of Palestine and suppression of the Palestinian struggle for four
decadés. Since Zionism and apartheid are the ugly manifestations of the same crime
against humanity, all anti-apartheid countries should treat the régimes in Scuth
Africa and occupied Palestine in the same way.

Forty years have elapsed since the United Nations first addressed the question
of Namibian independence, ané it has been 22 years since the United Nations
terminated South Afr»iéa!s Mandate over Namibia by General Assembly resolution
2145 (XXI) of Ocmber']SGG and placed the territory under the responsibility of the
Organization. Ten Jears ago the Security Council adopted resolucion 435 (1978;,
setting a framework for the independence of Namibia, but South Africa has con tinued
its illegal occupation of that Territory.

The apartheid régime is not merely a problem of brutal repression in South
Africa o illegal occupation of Namibias; the South African racist régime has
pursued a systematically hostile policy towards its neighbour ing countr ies, waged
"‘an undeclared war of aggression and carried out a canpaign of destabilization and
economic sabotage against them, resulting in destruction and hardship among their
populations.

The perpetuation of the policies and practices of the apartheid régime and its
defiance of the international community must be a matter of urgent concern for all
Menber States. The dangerous situation and conditions in South Africa cequire the

international community to restore its credibility by imposing compr eheng ive
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economic and military smctiolis against the apartheid régime, under Chapter VII of
the Charter, and Putting an end to the costructionist policies of some Western
countries in this regard.

The world community is indebted to the sanguinary struggles of the innocent,
unarmed people of South Africa and the people of Namibia, which are both resisting
the brutal qunfire and aggression of the apartheid régime with their flesh and
blood. Our support for the oppressed people of South Africa and Namibia is not
new, noz is our condemnation of the apartheid régime and the var iety of help
generocusly extended to it:. We have always insisted that support for the righteous
struggle of the South African people and thoee of Namibia, led by the South West

Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), and a sericus approach by the international
comeunity to bring all-embracing pressure to bear upon the Pretoria régime and its
supportets constitute the sole means of ridding the world of the roots of this
régime, the shameful product of colonjalism.

We hope to 8ee a united front in the 1ntarna§:ional body for the eradication of
the zacist régime of South Africa and the restoration of equality and freedom for
all peoples, of ali races and ethnic origins, living in that part of the wor ld.
All those invoived in the revolutionary struggles and the Muslim conbatants
fighting against the South African régime may rest assurcd that the Islamic
Republic of Iran extends its #ull suppert to them.

Mr . OBMAN (Somalia): Por more than 2§ years the United Nations has been
| ~continuously seized of an item that many here had hoped weuld disappear from its
agenda, in view of the intansive Pressure of the community. Regrettably, howev&z,
the item in question, entitled "Poiicy of apartheid of the Government of South
Afr ica®, il"" once again before the General Assembly and, despite the many efforts
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undertaken at the level of the United Nations and other international forums, ﬂiere
appears to be uo solution in sight. ‘

My delegation is compelled to address this important issue because there is a
Keponderance of evidence of South Africa's non-compliance with the Charter of the
United Rations and with internationally recognized Principles ot‘ human rights
This {e adequately reflected in the report of the Special Commit:tee against
v anrthei d to the forty-third session of the General Agsembly, includmg its annexes
(A/43/22).

This document brings to light the Prevailing grave situation in South Africa
and the region as a whole. In a bid to cling to white minocity rule, arbitrary
Power and racist Supremacy, the apartheid régime escalated its ruthless cepression
against the African Population and intensified its policy of terror and aggression
beyond its borders by sending death 8quads abroad to abduct and kill anti-apartheid

activists on foreign soil.
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. Last year the international community witnessed intolerable intimidation,
haragsment and brutal massacres of black people on a wider scale. The bowmbardment
and arson perpetrated against the black population had been unprecedented in
magn itude and gravity. On 31 August the headquarters of the ecumenical South
Africa Council of Churches at Fhotso House was bombed. On 12 October the
headquar ters of the Roman Catholic Church went up in flames. Earlier this year
offices of the Congress of South African Trade Unions and the black civil group
were destroyed. Almost one month ago the headguarters of the National Union of
South African Students was fire-bombed ~ one more incident which Pretoria's
specially appointed police unit was unable, or reluctant, to clar ify.

The cutcome of the fraudulent and racially constituted municipal elections has
given proof of the fact that black South Africans are not taken in by
psendo-democratic manoeuvres of the white racists. Even the international
community denounced "Pretoria's racial 'municipal elections'” by an cverwhelming
vote of 146 in favour in General Assembly resolution 43/13 of 26 Ociober 1988.

Tak ing this overvhelming consensus into consideration, Somalia i3 convinced that
this year the General Asgenbly will vote on all anti-apartheid resolutions with a
reneved commitment and with a thorough under standing of the fact that a piecemeal
approach cannot change the situation in South Africa for the betters what is called
for is strict application of effective, co-ordinated and comprehengive measures
against the South African régime. 1If this is implemented by the whole
international community and complemented by the renunciation of any form of
collaboration with the apartheid régime, then a long-lasting and just solution of
the South African conflict can soon be realized.

Somalia continues to reaffirm its strong support for comprehensive and
mandétory sanctions againgt South Africa because they are the only peaceful and

sufficiently forceful measures available to the United Nations. We appeal to the



Jwm/21 A/43/PV, 65
: 92

(Mr . Osman, Somalia)

Security Council to exercise itsg responsibility and authority for removing threats
to peace and Security by taking action againgt Sot'lth Africa under Chapter VII of
the Charter,

As we are all aware; there are of course other important actions and measures
agaiﬁnst apartheid that must also be taken by Member States. In this regard
reference must be made to the Tecommendaticns contained jin the Special Committee's
annual report and reinforced by the resolutions before us., They all deserve to be
fully suppor ted and faithfully implemented. Towards that end Somalia will lend its
continuved support, in sciidarity with the oppressed people of South Africa, to the
work of the Special Committee, of which it is an active member ,

In speak ing of continued internal upheaval ang cross~border violence by the
apar theid régime, one has also to refliect on the new opportunities that have
emerged for finding a swift ang lasting solution to the conflict in southe}:n
Africa. 1In this connection Somalia joins other States in welcoming the
qQuadripartite talks aimed at ensuring the speedy implementation of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) . Petsisi:ent diplomatic efforts have led to the elimination
of one of the extremely dangerous Sources of tension in the region, namely, South
Africa's military occupation of Angolan territory. we hope that the process of
negotiation that has been initiated will lead to the immediate and unconditional
independencq of Namibia, It remains to be Seen, hovever, whether the South
African régime will meat its obligations emanating from the regional peace process
or whether, as hag often happened in the past, it will once again defy the trust of
the international community and itg hope that a negotiated solution of the South
African conflict can be achieved.

Somalia also hopes that the international community will measure Pretoria's
htmtim to contribute to the resolution of the conflicet in South Africa against

its actual behaviour in implementing Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and
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eliminating apcriheid once and for all. Since apartheid was and still is the root
cause of the conflict, its abolition would be the cnly indicator of real progress
tovardsz a true solution of the conflict. Any other move by the apartheid régime o
gtttact diplomatic support or externai co-operation should be exposed ..

camouflage and a useless attempt to penetrate its dipiomatic isoclati:n :

divert worlad public opinipn from the actual character of apar theid.

Pollowing this General Assenbly debate the Pretoria‘te'gime should n ¢ .. left
in doubt that the international commun ity congiders its racist and oppreszive
policies and practices to be abnorrent and totally unacceptable. We believe that
the racist régime has to be isolated and excluded from the normal interchange of
international relations unti) it establishes a free, f:ancratic and non-racial
society in South Africa, consistent with the many relevant United Nations
resolutions and the true aspirations of the majority of the Southk African people.
Such a move would be conristent with the noble principles of freedom and human
dignity which we shall all continue to uphold and promote in suppoxrt of the
legitimate cause of the peuple of South Africa and Namibia.

Mr. JAYASINGHE (Szi Lanka): Throughout the ages, man's full development

has aiways been thwar ted by the intolerance of his fellcw man, reaulting from a
desp-geated, irrational fear and hatred, which have often led to unspeakable acts
of cruelty. Manifested in the worst form of repression, this cruelty has brought
untold suffering to millions of human beings, Such is the situation in South

Africa.
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Por years the internaticnal community has focused attention on the situatiocn
'1n SOuf_;h Afr ics, can:lng‘foz 'th; disnantl:lng' of the abhorrent policy of apartheid,
consideted,an;affront to human 'd:lgnj._tyz. The tnited Mations has rightly denounced
this policy, which teétesents the most repressive and institutionalized form of
racial..diac:iminaticﬁ, as a crime against humanity. 1t is a tragic commentary on
our times that, despite all efforts to bring about its elimination, apertheid atil}
temihs in force. | :

Among t!;e Purposes and pr inciples enshrined in the United Nations Charter are
the promotion ang eﬁmmaméhe Of respect for human rights and fundamental freedom
for all, without distinction as o race, sex, lm_guage or religion. The Univer sal
Declaration of Human Rights further affirmed these fundamental freedoms by
stipulating that all human beings are‘b&h free and equal ipn dignity and rights.

The continvance of -the policy of apartheid, in contravention of all those
civilized nocms and values, is a crime against the congcience and dignity of
mank ind, and ia incompatible with the dignity of man. Only the irmmediate
elimination of apertheid, by the establishment of a non-racial, democratic society,
based on the Principles of self-determination and majority rule, and the full and
free exercise of universal aduit suffrage by all the people in a united and
non-fragmented South Africa, can bring this situation to &n end.

In spite of variou.l efforts, the international community continuves to be g
helpiess witness to the arrogance a!;d defiance of the racist minority régime in
Pretoria., The response of South Att;iéa to these efforts has been to maintain
apartheid with even greater béut:q;l.’ity. Current developments are ample testimony to
this effect. The expans ion aﬁd strengthening of a nationwide state of energency,
dur ing wh.ich" the world has witnegsed unjustifiable and &bitrary detention and

torture of innocent people; neac-total ocsnsor ship of looal and foreign media which
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expose racially repressive policies, the banning of trade unions and other forms of
democratic and peaceful means of protest against apartheid policies, thg gaoling of
political opponents and other forms of repressive measures, are the order of the
day., |

There is no sign whatsoever that the apartheid régime is genuinely interested
in dismantling this obnoxiocus system. Therefore, there is a greater need for more
concerted action by the international community to bring the system to an end.
There is also a pressing need to remind the South African régime that the
clamp-down on political expression will aggravate existing tensions within the
country and lead to untold violence, and that it cannot continue to deny the
- inalienable birthright of the indigenous people of South Africa.

Forty years of apartheid are an embarrassment to human civilization. Sooner
or later this iniguitous system will have to give way toc a just and rational
order. 7The gsconer it is achieved, the less will be the cost of this inevitable
change. This becomes mcreasin_gly clear with developments we witness every day.

‘i‘he arrogance of the South African régime and its defiance of world opinion
are partly due to the encouragement it receives from certain gsections of the
international community through various forms of co-operation with the rdgime. We
appeal to those who continue to coilaborate with the racist régime to re-examine
their policies and not to give sustenance to a régime which continues to flout the
collective wish of the international community with impunity.

We have reached a stage at which we cannot subscribe to the continuance of a
policy which inflicts untold suffer ing on n:llli_ons of innocent people who are
fighting for their just rights. We cannct be a party to the misconception that
sanctions against South Africa would result in greater suffering for the black

people of South Africa and would also affect the vell-being of neighbour ing African
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us are very vocal in sesk ing compliance wil:h democratic rights elsewhere in the
~world, but when it comes to South Africa they fail to use the same yardstick.,

As ve approsach the twenty-first century there arises an irrepressible need to
address critical issues, such as the agrtﬁeid policy in South Africa, with
frankness ang honesty. 1t is the deep conviction of the international community
that the time has come to put an end to South Afyica's defiance of the United
Nations ang its contemptuoug disregard of worlg public opinion. The world
community must stang up and be counted. we mist reaffirm our determination to
eliminate racism ang racial discriminacion, wherever they my exist, with concrete
action.

In this context, there is no longer any valig reascn for delaying the adoption
of effective measures, particularly compr ehens ive mandatory sanctions, under
Chapter vIE of’ the Charter. our continued inability to take decisive action can
only help further to buttress South Africa in continuing its inhuman policy. This
is the hard truth we have to face, Any attempt to disregard this reality will only
contr ibute towards Kolonging the bitter struggle which will even affect unborn
generations of South Africans,

We observe that the South African régime has recently taken some cosmetic
steps, such as the holding of municipal elections, aimed at mollifying the black
African people and deceiving internationai public opinion. The people of South
Africa have expressed their total centempt by the near boycott of that election,
We are inclineg to believe that the fecent commutation of the death sontence pussed
on the Sharpevilie Six and better treatment for the imprisonad South African
patriot ﬁslsm Mandela constitute Yet another deliberate attempt to deceive the

international cormmunity.




JP/xv A/43/PV.65
99-100

(Mr . Jayasinghe, Sri Lanka)
We in Sri Lanka have always cpposed any form of racial discrimination and we
shall continue to do so. We shall continue ocur efforts, in concert with the rest
of the international community, to dismantle the system of apartheid. We are
convinced that the only sffective and peaceful mesns to eliminate this abhorrent
policy is the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII

of the Charter.
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Mr . PHOOPOLO (lesotho): The leader of my delegation extendad
felicitations to the President. 1In echoing those fraternal and varm sentiments. 3
further express our utrost admiration and ‘enotional satisfaction at the abie uannet

in which he has so far conducted the affairs of the cutrent session, and wish for

him a very successful oconclusion of the forty-third session of the Assembly.

The temporary gale force wind that has Just risen should not be permitted to

distract us from our sailing course. We are confident that under the President's
able leadership at the contrels we shall all land safely on the cocast of calm and
peace,

In addressing ourselves to agends item 36, on the policies of apartheid of the
Govermment of South Africa, it is proper and fitting to express our utmost
admirati~~ of the reports before us, inter alis, by our Sacretary-Generai,

Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, and by the dynamic representative of the Federal
Republic of Nigeria, Mr. Joseph N. Garba, in his worthy capacity as Chairman of the
Special Committee against Apartheid. we congzatulate all concerned and tske note
0% their reports.

Before addressing ourselves to the main thrust of the issye before us, we wish
to express our overail satisfaction with the content of the reports, save for our
total disappointment and displeasure at the content of paragraphs 100 and 183 in
the Special Committee's keport (A/43/22), dated 27 October 1988. It is indeed
regrettable that the Kingdom of Lesotho is for the first time among the only three
gouthern African countries to be singled out as asgisting the evasion of
sanctions. The textile industry sources claim referred to in parégraph 100 of the
feport of the Special Committee against Apartheid is unfortunate, unfounded and
devoid of fact, and we view it just as the revelation of a blissful ignorance of

Basotho values and our social -fabric.
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'ﬁe Gowernnnt-;t the Kingdom of Lesotho seriously digturbed by this
unfor tunate claim, stands ready to .disprwe that malicicus contention by
co-operating fully wi.l;h all members of the Special Committee against Apartheid to
look into all legal aﬁi’!"i;gi;timu textile operations in the Xingdom of Lesotho, as
well ag the Government 1naututions involved in textile industries in Lesotho.

It is most regrettable that the Kingdom of Lesctho - it is hoped not becauzse
of its geogragm.c position - should be the unfortunste victim of the accusing
finger, to the protection and Joy of the culprits, which are well known by all
those fully versed in all issues pertinent to the socio-economiz and political
matrix of the policies of #Erthdid. |

The Kingdom of Lesotho is on record as having refused to allow its scil to be
uzed to a;roid sancticns inpwg%on}outh Africa. In e&ly May this yesr a certzin
Jerry Braehm from South Africa brought into Lesotho 1,000 oatriches from the Cape,
in South Africa, with the sole purpose of exporting them from Lesotho. The export
permit was refused by I;he Lesotho autht;t‘it.ties as it was believed that the expor t
‘permit for the biuﬁ was required to avoid the economic sanctions against South
Africa. The expatriate officisl who assisted in the importation of these bicds
into Lesotho was quickly_assisted to leave our country.

In the textile industry petnits have never been issued for goods not
manufactured and péoduc?d in Leagtho, as our legal machinery prohibits such
prectices. ,Detailbed official documentatien, positively Eoving that remedial
efforts are always taken by the Lesotho Government and the Lesotho Matioucl
Development Corporastion whenever cases of fraudulent abuse of Lesotho origin of
export goods or import permits are digcoveread, has been submitted to our beloved
and trustworthy Chairman of the Special Committee against Apartheid, Mr. Garba, for

appropr fate action. This swift action by Lesotho is indicative of the seriousness _
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with which Lesotho views the unfortunate allegation.‘ The Kingdom of Lesotho hés
thus far exercised the necessary vigilanca.
The Ringdom of Lesotho stands accused and judged as not having been vigilant
and as having allowed Pretoria to evade smctions. This is a direce consequence of
the poorest ang obviously gross, deliberate and sinistat motive, designed for

internatiohal consumption. what a Price the Ringdom of Lesotho has to pays what &
betraysl of the cause ‘'of ‘the Special Committee againat Apartheid!

If what the Kingdom of Lesotho hag juse expe:ienced is how nase-calling is
determined and decided upcn, then, we aro gorry, the Kingdom of Lesctho cannot be a
party to such a process ntil such time aa the actual - I repeat "actual® - and
well-known evil-doersg or violator T are called by name.

Duty calls, and when professionale do their reseacrch they must &pply
professionalism. 1In our case they did not. As a 3elf-reapeeting and peace~loving
country, the Kingdom of Lesotho ig the last country to point the finger at other
sister countries. But we sincerely plead to be respected for our worth, inasmuch
as ve are the only country directly and deeply affected by the pelicies of
2partheid to such 5 large degree in the sub-continent, snd we sre faclng a
formidable challenge.

'The Kingdom of Lesotho has alvays maintained the steadfast position that the
unfortunate doctrine of apsrtheid is at variance with peace, progréw and social
justice. The policies of apertheid have oconsistently engendered hatred, human
suf fering and tragedy in the southern African region, to the werall detrinent of
the economic and political development of southern Africa, thus render ing the

policies of apartheid a negative phenomanon of the posent &u.
| The Kingdou of ILesotho, as 2 puoo-loving countty opposed to the repugnant

policies of the a apartheid system, supports all - the comsendable efforts aimed at the
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holding of an internationally sponsored all-party discuesion on the eradication of
apertheid and the ultimate creation of a mass-based, constitutional, non-racial
democracy eonitted to respect for the political and economic rights of all South
Africans, irrespective of colour, race or creed.

Admittadly, and rightly, the ultimate respenaibility for abolishing thie
'eosuy and pernicious syst;en rests squsrely with 211 South Africans of good
mtanti.on who yearn for peace and the brotherhocd of. . man - a-eated in the image of
Ged, as raugn: by those that profess to.have brought civilizai;ion to our part of
the wo:ld. o

A more dotatnined and concer ted effective diplomatic init:ia“tive, which

inelndes all of Westexn Burope, the United States of Mmerica,.Japan ana the USSR,

. holds the key I:o the elimination ot apartheid as a fundaaental, basic position,

o The New York Times of 28 May 1988, under the caption "The anperpowets v8., S.A."

".. ~

proposed that Presi&ent Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev amounce a
co-operative approach towards saut:hern Africa. It called on them to start a
multinational effort to aid the Statea that border SOuth Africa t squelch the ‘idea
that tho regim is another arena ot Bast-ﬂest rivalry; to expose the root problem;
""V-'to 2ignal mnistakably that opposition to agrtheid knows no ideology. The message
'as expressed in the: p:opoul is sound and cloaz to all people of goodwill and
lovers of peace and Justice in southern Africa.

Just ae the Kingdom of Luot:ho welcoued l:he recent agreement between the

- United States of Aner:lcn andé the Unjon of Soviet Socialist Republics to eliminate

a11 nediuu—ungo and shortoz-tangc missiles, 80 we plead with the two super-Povwers
’ tp ahow that same conltructivc and positive spirit by agsisting with the
’eliuinati.on of apartheid policies, which are by nature and content inimical to
ﬁi& 'a'r.ud stability in the region.
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The Minister of P;:r:eign Affairs of Lesotho, Colonel Thaabe letsie, in
2ddressing the cucrent session of the General Assembly, clearly and unanmb iguously
stated that southern Africa continues to remain a hotbed of tension and rightly
identified spartheid as the root cause of the uneasy malaise.  He called for the
initiation of round-table negotiations with ail concerned parties in South Africa

without any discr imination, and urged all those countries in a position to do so,

to .act promptly befcre it is too late. It ig for the General Assembly to respond

© “to that call.

The draft resolutions before us directed at the policies of apartheid are
calculated to achieve the desired and expressed goal of ensur ing the full
participation of all men and women in South Africa irrespective of colour, religion
or creed. .

The Kingdom of lLesotho has alvays recoonized the right of the international
Community to take whatever Steps are necessary to dismantle apartheid. The
heasures so desired should be accompanied by relief for nations directly affected,
such as the Kingdom of Lesotho, through the provision of moral, material and
financial support. Lesotho is in a difficult ana complex situation, given its
historical zad geograghic position vis-d-vis South Africa as viewed by the
international commun ity .

At a recent meeting with South Africa's President, P.W. Botha, His Majesty
King Moshceshoe I minced no words in conveying the message that the Kingdom of
Lesotho is a loyal Member of the United Natims, of the Organization of African
Unity, the Non-Aligned Movement, the Conmonwealth of Nations, the Southern African
Development Co-ordination Conference (SADCC) and other international political and
economic organizations, and that we £ind our membership in them esgential for the

survival of our country as an independent and sovereign State. He further stated
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that we adhere t'.o'f the “.céuﬁée of peace, 'internation_al golidarity and internaticnal
co-operatim_,ff’andii‘:pgt apartheid is urgécceptable.

The Ki: gdom of Lesotho firmly stands for the total cessation of all acts of
destabilization and aggression in the region,

While we fully recognize the right of the international community to take
wvhatever éteps are essential to dismantle and obliterate the policies of apartheid,
our 'freedora of action is severely lmited by geo-political circumstances I"lOt of our
crestion and beyond our control. Ours is a particularly complex and difficult
situation in the whole scenario now being addressed.

The scns and daughters of South Afr ica, displaced through no deliberate choice
of their own but because of the policies of apartheid, turn their gearful eyes to
the international community for salvation, so that they too can enjoy their
birthright in their homeland.’

It is against this background that the Kingdom of Lesotho will not hesitate to
support some of the draft resolutions befo’re'us. Our positive vote should be
construed as a sincere demcnstration of l?;e/sotho's peaceful efforts towards seeking
the eradication of racism, racial discri'm;ination and apartheid in South Africa. We
shall st:.eadfaauy continue to support all noble efforts calculated to achieve,
through dialogue and the full participation of all interested and involved parties,
& peaceful solution to the problem created by apartheid.

Mr. JARRETT (Liberia): 2s we continue the debate on the policies of
apartheid of the Government of South Africa year after year, it bocomes more and
mote ;':lear that it is only through decisive and sustained action by the
intetnat;onql community that the oppressed non-white pepulation of South Afr ica
will be freed from the tyrannical apartheid policies of the white minority racist

tégim of Pretoria.
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My delegation, in its intervention on this agenda item last year, reiterated
.vits request that the Secur ity Council consider the imposition of compr ehensive and
mandatorv sanctions against South Africa under Cha ster VII of the Charter of the
Unit:ed Nations, as such action is the only peaceful means at our disposal to compel
the racist régime in Pretoria to abandon its policy of institutionalized racism.
Although we can conclude from reports emanating from South Africa @ur ing the
past months t-.hat the end of minority rule is not vet in sight, events tak ing place
in the country, particularly the str ingent economic situaticn threatening the
comfortable lifestyle of the vhite minority, give cause for hope that its end is

not & pipe dream. However , what is tak ing place at the moment is a continuous

which support peaceful opposition to apartheid and the murder and maiming of
menbers of liberation novements, as well as a systematic plan of action to
discredit those movements and their leadership and an increasing exploitaion of the
black labour force. Furthermore, the racist régime in Pretoria, in implementing
its "carrot and stick" policy, on the one hand intends through coerciocn to
consolidate its control in the country, utilizing to the fullest the régime 's
masgsive security apparatus, while on the other, through its "upgr ading schemes" in
housing and infrastructure in townships known for militancy, as well as the
introduction of so-called political reforms, it woos the hearts and minds of the
nasses. Through deception the régime tries to win Some support base among the
black population in order to gain legitimacy.

It is well known that apartheid thrives on the violence of the security forces
of the racist Pretoria régima., The black population is constantly harassed and
incited to violence so a3 to give the police State a pretext for brutalizing black
pecple. President Botha knows very well the source of viclence in hig country,

Nelscn Mandela and Zephania Mothopeng also know that violence is the ingtrument by
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which their people continue to be deprived of their :lnélienable right to freedom,
Jjustice and human dignity. Archbishop Desmonad Tutu, commenting on this gubject,
put it succinctly when he said the violence of South Africa is the violence of
apartheid,

To substantiate the foregoing, let us recount some of the repressive measures

vhich the Pretoria régime utilizes.
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Under the cover of the prolonged state of emetgency, wvhich was renewed again
last June, the régime has utilized the conb ined power of the armed forces, the
peolice, other security fotces and the couti:s in a systematic campaign to eliminate
all opposition to aarthei In executing its nefar ious policies, i:he Pretor ia
‘régime has alsoc resorted to the use. of surrogate forces such as vigilantes,
assassging and riglt-wing exi:remist groups to destabilize communities' a;‘cross the
coun try.

This new method of suppression has replaced the old strategy of detention
without trial, which has been universally condemed as a violation of human
righta. Nevertheless there are at present between 2,000 and 2,500 per sons being
held in detention without trial, some 250 of whom are children no more than 17
years of age.

To compound this sorry state of affairs, the number of executions in South
Africa has increaseg greatly. Annes‘i:y Interrtional's 1988 report points to an
unprecedentgﬂ increase in the application of death sentences tn political
offenders. The ordeal of the Sharpeville Sii:; who were convicted under the
doctr ine of "commnon purpose” and who had their death sentences commuted, should
still be fresh in our memory. We should not lose sight either of the case of the
United Democratic Front leaders who faced hanging because a Judge accepted
Pretoria's argument that speech and constitute can constitute treason. Comment ing

on this subject, a New York Times editorial stated:

"At the moment that Pretoria should be freeing prisoners and open ing
talks, 1 embraces a legal formula for filling jails and discour aging
contacts. How much wiser if there were more gestures like Mr. Botha's

commutation of the death gentences of blacks convicted for sharing a 'common
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purpose’ with the mob killers of a Sharpeville councilman. How much better if

Pretoria matched its pragmatism abroad by dealing az maturely with the

majority of it, own people."

J dging from the evidence at hand, racist Pretoriz is not deserving of
conciliatory consideration. It continues to be my delegation’s considered opinion
ghat South Africa has no intention of denouncing its apartheid policy. what seems
tc be happening in that country is a resurgence of uletra-right-wing conservatism
which has as its pr imery objective the reintroduziion of whites-only acrommodation
in towns that conservatives captured during the last municipal elections. The
Conservative Party's success at the puils is baing !~ .erpreted in some quazters\a's B
& mandate for the reactivation of discriminatory laws. We therefore have to be
vigilant and take effective action for the eradication of apartheid, a erime
against humanity; this can be achieved only through the imposition of conpr ehens ive:
mandatory sanctions against racist South Africa. That is the only peaceful means
at ourvdispoual for acoomplishing this goal.

There are those who for selfish reasons cppose sancticns on the grounds that
they cannot be ¢ffective and that they would hurt rather than protect the righte of
the non-white population., 1In rejecting that argument we need only study closely
the South African ecenomy to realixe how effective voluitary sanctions have been.
The South African Reserve Bank’s Governor, commenting on this subject, said, "No
sne should mdeeutimté the harmful effects of these constraints®. while there
are those razigts who fesl that sanctions have been tested and are not working, -
thete are others - and they constitute the majority - who accept the fact that

“in thiz day and age there is no such thing as economic self-gufficiency, and

® dolude o&seiv&s if we tiiink we are differant”.
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That is an affirmaticn of the effectiveness of sanctions imposed by South
Africa "s: leuding trading partnere. The international economic pressure on South
Africa, limited though it is, has resulted in a net capital ocutflow of almest
$10 billion since 1985, as was reporteq in the media recently. This wor sening
sitvation of the South African economy is bound to have its political consgeqguences
as the economy deteriorates further. we need, then, to galvanize our efforts and
sustain the economic Pessure, 8o as to achieve the desired result, which is to
.- deprive the white minority racist régime of Pretoris of access  econemic ang
£inancial Support for the maintenance of its apartheid policies. An interesting
Point to note is that the deter iorating economic situation in South Africa has
resul ted iin the abandonment or some racial laws, albeit marginal ones., while views
vary on this observation, thefe is sufficient ground for optimism.

Leading South African businessmen are seriously concerned about the
effectiveness of selective sanctions levied against their country by South Africa's
leading trading partners. They know that those sanctions are peofoundly affecting
the South African €économy. Comprehensgive mandatory sanctions, collectively imposed
and faithfully sustained, would no doubt eventually compel the white minority
racist régime in Pretoria to abandon its obnoxious apartheid doctr ine.

On behalf of the delegation of Liberia, I should like to commend the Special
Committee against Rpartheid, under the dynanic leadership of ite Chairman,

Jbassador Joseph Garba, for the excellent manner in which it always executes its
mandate and for the crucial role it continues to play in sengitizing international
Public opinion about the plight of the ©oPrressed people of South Africa. The
Commi ttee's report before this Assembly in document A/43/22 is replete with
factual, up~to-date accounts of all aspects of the apartheig peoblen, inclnding

valuable information on the increasing brutal repcession of the black majority
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population of South Africa, aggression against and destabilization of neighbour ing
States, the heroic resistance of national liber ation movements and the courageous f
stand of religious leaders against the evil and despicable policy of apar theid.
The Government of Liber ia zeaffirms its solidarity with the oépresued and
brutalized people of South Africa and wishes also to reiterate that it will not
support any auperﬁcial reforms daaigned to divert attention from the heroic
struggle of our South African beothers and sisters, who in defence of their
inalienable rights are resisting the might and fury of a terrorist State equipped
with sophisticated weapons of destruction. )
Apartheid cannot be reformed. It must be eradicated. It is a crime againat
humanity and its elimination would of fer prospects for peace in the southern
Afzican region. &ati;heid must be uprooted and replaced by a just and democratic
State encompassing all the peoples of South Africa and based on equality of civil

and political rights,
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Mr. MOboMAGH (Ireland) My delegation fully sssociates itself with the
views expressed by the fepresentative of Greece on behal f of the twelve Mepmber
States of the Buropean Community in condsmnation of the policy of apartheid
PEactigzed by the Government of South Africa.

Assembly. 1t ig important that the South African Government should undergtand what
this debate is about. The message of the Assembly on apartheid must not be

considered as a mere annual routine. It ig the reiteration of a fundamental
.challenge by the members of the international community to a system that is
wiversally deplored. In a Way perhaps uniqus in histery, they are saying in
unison, "Your system of apartheid is Unacceptable, it '15 anyaff.mnt to g1l of us

mY not be readily apparent, where ocomplexities do not easily yield to
clarification of right and wrong. Apartheid is an exception. It is a wholly evil
System built on fear ana violence, a Syatem that separates men and women by race
and colour. 1Its iawl and regulations are based on and designed to perpetuate that
3eparation. It refuses dignity to those who suffer under it and it endeavours to
PeCpetuate the status, power and wealth of some at the cost of the rights of cthers,

We do not only say that &partheid ig ¥raig and contrery to conacience and
- reason., Ws Say alsc that the Syatem underminegs those who Practise it as well as
those who are its direct victims, its bondage is a bondage of fear. Institutions
built on fear and on divisicn contain the seeds of self-destruction. A truly
viable community, a community worthy of respect, must have some regard for ordinary
humar values, ’

Year after Y3ar we exper ience frustration in this debate. It is difficult to

find words that can give hope to those oppcessed by aparthaid or can help to
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releeae the practitioners of a mhheid from theit own self-created bondage. what
we must do, of course, is to persist in eondemning the system unequivocally. In
mek ing such condemnation we must again draw attention to the ptinciple_s“ that are
the basis of our Charter and of the Universal Decler-etion ef Human Rights and say
.that novhere, to such a degree and for =o long, have those principles been violated
as in South Africa.

Ireland therefore adds its voice to the condemnation of a philosophy of
governnent that is an efftom: to those values that wa cherish as the basis of any
civilized society. We condemn eggttheid not just foz the way that it is
adninistered or operates, o in this er that perticular aspect. We. condem ie
because of its fundamental basis, its insistence on the inferiority of one race as
against another and the'deniel that ve a11 share a common dignitv and common rights,

The South African Government has sought to entrench racism in every aspect of
the seate and socie*y. Itz policy 9Z "homelands® ang separate development denies
to black Africsas the most bas'ic £ ights in th"eit own country. Ireland jeins the
rest of the inteznaticnal oonmunity in- denying the “Bantustans” say legitimacy, any
reeog:it;ion. | |

. The gituation in South Africa hag grown even more gombre over the past year.
'i'ho state of enezgency hee led to increased violence and deepened division.

Berliet this year, 17 South African a'ganizations peacefuuy opposing eErtheid
vere pzevmted fron ope:ating and thei: activities were barred. 'i‘he activities of

fhe Cmmeil of South Atrican Trade Unions have besn Beverely restricted. The South

" Aftican -sovemmene has th:oatened' to remove external funding from such

otganizaticns. Cmntless h:ade union, chutd: and political leede:s have been
. arrested. 'rhe report of l:he United Naticna special Coanmittee againzt Agarl:hei
peinu 8 gxin and tzighl:ening picture of detentione, of townships occupied, of

: torcible remel ot tens ot !:housmds of people from their own homes.  Media
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coverage of events in South Africa has been drastically restricted so that the
world generally is Genied any graphic view of developments.

Ireland joins in expr;ssing special concern at the conditions in vhich many
detainess are being held. There can be no doubt that far too many, including
ch!.ldren, are being imprisoned in unacceptable conditions. Many have been tortured
¢ or brutally mistreated. That some being detained are children is a or ime m' itself,
» M.'! Government appeals once again to South Africa for mean ingful politicai
reform., Wa strongly advocate that 'a'.Ertheid al;:ould be ended by peaoétul means,
Those responsible for the administration of the apartheid system should re-think
their position and consider whether their future and the future of all would not be
best served by the initiation of a true dialogue that would bring progress towards
a free, denocratic,‘ united South Africa. A change in policy that pointed clearly
-in that direction would deserve and would receive understanding from the
international community in general.

There are certain chvious minimum ataps that should be taken. The state of
. emergency must be ended. Exist:ing restrictions on political organizations must be
' reuoved. Ieaders of the blaak community must be set at liberty. The releass of
Nelson Mandela would be a 8sign that South Africa is not only righting a great wrong
but is acting to reduce the present dangerous and tense climate. The international
community honours Nelson Mandela a8 a great South African leadsr. He repressnts a
moral force far outside his own home country.

ireland welcomes the decision by President Botha to commute the death
gentinces imposed on the Sharpville Six., we hope that the SOuth African Govecnment
will now take further measures to ease tension, ’

To the extent that its resources make possible, Ireland seeks to register
condemnation of apartheid in Very way open to us. We do not maintain diplomstic
relations with South Africa. Official contacts with South Africa are minimal.
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There is no Irish public investment in South Africa. Trade and other eccnonig
relations are not éncouraged. The importation of agricultural preduce from Scuth
Africa is not permitted. Thare are no Irish cospaniss with gubsidiaries in Sou th
Afr ica, ?here are no cultural, scientific or Sports agreements betwsen Ireland and
South Africa. The Government gives no financial assistance to Irish spor ts
orgai’izations that engage in contacts in South Africa. We have also prevented
Fopresentative South African teams from taking part in sports competition in

Ireland.
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As 2 nemor of the Buropean Connmity, Itelmd has consistently supported the
"'.__adopt:lon of comn neasures b place preasuu cn the SOul:h Mrican Goveznnent. We

opecate with cur partnus in the coumity a range of testtictive naasurel.

including & ban on new I.nvutmntl, a ban on t:he lmprl: of iron.and atael and gold .

coirs from South Africa, and a ban on 011 expozts t.o South Africa. we will
'continm to ec«ope:ate with our Cmnunity par.tnets in sttengthening and, where
apmopriator, expandmg thecs measures.

For many yeau, Ireland has suppotted the imposition by the Security Council
of. a unge of mandatcry sanctions against South Atri.ca. We believe that mandatory
sanctions,’ a‘eleched catefully and applied in a graduai manner, would gserve to bring
' South Africa to realize that agart.hei has to be zbandoned. Such smc..ions would
have to be fully inplaonted by all of us, with full tiqour. WQ,h,avLe again this
year joined in sponsor ing the draft zesolntion on coucert;ad international action
againet apartheid. It is now clear that the 1nternationa1 ooun:l.ty accepts and :
.endoa:acs the nesd for sustained international pteasure on ‘South Africa. ”

We do not forget the need to Pcovide humanitarian and legal assistance l:o the

innocent victins of apartheid. Ireland S8upports the United Nations Trust Fund for

SQuth Africa and the United Nations Bducational and 'rraining Programme, We supporl:
too the valuablo effores of a nuwer of non-governmen tal orgaizations in their

work for those who have suﬂored fzon apartheid. we participate in the woxk of the
| Southern African Develoment c°~oz'dination Cmfezemoe. We recognize t:he need f:or

.. the international eomunity to assist thooe countries in southern Attica I:hat have

suf fered from South African aggression and are subject to econonrie dependenee and

dlpt ivation.



EMS/27 A/43/PV,65
122

(Mr ., McDonagh. Ireland)

. Every country has an obligation to play its part in bringing an end to
apartheid. It is an ill world where such an evil survives., We must surely accept
the moral duty to bring South Africa to see its folly. The peaceful building of a
multiracial society will not be easy, but it is possible., It remains one of the
greatest challenges facing this Asséubly t:oday, We ask the Government of South
Africa to reflect on the message from this Assembly and to realize that it is not

tco late, even now, to turn from self-destruction towards a new beginning of hope

and justice.

The meeting rose at 7.25 p.m.






