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The meeting was called to order at 9.45 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM 36 (continued)
POLICIES OF APARTHE ID OF THE GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA
{a) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL QOMMITTEE AGAINST APARTHE ID (A/43/22)

(b) REPORT OF THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL GROUP TO MONITOR THE SUPPLY AND SHIPPING OF
OIL AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS T0 SouTH AFRICA (A/43/44 and Corr.l)

(c) REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY~GENERAL (A/43/682, A/43/699, A/43/786)

{d) REPORT OF THE SPECIAL FOLITICAL COMM ITTEE (A/43/802)

(e) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/L.30/Rev.1, A/43/L.31 and Corr.1l, A/43/L.32 and

: Corr.1, A/43/L. 33 and Corr.l, A/43/L. 34 and Corr.l, A/43/L.35 and Corr.1,
A/43/L.36 and Corr.1l, A/43/1.37 and Corr.l1, A/43/L.38, A/43/L.41 and A/43/L. 42)

{£) REPORT OF THE FIFTH QOMMITTEE (A/43/901 and Corr.l)

The FRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly will now begin

its consideration of the 11 drafe resolutions submitteqd under agenda item 36.

I shall first call on those fepresentatives who wish to explain their vote
before the voting on any or all of the 11 draft resolutions,

May I recall 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, Representatives will also have an opportunity to explain their
vote after all the votes have been taken.

Mr . KARINEN (Finland): 1 have the honour to speak on behalf of the five
Nordic countries, Denmark, Iceland, Norway, Sweden and Finland.

The Rordie countries have consistently condemned the apartheid policy of the

RBuman Rights. 1In the view of the Nordic countries, apartheid also constitutes a

serious threat to international beace and security, Consequently, the Security
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(Mr. Rarinen, Finland)

Council should, as soon as possible, adopt effective sanctions against Scuth Africa
as a means of achieving the peaceful abolition of apartheid. Comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions are the most effective instrument to this end. Pending the
adoption of such sanctions, the Nordic countries have adopted a wide range of
unilateral measures against apartheid, including a trade embargo. The position éf
the Nordic countries in this regard was recorded in the revised Nordic Programme of
Action against Apartheid adopted in March 1988.

The Nordic countries consequently strongly agree with the main thrust of the
draft resolutions before us. However, some of them continue to raise difficulties

with regard to questions of principle that are important to the Nordic countries,

I shall describe them briefly.

First, the Nordic countries consider universality as a basic principle of the
United Nations and we cannot therefore accept formulations that might put that
principle in doubt.

Secondly, the peaceful solution of confiicts is a fundamental principle
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations itself. Therefore we cannot accept

that the United Nations endorse the use of armed struggle,
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(Mr. Karinen, Finland)

Thirdly, th:: Nordic countries deplore the continued Practice of selectively
singling out individual countries or groups of countries. This practice - most
evident in the draft resolution on relations between Israel and South Africa -
makes it all the more difficult to achieve international concerted action in the

struggle against apartheid.

Fourthly, certain formlations would encroach upon constitutional freedoms and
rights of Nordic citizens and private organizations. This applies in particular to
certain parts of the International Convention for the Prevention of Apartheid in
Sports. In view of the strict and active policy of the Nordic countries against
Sports contacts with South Africa, the Nordic countrieg regret that they cannot
fully endorse the Convention.

Fifthly, because of the strict adherence of the Nordic countries to the
provisiona of the Charter we must reserve our positions with regard to formulations
which fail to take into account the fact that only the Security Council can adopt
decisions binding on Member States.

The Nordic Countries will this year vote in favour of draft resolution
A/43/L.33 and Corr.l on the imposition, co-ordination and strict monitoring of
Measures against racist South Africa, in spite of the fact that the text creates a
number of difficulties for us. It is well—known that the Nordic countries have
imposed one of the most comprehensive packages of sanctions against South Africa
and Namibia. We do, however, have reservations on some of the selective sanctions
ligsted in the operative paragraph 1, in particular subparagraphs (d), (e) and (f).
We also have reservations on some of the operative paragraphs of draft resolution
A/43/L. 37 and Corr.1, especially operative paragraph 1 (d). We whole-hear tedly

support the efforts to reorganize and rationalize the Department of Public



JSM/dsg A/43/PV.68
7

(Mr. Karinen, Finland)

Information and its activities aimed at an increasingly efficient and economic
per formance, Therefore, everything should be done to avoid increasing the
personnel of the specific programmes.

The situation in southern Africa has further deteriorated dur ing the past
year. The responsibility for this situation rests with the South African
Government and its policy of apartheid. But the world comminity has moral as well
as legal obligations according to the Charter of the United Nations and should
therefore put further pressure on South Africa by adopting effective sanctionsg
against the apartheid régime. Moreover, the internatioral community should
urgently increase its economic and humanitarian assistance to the Southern African
Development Co-ordination Conference (SADCC) and to individual countries and
persons that are victims of South Africa's aggressive policy. We must all not only
voice our strongest condemnation of apartheid but also strive to agree on concerted
international action and take effective concrete steps rapidly to achieve the
abolition of apartheid.

Mr DIKTAKIS (Greece): The 12 States members of the European commnity
made clear once again during the debate their utter revulsion of apartheid. They
have repeatedly and unequivocally condemned it and demanded that it be abolished.
There should be no doubt either about our cbjective, which is quite sinply the
complete eradication of this pernicious system, or of our determination tc
contribute to the abolition of apartheid, The United Nations has a primary role to
PLay in this endeavour.

Unfortunately, the trend towards moderation shown in the drafting of last
year's draft resolutions has not been sustained. We regret that some of the draft
resolutions now before us continue to contain elements which cauze us well-knowi

problems of principle. First, the Twelve believe that the division of competence
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between the General Assenbly and the Security Council laid down in the Charter must
be respected. Only the Security Council is empowered to adopt decisions binding on
Member States. We wish to reiterate our commitment to the principle of
universality of mermbership of the United Nations. We cannot support calls for the
total isolation of South Africa. This, in ocur view, would be of no benefit to the
goal we all share, the total aboliticn of apartheid. We believe that channels of
communication must remain open in order to enable the outside world to maintain and
increase its pressure on the South African Government for the establishment of a
free and democratic society without racial discrimination.

The Twelve have stated during the debate their grave concern about the
continuation 6f violence and repression in South Africa. However, we remain
convinced that the process of peaceful change is stiill possible and that the United
Nations must promote change by peaceful means, as provided in the Charter.

Although we share the frustration felt by the majority of the people of South
Africa, owing to the continuation of the unacceptable system of apar theid, we
cannot agree that the resolutions adopted by the General Asgsembly should endor se
the use of force or armed struggle.

We reject all forms of apartheid in sports and continue firmly to discourage
all sporting contacts that may have any implication of racial discrimination.
Sports activities are organized in our respective countries at private initiative,
Sports organizations within our countries are aware of the position of their
Governments on Sports competitions that violate the Olympic ideal of
non-discrimination,

The Twelve reiterate their firm opposition to all arbitrary, selective and
unjustified 8ingling out of Member States or groups of countries. The ‘velve

under stand and support the wish of the Sponsors of draft resolution A/43/L. 37 and
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Corr.l to ensure wide dissemination of information on the system of apartheid and
to counteract the restrictions on fresdom of the press imposed by the South African
Government. However, we have serious difficuities with certain of its agpects. We
find operative pacragraph 1 (e) difficult to reconcile with the prerogatives of the
Secretary-General as Chief Administrative Officer of the Organization, as laid down
in Chapter XV of the Charter. It also contains too broad an interpretation of what
may prcperly constitute the expenses of the Organization and has serious
impilications for the reform process, whose outcome should not be pre-empted here.

The Twelve regret that for these and other reasons we are unable to vote in
favour of all the draft resolutions before us today. However, we remain firm and
constant with our commitment to act, both collectively and individually, to impress
on the South African Government the inescapable need for fundamental reform. The
South African Government must be brought to see that the cnly way forward lies in
the abolition of apartheid and the introduction of the basic changes demanded by
the international community.

Mr. RAGAMI (Japan): The Japanese delegation has actively participated in
the debate on agenda item 36, the policies of apartheid of the Government of South
Africa. It has carefully taken note of the views expressed by other
representatives.

My delegation will be voting on the 11 draft resolutions, bearing in mind the
firm unequivocal stance of Japan against gpactheid. The Japanese delegation,
however, is obliged te request a separate vote on that part of draft
resolution A/43/L.32 and Corr.l, entitled "Comprehensive and mandatory sanctions
against the racist régime of South Africa®, which reads:

"... and, particularly, Japan, which recently emerged as the most

important trading partner of South Africa",

in operative parag:coph 3.
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It is obliged to do so because, as a matter of principle, Japan is opposed to
the practice of name-calling in the resolutions of the United Nations.
Furthermore, that part of operative pactagraph 3 of the draft resolution conveys a
weong impression that Japan has increased its trade with South Africa and has thus
deviated from the concerted efforts of the international community to oppose
apartheid. This is contrary to the facts, however, and also gives a distorted
picture of my country's intentions. Japan's trade with South Africa certainly
increased in dollar terms during the previous two-year period, but if measured in
yen, that trade has shown a consistent decline every year since 1984, resulcing in
a 27-per-cent decrease from 1984 to 1987. This situation is due mainly to the

dramatic appreciation of the yen against major currencies.
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The Japanese Government, in fact, has tzken additional steps this year further
to liscourage Japanese business ties with South Africa. The Foreign and Trade
Ministers have Personally appealed for the exercise of maximum cestraint. As a
result, there are clear indications that Japanese trade with South Africa is
decreasing in both yen and doliar terms.

I might alsc mention that the report of the Special Committee against
Apartheid points out that the statistics available to the Commi ttee on individual
countries’ trade with South Africa are quite inadequate. This is an additicnal
reason why my delegation is obliged to vote against the draft resolution which, on
insufficient ground, refers specifically to certain countries.

Sir Crispin TICKELL (United Kingdom): My delegation vwholehear tedly
endorses the statement made a few moments ago by the permanent representative of
Greece on behalf of the 12 States Members of the European Community. But I should
like to add a brief national explanation of vote.

I emphasize, as I have done on many previous occasions, that the British
Government shares the international community's total abhorrence of apartheid., as
my Prime Minister, Mrs. Thatcher, said in a recent interview with a South African
rewspaper published in South Africa,

"Apar theid is ccntrary to my whole philosophy, which is that people should be

able to live whure they like in their own country, exercise their full

democratic rights and advance according to merit, not the colour of their
gkin.,”

Britain has repeatedly condemned apartheid as cruel, morally unacceptable and
degrading. We shall continue to work for an end to apartheid, which is a violation
of basic human rights and human dignity. Once again we urge the South African
Government to look to the future and accept the necessity and inevitability of

fundamental change.
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Thus we share the same goal as the sponsors of the draft resolutions before us
today; but we differ with them on how best to achieve it. Events elsewhere in the
world this yesar have shown that dialogue is the only certain road to peace. In
South Africa, too, peace and security can be achieved only through genuine dialcgue
and fundamental change. Ve do not believe that the impogition of punitive and
other measures in an attempt to isolate South Africa will help to dismantle
apartheid. For that reason and others we shall vote against severa. of the draft
vesolutions,

We shall, as we did last year, abstain in the | .e on the draft resolution
dealing with the programme of work of the Special cOmmitt;ee against Apartheid, even
though we do not agree with many of the elements in the Committee's report.

Our abstention and our participation in the consensus on draft resolution
A/43/L. 36 and Corr.l, which calls for the convening of a special session of the
General Assembly on apartheid next year, should be seen as recognition of our
shared goal of securing the elimination of apartheid. But we are disappointed that
it fails to take account of favourable developments over the last few months which
should contribute to stability in southern Africa. The special session should be
held in New York and should be considered as one of the five special conferences
for which provision has already been made in the regular budget.

Similar considerations apply to our abstention in the vote on draft resolution
A/43/L. 37 and Corr.l, on the dissemination of information on apartheid. Our vote
on this draft resolution should not be seen as diminishing our commitment to the
reform process, which is being discussed in the Fifth Committee, nor should it
Pre-empt the cutcome of that discussion in any way. Our reservations are
strengthened by the decision on the financ!s L implications which was adopted by the

Fifth Committee on 2 December. In our view the draft resolution also takes too
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broad a view of what may properly be considered as expengses of the Organization.
We also consider that the language on the structure and staffing of the Department
of Public Information is impossible to reconcile with the provisions of Chapter XV
of the Charter.

Mr. FORTIER (Canada): There can be no doubt about Canada's strong
opposition to South Africa's repugnant apartheid policies. As my delegation stated
in the Third Commi ttee earlier at this session, Prime Minister Mulroney has called
apartheid a masgive and institutionalized violation of human rights. It should
have been reduced long before now to a shame ful chapter of history. 1Instead, it
remains the most Pressing moral issue of our time, The whole world rejects
apartheid, and the whole wor 14 must join in the effort to end it.

On behalf of the Canadian delegation, I will explain how Canada will vote on
the draft resolutions before us. Some of them are noticeably improved, as was also
the case last year, and T hope that this welcome trend will continue as it enables
Canada and others to respond more positively and brings our overall message closer
to the strength of unanimity.

In draft resolution A/43/1. 30/Rev.l, which deals with the situation in South
Africa, there is much that Canada can Support. We have consistently pressed the
South African Government to release political prisoners, including Nelson Mandela,
and ve welcome the latest response in the freeing of some prominent,
long~imprisoned individuals, as well as the commuting of the death sentences on the
Sharpeville Six. we urge South Africa now to go further: to release all political
prisoners, to lift the ban on political organizationz opposed to apartheid and to
niake a start on dismantling the fundamental structures of apartheid. We have
ourselves taken concrete action to help to counter Pretoria's propaganda and press
censorship because what South Africa and the world need is more, not less,

information on apar theid.
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Aparthe¢id breeds violence ang is maintained by violence. Canada believes that
violence mist end. There mst be effective pressure from the international
community fo; peaceful change and reconciliation if Pretoria and its adversaries
are to begin a real dialogue on peaceful transition towards a non-raciai,
derocratic future, Violencc makes the real ization of this hope more distant, not
closer. Thus, Canada cannct support language that seeks to justify armed struggle.

In the vote on draft resoclution A/43/L.31 and Corr.l Canada will abstain. It
is unfortunate that *hig new text detracts from universal support for the arms
embargo by gratuitous and largely unsubstantiated name-calling, rather than by
looking for ways to make the embargo more effective.

For reasons that are well known, Canada will once again vote against
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions as provided for in draft resolution A/43/L. 32
and Corr.l. We believe that sanctions have a real impact and that the South
African Government isg beginning to feel their effect. Canada has impl emented many
important sanctions against South Africa. At their Vancouver summit last year,
Canada and its Commonwealth partners under took to widen, tichten and intensify
gsanctions. This is a task that my Government takes seriously. The Secretary of
State for External Affairs announced further steps in this direction in September,
and the Commonwealth Commi ttee of Foreign Ministerg, which he cha irs, gives high
priority to this issue. 1 am happy to say, therefore, that Canada will suppor t
draft resolution A/43/L,33 and Corr.l on co-ordinated measures. The list of
measures includes many that Canada and the Commonwealth have put in place over the
last three years. while the list includes gsome Mmeasures we have not implemented,
clearly the overall thrust of this draft resolution is effective pressure for

peaceful change.
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Draft resolut.’on A/43/L.34 rnd Corr.l, on relations between Scuth Africa and
Israel, really has no place in this agenda item and Canada will oppose it for
well-known reasons.

On the Apartheid Committee's work programmz, I have pleasure in saying that
Canada will support draft resoluticn A/43/L.35 and Corr.l, as we 4id the draft
resolution on this subject last year, because we support much of what the Committee
does. In that regard, however, I must emphasize Canada‘'s understanding of
operative paragraph 2. What the General Assembly is endorsing, in its own words,
are those recommendations contained in paragraph 194 of the report relating to its
programme of work, and only those recommendations. Among them, éubparagtaph N
deserves particular attention. Canada cannot support some other subparagraphs not
related to the work programme.

In supporting draft resolution A/43/L. 36 and Corr.l, Canada urges that the
special session on apartheid be of moderate length as the best way to attract
nigh-level attendance and public attention while avoiding the unneéessary and
unproductive cost of a longer session. We hope the proposals then considered will
form a message that is unanimous as well as unamb iguous.

Canada unfortunately is unable to support the new draft resolution A/43/L.37
and Corr.l, on dissemination of information. While parts of it closely parallel
what Canada and the Commonwealth are doing to counter Scuth African propaganda and
censorship, in our view other parts undermine the difficult and necessary reforms
taking place in the United Nations Department of Public Information. Canada
regrets that those clements detract from what could and should have been a

consensus text.

Once again, Canada is proud to have been a sponsor of draft resolution
A/43/1L.38, on the Trust Fund for South Africa. May I note Canada's substantial

direct support for, in addition to the Fund itself, the International Dzfence and
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Aid Pund for Southern Africa, lawyers' groups and the union movement, as envisaged
in paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.

Canada, with some regret, is wnable to support draft resolution A/43/L.41, on
an oil embargo. Our own voluntary embargo on supply is effective, and we recognize
improvements in the draft resolution. None the less, ¢ mandatory embargc on both
supply and shipping raises the problem of extraterritoriality of laws and other
issues of longstanding concern to and particular sensitivity for Canada.

The draft resolution on concerted action for the elimination of apar theid -
this year draft resolution A/43/L. 42 - is traditionally supported by Canada and
will be again. Canada has implemented all the measures in paragcapgh 7, and in
addition provides substantial asgistance to the front-line States, as urged in
paragraph 8.

We must all do our part to encourage peace ful change.in South Africa. The
statements we have heard in the debate and the draft resolutions before us are,
taken together, a clear message to the Government of South Africa that it must take
more concrete action. South Africa itself knows what it has to do. While
maintaining effective Pressure, we must also be ready to recoonize progress when it
comes, and to assist in overcoming difficulties when that would be appropriate. As
Prime Minister Mulroney said recently in the General Assembly:

“There can be no doubt that fundamental change will come to South

Africa. The only questions are when and how and at what cocst in human life.

We must make sure the answers come soon, and peacefully". (A/43/PV.11, p.57)

Ms. DITLHABI-OLIPHANT (Botswana): The Botswana delegation will vote in

favour of draft regolutions A/43/L.33 and Corr.l1 and A/43/L.42. However, we wish

to declare our incapacity to implement paragraphs in those draft resolutions that
call for sanctions against South Africa, due to obvious reasons.
My delegation will not stand in the way of those who can and wish to impoge

sanctions against South Africa.
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Mr. MATNAI (Israelj: Israel is continuously singled out for criticism on
an unwarranted and unjustified basis, in spite of the statement of the Chairman of
the Special Committee &gainst Apartheid on the steps taken by Israel against
apar theid.

Israel will therefore vote against draft resoclutions A/43/L. 34 and Corr.l and
A/43/L.31 and Corr.l. We call on dbjective Member States not to lend their suppor t
to those draft resolutions. At the same time, Tsrael cannot suppor t draft
resolution A/43/L. 32 because the total isolaticy of South Africa would worsen the
Plight of the majority of the population and increase tension in the area.

Israel, however, will vote in favour of draft resclution A/43/L. 42, despite
the problems inherent in the operative paragraphs, as mentioned regarding draft
resolution A/43/1,32 and Corr.l.

Mr. QOOLS (Belgium) (interpretation from French): It goes without saying
that Belgium fully concurs with the statement just made by the permanent
representative of Greece on behalf of the twelve Member States of the European
Community. My delegation should iike to add a few more specific comments.

Last year, Belgium welcomed the improvements made in the draft resolutions
through the adoption of more precise and factual language and through the
elimination of certain individual criticisms. We very much regret that that trend
was not purgued this yesc,

In that respect, we especially deplore the retention of the draft resolution
relating to relations between South Africa and Israel, which by its discriminatory
character is unacceptable to my delegation.

Belgium feels obliged once again to express reservations prompted by some of
the texts before us, inasmuch as they run counter %o longstanding principles of my

country's foreign policy.
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Belgium regrets that the concept of a call to armed struggle, which had been
moderated last year, was reintroduced into draft resolution A/43/L.30/Rev.l, which
will compel my delegation to abstain on that draft resolution.

Similarly, Belgium will abstain on draft resolution A/43/L. 31 and Corr.l
because of selective references and the appeal to the Security Council. My country
stresses that the division of powers provided for under the Charter should be
strictly respected. That is why we cannot join in a direct or indirect appeal for
mandatory comprehensive sanctions, which fall within the exclusive purview of the
Security Council. For that reason, we shall vote against draft resolution
A/43/L.32 and Corr.l and abstain on draft resolutions A/43/L.3% and Cerr.l and
A/43/L.33 and Corr.l. With regard to the latter, concerning the imposition,
co-ordination and strict monitoring of measures against South Africa, our
reservations are further strengthened by the inserZion of a paragraph relating to
the severance of all communicstions with South Africa.

As éo draft resoiution A/43/L.41, on the oil embargo, my delegation will
abstain - recalling, however, that Belgium observes tl_me embargo on crude oil
deliveries to South Africa implemented within the framework of the European
Community.

Regarding draft resolution A/43/L. 37 and Corr.l, on which we shall abstain,
Belgium can only recall the reservations clearly expressed just now‘by the
representative of Greece.

Finally, Belgium will vote in favour of draft resolutions A/43/L. 36 and Corr.l
and A/43/L.38, relating respectively to the special session of the General Assenbly
and the special Trust Funad. Similarly, Belgium's commitment within the framework
of action by our Organ.iazion to asbolish apartheid will prompt it to vote in favour

of draft resolution A/43/L. 42, relating to concerted international action for the
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elimination of apar theid, despite the reservations we maintain on the ninth
preambular éaragraph, whose terms are too categorical.

Through its votes, my country will reaffirm its intention to encourage a
solution to the serious situation prevailing in South Africa, a solution which
should be in conformity with the principles of our policy. Belgium wighes

wholeheartedly to see a peaceful and rapid transition towards the total elimination

of apartheid.
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Count YORK von WARTENBURG (Federal Republic of Germany): The

representative of Greece, in a statement on behalf of the 312 member States of the
European Community, has already commented on the draft resolutions before us. The
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany fully subscribes to that statement
and shares in particular the essential political Principles set cut therein. The
Twelve have made clear their unequivocal rejection of apartheid and their
determination to contribute to its a total eradication.

My delegation would like to add the following observations.

My Government shares the conviction of thig Assenbly that apartheid
constitutes a flagrant violation of the fundamental human rights laid down in the
Charter of United Nations and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The
position of the Federal Republic of Germany is clear: the system of apartheid
cannot be reformed but must be eradicated to create a democratic society in which
all South Africansg enjoy equal human, political and civil rights.

My Government shares the increasing concern of the whole international
community over the lack of significant progress towards the abolition of apartheid
in south Africa. Massive repressiocn has continued unabated, censorship has been
tightened, the state of emergency has again been extended. The prohibition by the
South African Government in February 1988 of 17 South African organizations and the
Congress of South African Trade Unions (COSATU) , which peacefully oppose apar theid,
from engaging in political activities is a further manifestation of the political
suppression.

A dialogue between the black and the white population has to be established
immediately. My Government welcomes in this connection the meeting between members
of the African National Congress (AMC) and white South Africans held in Leverkusen,
in the Federal Republic of Germany, in October this year. Such meetings in our

view can help increase the level of confidence between blacks and vhites in South
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Africa. For this dialogue it is essential that Nelson Mandela and the other
political prisoners be released and that the ban on the ANC and the other
organizations of the black majority be lifted. My Government welcomes the recent
release by the South African Government for humanitarian reasons of the President
of the Pan Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC), Mr. Zeph Mothopeng, and of

Mr. Harry Gwala and the announcement that Mr. Mandela will not be gent back to
prison once he has left the hospital in which he is recovering. In this context my
Government notes with satisfaction the decision by the South African President to
commite the death sentences inflicted on the Sharpeville Six.

My Government uses political and diplomatic pressure against the Government of
South Africa and will continue to do so. Toge ther with our partners we have
adopted certain restrictive economic measures. Through a programme of positive
measures my Government expresses its solidarity with and support for the victims of
apar theid.

We continue to attach great importance to our co-operation with the front-line
States. The visit by the President of my country to Zimbabwe in March this year,
together with the earlier vigits by Chancellor Kohl to Mozambique and by Foreign
Minister Genscher to Angola, is a clear signal in this connection.

The Federal Republic of Germany is in favour of the essence of most of the 11
draft resolutions submitted to the Assembly. Unfortunately the wording of some of
the draft resolutions is not in agreement with my Government's well-known position
regarding economic sanctions, the use of force in political disputes and
name-calling, so my Government cannot endorse the justification of armed struggle
in operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/43/L.30 and Corr.l. We regret the
singling-out of individual countries in draft resolutions A/43/L.31 and Corr.l,

L.32 and Corr.l and L.34 and Corr.l.
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This year, rather than vote against, we shall abstain in the voting on the

draft resolution entitled "0il embargo against South Africa® - that is, draft
resolution A/43/L.41. My Government adheres to the decision taken by the Foreign
Ministers of the European Community on 10 September 1985 to suspend all oil exports
to South Africa. No crude oil shipments to South Africa are being carried out
either directly or in transit from ports in the Federal Republic of Germany or by
vessels flying its flag. The fact that we abstain this year does not reflect a
change in my Government's position of principle with regard to comprehensive
mandatory sanctionsg.

In spite of differences regarding ways and methods we are all united in our
goal: the ending of apartheid must end. My Government will continue to work for
this goal to the best of ite ability.

Miss BYRNE (United States of America): The pPeople and Government of the
United States stand second to none in their total rejection of racism and
apartheid. It has been and will continue to be the policy of my Government to
promte a peaceful transition to non-racial democracy and justice for all in South
Africa. We continue to believe that carefully targeted political, diplomatic ang
economic pressure is the best means to achieve these objectives.

The fact remaing, moreover, that a solution to South Africa's problems cannot
be imposed from outside, by any one nation or by the entire United Nations. Only
South Africans themselves can develop such a solution. Yet, while we oppose
apartheid and wish to see it pass from the earth, this year's package of draft
resolutions, as in previous Years, contains language and Prescriptions with which
the United States must again disagree. The draft resolutions again call for

comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South Africa. we oppose the
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imposition by the United Nations of such sanctions, as members know, because we
believe sweeping, world-wide sanctions simply will not work.

The United States has the oldest and the broadest sanctions againat South
Africa. We implemented an arms embargo against South Africa long before the United
NMations approved one. We continue to implement and enforce rigorous economic
sanctions under our Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act of 1986. The sad fact is,
however, that the arms embargo has been only partially effective and the economic
sanctions have probably done more harm than good. BAlthough the United Nations arms
embargo has made South Africa's access to major new weapons systems difficult,
South Africa has nevertheless continued to import arms clandestinely, long after
our and others' embargoes went into effect. In addition it has developed its own
significant arme industry.

As far as our economic sancticns are concernad, their net impact has been a
decline in positive United States economic and political influence in Scuth Africa,
a strengthening of reactionary political forces there and a narrowing of
opportunities for economic and political empowerment by black South Africans - the
people we are all trying most to help.

Those countries which call for such sanctiong make the mistake of confusing
the Government and its policies of apartheid with the people and economy of the
country. By attempting to have a positive influence on the former they will surely
have a negative effect on the latter.

The United States likewise cannot accept using United Nations resclutions to
legitimize armed conflict, as is proposed in operative paragraph 2 of draft
resolution A/43/L. 30 and Corr.l. Support for such language is wholly contrary to
the d2dicated search for peaceful resolution of the world's problems, in southern
Africa anG elsewhere, which members of this body profess to espouse. A call to

violence only increases the chance of greater violence.
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We note with pleasure the continued decline in the number

of explicit critical
references to the United States, but we regret that the practice has not yet wholly

disappeared. we shall continue to oppose it wherever it surfaces.
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As gimilar resolutions in past years, draft resolution A/43/L.34 and Corr.l
criticizes a single country for actions which many have commi tted, including some
of those who protest most loudly. We are again unable to support such a
disingenuous resolution.

ine United States is also concerned about the financial implications of
Several sections of thegse draft resolutions, especially draft resolution A/43/L.37
and Corr.l on dissemination of information, and operative paragraph 4 of draft
resolution A/43/L.41, on the oil embargo, which imply increased expenses without
regard to contrary earlier decisions by this body and its subsidiary commi ttees.

The United States wishes to stress its continued belief that proven, positive
results on apartheid will be best assured through patient negotiations, as has been
the case recently in Afghanistan, Iran and Iraq and, most recently, Namibia, rather
than rhetorical flourishes in sterile debates. We will join the consensus on the
call for a special session of the General Assembly on apartheid. wWe trust that the
session will be brief and to the point.

Inasmuch as there will be a special session of the General Asgembly to debate
the question of apartheid, the United States assumes that the Assembly will not
hold further discussion on the issue during its forty-fourth regular session.

Finally, we shall again support, and join the consensus on, the United Nations
Trust Fund for South Africa, the worthy goals of which we support with significant
financial contributions.

Mr. DLAMINI (Swaziland): Swaziland will support the draft resolutions
under agenda item 36, entitled "Policies of apartheid of the Government of South
Africa”, with the exception of draft resolutions A/43/L. 32 and Corr.l and
A/43/L.41, on which it will abstain as it is not in a position to implement

comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South Africa. Swaziland's abstention
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on the two draft resolutions must not be seen as indicating that Swaziland is a
stumbling block to the elimination of the policies of apartheid in South Africa.

It is regrettable, however, that the reputable Special Committee against
Apartheid, in paragraph 100 of document A/43/22, has branded Swaziland, together
with 2 few other neighbouring countries in the subregion, as helping South Africa
to evade sanctions. As a peace-loving country committed to the fundamental
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and positively involved in the
furtherance of the aims and objectives of the Southern African Development
Co-ordinaticn Conference, Swaziland is greatly disturbed to learn about this naked
allegation by the Special Committee against Apartheid.

What is particularly disappointing is that the Special Committee has not
bothered, inter alia, to contact Swaziland with a view to ascertaining the truth or
falsity of such a damaging allegation. In that regard, we appeal to the Special
Committee to adopt a constructive approach to this issue by first gathering solid
evidence before issuing a report of that nature as an official document of the
United Nations General Aggembly.

Mr. BIANC (France) (interpretation from French): The French delegation
fully subscribes to what has been said on behalf of the 12 member States of the
European Community by the representative of Greece, both during the debate and by
way of explanation c¢f vote.

France has taken several initiatives, not only at the national level but also
on a multilateral basis, to translate into action the unreserved condemnation of
the apartheid system which it has often expressed. Indeed, my cotintry believes
that all appropriate measures should be taken with a view to the abolition of that
unacceptable system.

In that spirit my delegation will this year again vote in favour of the draft

resolution on concerted international action for the elimination of
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apartheid (A/43/L.42), despite its reservations on the seventh preambular paragraph
and operative paragrapha 5, 6 ard 7.

My country, which in 1987 voted against General Assenbly resolution 42/23 F on
the oil embargo against South Africa, will abstain this Year in the vote on draft
resolution A/43/L. 41, which deals with the same question. Aithough it still has
reservations on the text, particulariy in respect of mandatory sanctions and the
divigsion of competence between the General Assembly and the Security Council, the
French Government is in favour of measures focusing on the question of oil and, for
its part, has already takén such measures,

With regard to the draft resolutions submitted to the General Assenbly this
year for the first time, my delegation supports draft resolution A/43/L.36 and
Corr.l, on a special session of the General Assembly on apartheid and its
destructive consequences in scuthern Africa, and is pPleagsed that this text can be
adopted by consensus. However, France will abstain in the vete on draft resolution
A/43/L.31 and Corr.l on military collaboration with South Africa, especially
because of the wording of operative paragraph 1. For the reasons given by the
presidency of the Council of the European Communities, we are unable to suppor t
draft resolution A/43/L. 37 and Corr.1l on the dissemination of information against
the policy of apartheid of the racist régime of Scuth Africa, and we shall
therefore abstain in the vote on that draft resolution.

I wish to emphasize that my country would very much have liked to have been
able toc support all the draft resolutions before the General Asgerbly. We regret
that we are unable to do 80, because of the drafting of some of the passages in the
texts. My delegation continues to believe that a unanimous vote by the General
Assenbly would further strangthen the international community's urgent appeal to

the Government of South Africa for the compiete and definitive elimination of the

system of apartheid.
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Mr . KACHIFANDE (Malawi)< My delegation will vote in support of draft

resolution A/43/L.42, on concerted international action for th. elimination of
apactheid, as well as five of the 11 other draft resolutions that have been
Presented to the General Assembly under agenda item 36, on the policies of apartheid
of the Government of South Africa. We shall do so because Malawi supports the
aspirations of the majority black people of South Africa for a multiracial society
based on equality of social, economic and political oppor tunity under a government
representative of all the different communities comprising their nation.

Malawi has always maintained, as have others, that only with the eradication
of apartheid can the vizion of a democratic and just South Africa be realized,
because we have never accepted ~ indeed, who could - the argument of the Scuth
African authorities for so-called equal but separate development. It is for that
reason that Malawi does not recognize as independent the homelands that have been

created in pursuance of the so-called multinational South Africa.
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In pressing the case in support of the aspirations of the black majority,
Malawi has always scught, as the rest of the international community also has, to
make the South African authorities realize that the solution o their country's
Problems cannot be foung through the approach they have so far opted for: that of
force and silencing opposition. For force only produces counter-force, as events
in recent years have shown; restrictions and states of emergency, as we have seen,
only build up frustration ang lead to desperation, which, in turn, give rise to
force. The forced removal and silencing of the people's chosen leaders has denied
legitimacy to any other leaders with whom the Government has sought to establish
alternate political arrangements and has, in fact, rendered unacceptable, and
therefore null and void, any ar: angements so agreed.

Malawi has also insisted that the solution will never be found through
internationalization of South Africa's domestic problems - for instance, through
the campaign of destabilization and other means of coeicion conducted against other
countries in the region. Instead, we have always argued that the solutidn lies in
the total eradication of apartheid, the release of all political detainees and the
iniciation of a genuine national dialoque involving the chosen representatives of
all the various sections of South African society.

We thus welcome the reprieve of the Sharpeville Six and the release of
Mr. Motohopeng and Mr. Gwala last week, as well as the reportedly imminent release
of others, including Mr. Sisulu. Unfortunately, such apparently positive moves
must logse all meaning in the face of the South African Government's decision to
send yet more representatives of the black majority to prison, as it has done in
the case of members of the United Democratic Front sentenced last week to long

pPrison terms on doubtful charges of treason. We believe that such actions not only
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deepen mistrust of the South African Government abroad, but also contribute to a
worsening of the situation inside South Africa.

It is fer that reason that Malawi has supported international efforts towards
the elimination of apartheid. Malawi has not, however, been in agreement with all
means proposed or adopted to that end. That is why, although the Malawi deiegation
will vote in favcur of draft resolution A/43/L. 42, we would wish to state that this
does not in any way imply Malawi’'s support for actions such as those called for in
pParagraphs 5 and 6, and also in a number of sections of paragraph 7 of this draft
resolution. Similarly, we shall reserve our position with respect to operative
paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/43/L. 30/Rev.1.

Malawi has yet to be persuaded of the efficacy of such measures as the use of
force, boycotts and isolation, imposition of sanctions - economic and other - and
other such measures ag a means of achieving lasting, genuinely peaceful solutions.
Our observation of other recent situations would persuade us to conclude
otherwise. It has never been Malawi's policy or desire to campaign against the use
of sanctions. However, the more we have observed how, by whom and on whom these
have been applied, the more we have been saddened by the apparent lack of honesty
that seems to be attendant on such matters.

Neither do we believe in the usefulness or fairness of gselective condemnation,
such as is contained in operative paragaraph 3 of draft resolution A/43/L. 32 and
Corr.l, as a way of persuading others to accept points of view.

It is for those reasons, among others, that my delegation finds itself
compelled to abstain on draft resclutions 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 Cerr.l and A/43/L.41.
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Mr. MUDENGE (zimbabwe): I wish to start by expressing the condolences

and deep sympathy of the Government and people of Zimbabwe as well as of my whole
delegation to the African National Congress of South Africa (ANC), the people of
Scuth Africa and the family of our late friend, Comrade and combatant of the ANC,
Johnny Makatini, who pagsed away over the weekend.

Johnny Makatini 2ied in exile, in a foreign country, away from his home and
the love and comfort of his people and family, a martyr to the struggle and a
victim of apartheid. Many in the General Assembly were touched and moved by his
sincerity, energy and determination.

Each time I shall press the green button this rorning to vote in favour of all
the draft resolutions before us, I shall say in my heart, "This one is for you,

Johnny. Amadiha, Mabuye Africa®.

The draft resolutions before us are factual and balanced. There is no
name-calling in regard to any country. We are all opposed to name-calling. Wwhat
the draft resclutions do is, on occasion, mention the names of some onuntries - but
only for the sake of identifying them. And each time a country is mentioned, it is
not done in a condemnatory context but mainly by way of identification, and often
oniy in order to appeal to that country to co-operate with the international
community in putting pressure on apartheld South Africa. That is not name-c2lling
but the mentioning of names for the purpose of identification. Surely, if mere
mortals can mention the exalted names of and appeal to Allah or Jehovah in their
prayers, it should be proper and right to appeal to nations by mentioning their
names. We are all proud of our names, are we not? ..

Those who would nourish their economies with the bloodsvia’.ed profits of
apartheid should remember that this can leave a bitter aftertaste in their mouths;

and, if taken over a long time or in large enough doses, it can be morally lethal.



BCT/PLJ A/43/PV.68
34-35

(Me. Midenge, zimbabwe)
To those who have been pleading that this is no time to exert pressure on
Pretoria, we say this: we hope that the régime'’s weekend antics at Brazzaville
will have persuaded them to our point of view - that Pretoria will move forward
only provided we keep up the pressure.
Zimbabwe will vote "yes" on all the draft resclutions, as they are,
unamended .,

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We have heard the last

speaker in explanation cf vote before the voting.
Before we Prcceed, however, 1 shall ¢all on the representative of Ghana, whe

wishes to speak with teference to the death of Mr, Makatini.



PMB/9 A/43/PV.68
36
Mr. GBEHD (Ghana): I apologize to the Assembly for speaking at this time
but I hope that the urgency and gravity of the reason for my intervention will
Justify my imposing on its patience and tolerance.

I wish to speak on behalf of the Chairman of the African Group who is unable
to be with us at this time.

It is with a heavy heart that the African Group has received the sad news of
the untimely death of Mr. Johnstone Mfanafuthi Makatini, a member of the National
Executive Committee of the African National Congress (ANC). The sad event occurred
on Saturday, 3 December 1988, at the Government Hospital in Lusaka, Zambia, after a
short illness.

Mr. Johnny Makatini, as he was affectionately known to his numerous friends,
colleagues and admirers, was also at the time of his death the Director of the
Department of International Affairs of the African National Congress. Many will of
course remember him as the former chief delegate cf the Cbserver Mission of the ANC
to the United Nations, an individual who consul ted and walked the corridors of the
United Nations almost every single day that he was with us. Mr. Makatini was a
victim of apartheid in the sense that he was forced into exile by the South African
Government for about a quarter of a century only because he refused to bow to the
injustice, racism and humiliation of that unacceptable system. He began his
struggle against apartheid from the time he entered school and, because of his
commi tment, dedication and industry, soon gained the attention, confidence and
acceptance of the leaders of the anti-apartheid struggle in South Africa - men 1ike
Nelson Mandela and Oliver Tambo. In his work as an ANC functionary abroad,

Johnny Makatini travelled the world educating, informing and pleading' with leaders,

Governments and peoples to help put an end to the system that had enslaved and
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exploited the overwhelming majority of his countrymen and women. Al though he was
p_ersistent, he was not unpleasant. Al though he spoke his mind, fearlessly and with
conviction, he did not fail to persuade. Many of us will miss him and the
leadership he represented.

But perhaps this iz not the time for tears and the beating of breasts al though
Johnny is irreplaceable in our hearts and minds, but rather, as the elders say, it
is time to contemplate his love, industry, commitment and struggle against
injustice and to commit ourselves to the cause to which he devoted his energies and
for vhich he was martyred.

It is an irony of fate that Johnny should die in the middle of the Assembly's
consideration of the agenda;item on the policies of apartheid of the Government of
South Africa. To the African National Congress, to his family in South Africa, and
to the overwhelming majority of South Africans, who saw eye to eye with
Johnny Makatini, all members of the African Group, as indeed I trust all Member s of
the Assembly, would 1like today to extend their condolences and to ask that all of
us follow in the footsteps of Johnny Makatini until the hateful system of apartheid
is eradicated thus guaranteeing that people like Johnstone Mfanafuthi Makatini will
no longer die because of apartheid,

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Allow me, Sir, to express

my concurrence with the words you have just spoken in memory of one who was a
friend of all of us in the General Assembly and of peoples strugqgling for peace.
The Assembly will now take action on the various draft resolutions before it.
We have a long list of countries that have added their names as sponsors of the
various draft resolutions that we are considering. They are: A/43/L.30/Rev.l,

Bangladesh, the Philippines, Senegal, Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago; A/43/L.31
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and Corr.1l, the Philippines, Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago and Viet Namj; A/43/L, 32
and Corr.l, Somalia and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; A/43/1. 33

and Corr.l, the Philippines, Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago and Viet Nam; A/43/L.34
and Corr.l, Somalia and Viet Nam; A/43/L.35 and Corr.l, the Philippines, Somalia,
Trinidad and Tobago and Viet Nam; A/43/L.36 and Corr.l, the Philippines, Somalia,
Trinidad and Tobago and Viet Nams A/43/L. 37 and Corr.1l, the Philippines, Trinidad
and Tobago and Zaire; A/43/1.38, Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladesh, the Philippines,
Senegal and Somalias A/43/L. 41, Albania, Angola, Antigqua and Barbuda, the Islamic
Republic of Iran, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mongolia, the Syrian Arab Republic,
Senegal, Somalia, Trinidag and Tobago, Venezuela and Viet Nam; A/43/L. 42, Cuba, the

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, the Philippines, Senegal, Somalia and Trinidad anj Tobago.
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The report of the Fifth Committee on the programme budget implications of
these draft resolutions has been issued in document A/43/901 and Corr.l. I have
been informed that, in adopting draft resolutions A/43/L.30/Rev.l, L.32 and Corr.l
to L. 36 and Corr.l and L. 41 on the basis of the report of the Fifth Committee
(A/43/901 ang Corr.l), the General Asgembly would authorize the Secretary-General
to fullil the mandate contained in those draft resolutions.

The Secretary-General hazs informed me that he would make every effort to
absorb the expenditures of 857,000 and $88,700 in sections 3 and 27 respectively of
the 1988-198% programme budget, on the understanding that the actual financial
requirements for implementing those resolutions would be contained in the
implementation report.

The General Asgsembly will now begin the voting process. We shall first take a
decision on draft resolution A/43/L.30/Rev.l, entitled "International solidarity
with the liberation struggle in South Africa".

A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Mainsts

Absgtain ings

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brumei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Camercon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, CSte
d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt.,
El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,

Mongol ia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Portugal, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Prance,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Spain, Sweden

Draft resolution A/43/L. 30/Rev.l was adopted by 131 votes to 3, with
21l abstentions (resolution 43/50 B) . *

e —————————————

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We turn now to draft

resolution A/43/L.31 and Corr.l, entitled "Military collaboration with South

Africa",

A recorded vote has been requested.

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favours
———=avour

Against:
Absta in ing:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Céte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador,’ Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, PFiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaraqua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucin, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tur key,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Israel, United States of America

Antigua andg Barbuda, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium,
Canada, Chile, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Lesotho, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Dtaft‘resolution'h/ﬂ/l.. 31 and Corr.l was adopted by 123 votes to 2, with

29 abstentions (resolution 43/50 B),*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We shall now take up draft

resolution A/43/5L.32 and Corr.l, entitled "Comprehens ive and mandatory sanctions

Against the racist régime of South Africa".

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuaty advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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A separate, recorded vote has been requested on the words

"and, particularly, Japan, which recently emerged as the most important

trading partner of South Africa"

in operative paragraph 3. If there is no objection to that request I shall put

those words to the vote first.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Againgt:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German
Democrat.c Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia,
Mali, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bhutan, Burma, Canada, Costa Rica,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Equator ial Guinea, Fiji, Finland,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala,
Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Lesotho,
Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Paraguay, Portugal, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, tUnited Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Amer ica

Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon, Central
African Republic, Chad, Colombia, Cdte d'Ivoire, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Gambia, Guyana, Jamaica, Lebar-n, Malawi, Mauritius,
Mexico, Nepal, Oman, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and.
Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The words "and, particularly, Japan, which recently emerged as the most

immrtant'ttading partner of South Africa” were retained by 50 votes to 41, with
43 abgtentions.*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): A separate, recorded vote

has also been requested on operative paragraph 6 of draft cresolution A/43/L.32 and

Corr,l. 1If there is no objection we shall proceed accordingly.

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour. ’
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:

Absgtain ing:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussi~n Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
China, Congo, Costs Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicacragua, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and
Tobago, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Venezueli, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Equatorial Guinea, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Grenada, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Antigua and Barbuda, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brunei
Darussalam, Burma, Cameroon, Central African Republiec, Chad,
Colombia, Cote d'Ivoire, Ecuador, Fiji, Honduras, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Malawi, Maldives, Malta, Mauritius, Niger, Oman, Saint
Kitts and Nevis, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa,
Singapore, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Uruguay

Operative paragraph 6 was retained by by 82 votes to 27, with 31 abstentions, *

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I now put to the vote draft

resolution A/43/L.32 and Corr.l as a whole. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Againsts

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antiqua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czecheslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Me:ico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambigque, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Gman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rsanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint ILucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Princlipe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxenbourg, Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Australia, Austria, Bhutan, Botswana, Denmark, Equatorial Guinea,
Finland, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Lesotho, Malawi,
Malta, New Zealand, Norway, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden

Draft resolution A/43/L.32 and Corr.l, as a whole, was adopted by 123 votes to

12, with 19 absgtentions (resolution 43/50 C).*

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Agsembly will take a

decision next on draft resolution A/43/L.33 and Corr.l, entitled " Imposition,

co-ordination and strict monitoring of measures against racist South Africa®". a

recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken,

In favours

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cdte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts
and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa,
Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Germany, Federal Republic of, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Austria, Belgium, Equatorial Guinea, France, Greece, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands,
Spain

Draft resolution A/43/L. 33 and Corr.l was adopted by 136 votes to 4, with 14
abstentions (resolution 43/50 D).*

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We turn next to draft

resolution A/43/L.34 and Corr.l, entitled "Relations between Socuth Africa and

Israel™. A recorded vote .has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Azainsts

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Chad, China,
Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Jamaica, Jordarn, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab

.

Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Mepal,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 2zambia,
Zimbabwe

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Belize, Cameroocn, Central African
Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cdte d'Ivoire, El
Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Fiji, Grenada, Honduras, Japan,
Lesotho, Malawi, Malta, Szint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samca, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Uruguay, Zaire

Draft resolution A/43/L.34 and Corr.l was adopted by 106 votes to 23, with 26
abstentions (resolution 43/50 E).*

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secru#=riat that it had
intended to vote in favour.



EMS/11 A/43/PV.68
54

The PRES IDENT {interpretaticn from Spanish): The Assembly will now take

a decision on draft resolution A/43/L.35 and Corr.l, entitled "Programme of work of
the Special Committee against Apartheid". a recorded vote has been requested.,

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea~-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Ireland, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liber ia, Libyan arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, 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 Republiec,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Ne ther lands, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/43/L.35 and Corr.l was adopted by 144 votes to l, with 9
abstentions (resolution 43/50 F) , *

*Subsequently the delegation of “anuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
_intended to vote in favour.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly will next take

a decision on draft resoution A/43/L.36 and Corr.l, entitled "Special session of
the General Assembly on apartheid and its destructive consequences in southern
Africa".

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

Draft resolution A/43/L.36 and Corr .1 was adopted (resolution 43/50 G).

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We turn now to draft

resolution A/43/1.37 and Corr.l, entitled "Digssemination of information against the
policies of apartheid of the rdgime of racist South Africa”. a recorded vote has
been requested.

A recorded vote was taken,

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Céte d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republiec, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Moroceo, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Ssomalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, 2Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America
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Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/43/L.37 and Corr.l was adopted by 132 votes to 1, with 21
abstentions (resolution 43/50 H)  *

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish)s We turn next to draft

resolution A/43/1.38, entitled "United Nations Trust Fund for South Africa”.
May I take it that the General Assembly decides to adopt this draft resolution?

Draft resolution A/43/L.38 was adopted (resolution 43/50 1).

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from Spanish)s; The Assembly will next take

a decision on draft resolution A/43/L.41, entitled "0il embargo against South
Africa®. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, cChag, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Céte
d’Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslavakia, Democratic KRampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, E1 Salvador, Equatorial Guinesg, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea—Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Irag, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Ruwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongol. ia, Morocco, Mozaibique,
Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaraqua, Niger, Nigeria, Ncrway, Cman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Ritts ang Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Ssaudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden,

s o

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour; the delegation of New Zealand had intended to abstain.
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Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America

Abstainings E21lgium, Botswana, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Israel, Japan, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands,
Portugal, Swaziland

Draft resolution A/43/L. 41 was adopted by 138 votes to 2, with 14 abstentions
(resolution 43/50 J)*,

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The PRES IDENT {interpretation from Spanish}: The Asgembly will now take

a decison on draft resclution A/43/L.42, entitled "Concerted international action

for the elimination of apac theid®”,

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken,

In favours

Mainsts

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigqua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Camercon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,

El Salvador, Equatorial CGuinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Renya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozamb ique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Cman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Ritts and Nevis, 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, Tur key,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America

Abstaining: Germany, Federal Republic of, Portugali

Draft resolution A/43/L. 42 was adopted by 149 votes to 2, with 2 abstentions

(resolution 43/50 K).*

*Subsequently the delegation of Vanuatu advised the Secretariat that it hag
intended to vote in favour.
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The PRES IDENT {interpretation from Spanishj: I shall now call on those

representatives who wish to explain their votes on the draft resolutions just

adopted.

Dame Ann HERQUS (New Zealand): The New Zealand Government agrees with a

good deal in the draft resoclutions brought before the Assembly today. We were
Pleased to be able to co-sponsor two of the texts and to support six in all, 1I
must, however, place on record our centinued reservations with some aspects of the
texts just adopted.

My delegation was pleased to support draft resolution A/43/L.33 and Corr.l as
a result of amendments made to the text this year. 1In respect of operative
paragraphs 1 and 2, I wish however to note my Government's position that it is for
individual Governments alone to determine the nature of the *appropriate measures®
which should be undertaken consistent with this resolution. These need not
necessarily be of a legislative nature.

My delegation was not able to support draft resolution A/43/L.30/Rev.l. As we
have noted at previous sessions, we are unable to accept an endorsement of the use
of force in a manner inconsistent with the United Nations Charter. Accordingly,
the reference to armed struggle in operative paragraph 2 prevented us from
supporting this draft resolution. New Zealand abhors the use of viclence and
fervently hopes that an end to apartheid will come about without resort to armed
struggle. We understand and sympathize, however, with the frustration of those who
themselves face violent represcion in pursuit of their struggle for a just and
democratic South Africa. The South African Government itself has encouraged
violence in that country by making virtually all peaceful protest illegal. We
consider the repressive policies of the South African Government beyond

justification.
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Mr. THEPPITAK (Thailand): My delegation wculd like to explain its vote
on the part of operative paragraph 3 of draft resolution A/43/1.32 and Corr.l that
was put to a seﬁarate vote. Our abstention was based on a matter of principle. we
cannot support the singling out of Japan in this connection vhen several other
countries cculd be cited as well. Our abstention does not mean that we oppose the
call for all those countries that have trade relations with South Africa to sever
their trade relations, as called for in operative paragraph 3 of draft resolution
A/43/L.32 and Corr.l. In fact, we share the view of the international community
that trade relations with South Africa, direct or indirect, prolong the inhuman

apar theid system.

Mr . BORG OLIVIER (Malta): Malta supported seven of the draft resolutions

ralating to item 36. My delegation voted in favour of draft resolutions A/43/L.33
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.41 and A/43/L. 42, and we are proud to be listed among the sponsors of draft
resolution A/43/L. 38, which was adopted without a vote.

I should now like to explain my Government's position on draft resolutions
A/43/L.30/Rev.1, A/43/L. 31 and Corr.l, A/43/L.32 and Corr.l and A/43/L. 34 .and
Corr.l.

Malta abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/43/L. 30/Rev.l, entitled

"International solidarity with the liberation struggle in South Africa”., 1In this

regard I wish to state that the Government of Malta is unequivocally against the
abhorrent policies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa, and is fully
commi tted to their total and immediate eradication. We are determined to support
effective measures, including increasing international pressucre to bring about the
elimination of these policies, which are universally condemned. We also give our

full support to the front-line States. wWe understand that people may have no
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(Mr. Borg Olivier, Malta)

choice but to become freedom fighters when they do not have the democratic means to

achieve their legitimate aims. 1In my Government's view, however, this resolution
may imply more than this. In line with its declared policy of contributing to
peaceful solutions of international disputes, renouncing violence and war as
instruments of policy, we have with great reluctance abstained on draft resolution
A/43/L. 30/Rev.1l even though we agree with most of the provisions contained in it.

My delegation abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/43/L.31 and Corr.l,
entitled "™Military collaboration with South Africa®”, and on draft resolution
A/43/L.32 and Corr.l, entitled "Comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the
racist régime of South Africa®”. The reason for our abstention is the singling out
of individual States by name in these texts. As we have stated on many occasions,
Malta does not support this practice.

Finally, the delegation of Malta abstained in the vote on draft resolution
A/43/L.34 and Corr.l, entitled "Relations between South Africa and Israel. I wish
to stress again Malta's unequivocal opposition to the policies of apartheid of the
Government of South Africa and our determination to support action aimed at the
elimination of these policies. 1In view, however, of the selective singling out of
one State in connection with its relations with South Africa, we were left with no

option but to abstain in the vote on this draft resolution.

Mc. FREUDENSCHUSS (Austria): Austria is on record as having consistently

condemned and opposed the policies of apartheid as a particularly serious violation
of human rights, depriving the majority of South Africa's population of their civil
and political rights. We therefore hold the view that the eradication of this

system of institutionalized racial discrimination remains one of the most important

challenges confronting the United Nations.
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(Mr. Freudenschuss, Austr ia)

For these reasons, we f£ind ourselves in agreement with the general thrust of
the texts submitted under this item. It is our firm conviction that the
international community must stand united in the struggle against the evil of
apartheid. We therefore regret that a few provisions which Austria cannot support

Prevented us from voting in favour of some of the draft resolutions.
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(Mr. Freuden schuss, Austr ia)

In particular, Austria hag alwvays held the view that the Unhited Nations should

A/43/L.38 ang L. 42, Furthermore, we have voted in favour of A/43/1.35 and Corr.1,
L.36 and Corr.l ang L.41. BAustria has abstained on A/43/L. 30/Rev.1l, L.31 and
Corr.l, L.32 ang Corr.l, L.33 ang Corr.l and L.37 ang Corr.l, and has cast a
negative vote op A/43/L. 34 ang Corr.l for the reasons stated.

Qur positive attitude to the main thrust of the resolutions just adopted

reflects oyr support for a free, democratic and non-racial gociety in-a united

Ms. WIXKES (Rustralia): The Australian Government's continued and
implacable opposition to apar theid was made abundantly clear in our statement in

the Plenary meeting last Wednesday, We have sponsored two of the regsolutions
before us ang have endeavoured to be as forthcoming as possible on others. While
We support the broad thrust of most of the texts, our support should not be

construed as ap agreement to all the elements contained in them. For example, we

retain our well-known reservations with respect to the legitimacy of armed

—
*Mr. Moushoutas (Cyprus), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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struggle, the Convention against Apar theid in Sport and the selective singl ing out
of parti'cular Member States in resolutions.

Australia's support for, and current application of, sanctions was set out in
our statement last Wednesday. We believe that for such sanctions to be effective
they must be broadly appl ied by the whole international comminity, including South
Africa's major trading partners, Pending such sanctions, Australia has talten a
range of measureg vwhich include most of thoge set out in operative paragraph 1 of
draft resolution A/43/L.33 and Corr.l, a resolution which we have just supported,
but I should point out that the Australian Government ig not at this stage
consider ing extending its measures to include bans on the import of all minerals or
to include sea links or other transport connections with South Africa.

My delegation found itself unable to vote in favour of draft resolution
A/43/L.37 and Corr.1. While we fully support the aim of disseminating information
about apartheid, we are concerned with the thrust of the resolution which
criticizes the running of the Department of Public Information and calls, without
any consideration of priority~setting, for more resources for programmes to combat
apartheid. These issues run to the heart of efforts to encourage administrative
reform and priority-se tting.

OQur continuing support for the broad thrust of the resolutions just adopted
reflects my Government 's belief that we must continue to send a clear and
unmistakable message to South Africa that its apartheid policies cannot and will
not be tolerated by the international community.

Mr. YORO (Cdte d'Ivoire) (interpretation from French): My delegation
abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/43/L.34 and Corr.l, relating to

relations between South Africa and Israel, because of the selective nature of its
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content, but we voted in support of all the other draft resolutions under agenda
item 36, because thoge resolutions are geared to the objective to which we all
aspire, namely, the dismantling of apartheid in South Africa.

However, we should like to emphasize that the votes that we have just cast
should in no circumstances be interpreted as challenging the policy of dialogue
defined and practised by President Felix Houphouét-Boigny, President of
Cote d'Ivoire for some 20 years.

Mr. INSANALLY (Guyana): The Government of Guyana is fully committed to

all endeavours by the United Mations to bring maximum pressure to bear on South
Africa. We are convinced that it is only through such concerned international
action that the racist régime in Pretoria will be forced from its fortress of
apartheid and made to relinquish its cruel rule over the South African people. We
hav'e accordingly supported all the resoluticns before us, including draft
regsolution A/43/L.32 and Corr.l, dealing with comprehensive mandatory sanctions,

However, I should like to explain why we abstained in the recorded vote on
paragraph 3 of the last-mentioned resolution. As a menber of the Commonweal th
Commi ttee of Foreign Ministers on South Africa, Guyana is actively involved, along
with the other members, in the task of promoting the widening, tightening and
intensification of economic and other sanctions against South Africa. An interim
report submitted to the Committee at its last meeting in Toronto concluded that
trade sanctions are having a discernible impact on Scuth Africa, that its economy
is comis:y under pressure, and that the impact of sanctions will be enhanced if the
sanctions themselves are more widely adopted and their application intensified and
tightened.

In the light of that conclusion, the Committee agreed that a serious
diplomatic campaign should be mounted to persuade those countries which are stiil

engaged in significant trade with South Africa that such unhelpful relations mist
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be completely severed. To that end, an action plan was agreed upon for individual
and concerted démarches on States which have so far not adopted Commonweal th
measures or whose trade practices in relation to South Africa are diminishing the
impact of Commonweal th sanctions.

As far as we know, that diplomatic dialogue is currently in progress, offer ing
hope of a positive response from the Governments concerned. At this stige,
therefore, my delegation would not wish to do anything which might prejudice that
effort by discouraging the prospects of expanded co-operation. We should there fore
prefer to refrain, at least on this occasion, from singling out a particular State
for dishonourable mention.,

Our abst~ntion is therefore no more than a gesture of encouragement to those
Governments which profess their intention to heed the call for stricter measures
against the Pretoria régime to do so as quickly as possible. The international
community will not be satisfied with anything less than a total prohibition of
trade with South Africa. a clear message must be given to those who exploit
apartheid that they will receive no comfort from civilized nations, which are
opposed to their policies. wWe have conveyed this by voting for all the draft
resolutions, and Particularly for draft resolution A/43/L.32 and Corr.l.

I should like to conclude by saying how sad we are to have learned this
morning of the untimely death of John Makatini, a valiant and untiring soldier in
the fight against apartheid. We shall certainly miss his familiar face here at the
United Nations.

Mr. MODONAGH (Ireland): 1Ireland shares the views expressed by the

Lepresentative of Greece in his statement on behalf of the 12 Member States of the

European Commun ity.
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Ireland ‘s condemnation of the policy of apartheid was most recently expressed

in the statement which we delivered during the debate. 1In keeping with the views

gset cut in that statement, Ireland supported five of the resolutions before ug

today, two of which we sponsored.
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We abstained on five of the draft resolutions and voted against one.

We voted in favour of A/43/L.35, on the programme of work of the Syacial-
Committee against Apar theid. We strongly support the work of the.Special
Committee. I should add, of course, that our attitude to the recommendations
contained in the report of the Spescial Committee must be understood in accordance
with the general policy of my Government, outlined in our statements made in thig
Assembly.

Ireland voted in favour of A/43/L.41, which deals with tﬁe question of an oil
embargo against South Africa. My Covernment has for many years favoured the
imposition by the Security Council of a mandatory oil embargo against South Africa.

Ireland sponsored draft resolution A/43/L.42, on concerted international
action against apartheid which, inter alia, urges the Security Council to consider
the adoption of effective mandatory saﬁctions against South Africa. We also
Sponsored draft resolution A/43/L.38, on the United Nations Trust Fund for South
Africa.

Ireland abstained on draft resolution A/43/L.30, which calls for international
'solidarity with the liberation struggle in South Africa. . We should have 1iked to
vote in favour of that draft resoclution as it contains many provisions which we
support. However, we cannot accept the reference to armed struggle. My delegation
has made it clear in the past that we do not wish to see this Assenbly endorse
violence.

Ireland abstained on draft tesolution‘A/43/L.31, on military collaboration
with Scuth Africa. we fully support the Security Council arms embargo but none the
less do not believe it appropriate to single out in & selective way the names of

certain States as is done in this draft resolution.
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Ireland decided to abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/43/L.32, which

calls for comprehensive and mandatory sanctionsg against South Africa. We support
the application by the Security Council of a range of mandatory sanctions against
South Africa. We believe, however, that the right policy for the international
community is one of steady and graduated pressure for change through carefully
chosen, selective, graduated sanctions. Such sanctions should be mandatory - that
is, imposed by the Security Council and fully implemented by all. I should also
add that the encouragement given in this draft resolution to States to ratify the
International Convention against Apartheid in Sports poses difficulties for us.
The International Convention unfortunately contains a number of provisions which
are incompatible with Ireland's Constitution.

Ireland abstained on drafc resolution A/43/L. 33, on the impogsition and
co~ordinaticn of measures against South Africa. We agree with the broad thrust of

the draft resolution but certain of its formulations and elements cause us

difficulties.

We abstained on draft resolution A/43/L.37, on the dissemination of
information against the policies of apartheid. We believe that the prerogatives of
the Secretary-General regarding staff recruitment must be respected. We cannot
accept an undermining of the consensus agreed earlier this year in the Committee
for Programme and Co-ordination regarding restructuring and staffing leveils.

As in previous years, Ireland voted against draft resolution A/43/L.34, on
relations between Israel ang South Africa, in view of its selective singling out of

cne member State of this Assembly for condemnation.

Mrs., CASTRO de BARISH (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish)s

Costa Rica joins in the expressions of sympathy at the death of

Mr. Johnny Makatini, who, as we have heard from the representative of Ghana, was a



MLG /AP A/43/PV.68
73

(Mrs. Castro de Barish, Costa Ri ca)

signal defender of the South African People and a tireless worker for the
eradication of apartheid.

The firm position of Costa Rica against the policies of apartheid of the
South African Government goes back to the beginning of the consideration of this
important item. Our delegation has participated from the outset - for eight years,
in the Special Committee against Apartheid, of which Costa Rica was for several
Years a Vice-Chairman.

Our rejection of the pernicious system of a@rfheid has been reiterated in
every forum where that harmful ang hateful policy has been considered, and we have
suppor ted the imposition of compr ¢hensive and mandatory sanctions under Chapter VII
of the Charter as an appropriate, effective and peaceful means of putting an end to
aE'rtheid. My delegation lent its support to draft resolution A/43/L. 30/Rev.l with
the same interest ang solidarity with which it has supported other draft
resolutions on agenda item 36. Nevertheless, Costa Rica reiterates what .it has
said many times in other forums and in this Assembly: that we cannot support a
reference to armed struggle in a General Assembly resolution. Costa Rica prefers
the peaceful means provided by the United Mations Charter for the attainment of
goals of gsuch deep interest to all Members of the Organization. Time is
increasingly teaching us that those means are much more effective than armed
struggle.

My delegation also supported draft resolution A/43.L. 31, on military
collaboration with South Africa, and we concur that full implementation of an arms
embargo against South Africa is an essential element of internaticnal action
against apartheid. Nevertheless we regret the following selective wording in
paragraph l: "in particular, certain Western States and Israel". We expressly

reserve our position on that phrase because, as we have gaid, we do not subsgcr ibe
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to selective references to Member States, which are diecriminatory and do not
strengthen but rather weaken the effect of texts, since it is clear that without
such selective references draft resolutions would receive much broader and more
significant support from the General Assembly and thus send a stronger, more
effective message to the Pretoria régime.

With regard to draft resolution A/43/L. 32, we have supported this draft as &
vhole again this Year because we agree with what it Says on comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions against the racist régime of South Africa. However, we have
reservations on paragraph 3, which singles out one country, Japan. We do not agree
that resolutions should selectively refer to certain countries. For vthat reason we
voted against the phrase *and, particularly, Japan, which recently emerged as the
most important trading partner of South Africa”™. We believe that without that
phrase paragraph 3 might have been more effective in calling upon thoge States
which have increased their trade with South Africa to sever trade relations with
that country. We regret the retention of the phrase. iWe voted in favour of the

draft resolution to reaffirm that apartheid is a crime of lése-humanité and a

threat to international peace and security. We share the view that it is the
responsibility of the international commnity to contribute to the efforts of the
United Nations to eliminate apartheid without further delay.

Finally, we were obliged to abstain on draft resolution A/43/L. 34, entitled
"Relationg between South Africa and Israei®, which also expresses a selective point
of view, because we do not believe Israel to be the only country that maintains
relations with South Africa and we feel that the adoption of a draft resolution
singling out that country is unjustified.

As always, we voted in favour of the other draft resolutions on this item. We

shall continue supporting all efforts by the United Nations to eradicate apar theid.



MLG/AP A/43/PV.68

75

Mr. DA GOSTA PEREIRA {Por tugal):

The Permanent Representative of Greece

has aiready expressed the common views of the 12 member States of the Eurcpean

Community on the draft resolutions just adopted regarding the policies of apartheid

of the Government of South Africa.
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Portugal has éenouﬁced and condemned, not only in the United Natione but also
in ot:!;et forums the immorality and injustice which are the main features of the
apartheid and 'bantuatanization systems aimed at the perpetuation of political,
economic, social and cultural discrimination, which is at the root of the
continuing worsening of the internal situvation in that country. The South African
Government must embark once and for all on a sincere effort to establish a dialogue
with all the different communities in its country, in order to make the Republic of
South Africa a multiracial and democratic society. Only the elimination of the
oppressive system of apartheid will make possible the climate of confidence which
South Africa needs in order to establish genuine political stability, so essential
to the normal development of all the countries of the r« ion.

My delegation was not able to support all the draft resolutions. Although we
concur with the thrust of many of their essential proposals, we still have
reservations of principle regarding certain aspects of them. For instance, ve do
not agree that United Nations draft resclutions, such as draft resolution 2/43/%L.30
and Corr;l, should endor se violence, whatever its form, as being the only choice in
redressing situations of injustice. ©On the contrary, they should rather encourage
the preservation of the purposes and principles of the United Nations for the
peaceful settlement of conflicts.

Furtheriore, we believe that the isolation of South Africa would only hamper
the initiatives of all those who are fighting inside the country for fundamental
reforms in the prison system. We also cannot support verbal violence and certain
discriminatory references for the total isolation of South Africa, including
Provisions to sever all air, sea and other transport links with South Africa, as

contained in draft resolution A/43/L.33 and Corr.l.
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Hy delegation abstained on the draft resolution on concerted internaticnal
action for the elimination of apartheid. We would like to> stress that we cannot
endorae some of the formulations in its preambular and operative parts, such as,
the introduction of the ninth preambular paragraph. We do not believe that the
most effective way to dismantle apartheid and help the people of South Africa is to
impose comprehensive economic sanctiong. We sincerely believe that only world-wide
consensus can be the basis for effective international pressure to restore to the
majority of the South African population its legitimate rights.

Mr. AMORIN (Uruguay) (interpretaticn from Spanish): My delegation voted
in favour of draft resolution A/43/L. 31 and Corr.i, on military collaboration with
South Africa, because we share the view that a closely co-ordinated effort is
needed to apply the arms embargo on South Africa under Security Council resolution
418 (1977).

However, my delegation wishes once again to express our opposition to the

Practice of singling out States for their conduct as being discriminatory and not
contr ibuting to our aims in this case, the strict implementation of the arms
embargo imposed on South Africa. This 8ingling out of countries does not promote
the kind of international consensus necessary for the co-ordinated action needed to
bring about the elimination of apar theid. Accordingly, we believe that all Member
States have a responsibility to implement the measures provided for.

In conformity with this position, had éhere been a separate vote on operative
Paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/43/1. 31 and Corr.l, my delegation would have

abstained.
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Mr, GARBA (Nigeria): Once again the member States of the Organization
have cast their votes on the draft resolutions just adopted. I believe that the
people of South Africa now know, if they did not know before, who their true
friends are.

Last year, the Special Committee against Apartheid took great pains to make
both its report and its draft resolutions palatable. I now believe that the
struggle in scuthern Africa is a universal struggle. It was heartening that many
delegations took note of this and, indeed, praised the effoits of the Special
Committee. This appreciation, however, was not » —slated into positive votes,
with the exception of a few cases. This year the sponsors of the various draft
resolutions tried to retain the same format and approach to ghe draft resolutions.
We are therefore surprised and frustrated at some of the voting patterns we have
noticed this year.

The Special Committee will study the results of the voting and the
explanations proffered so far. At this stage, however, I feel that, speaking on
behalf of the sponsors, we are rather disappointed, because some of the
explanations had more to do with semantics than substance. I am, however, pleased'v
to see the continued support of the Nordic countries, Canada, New Zealand and
Augtgglia for draft resolution A/43/L.33 and Corr.l. We appreciate their shift
féom'last yéar's abstention to a positive vote on a draft resolution to which the
Special Committee pays particular attention. We also note with satisfaction that
B '{:he General Assembly has Gacided by consensus to hold a special session next
September on apartheid. We similarly note the abstentions of France and the
Federal Ruzublic of Germany on the draft resolutions on an oil embargo,

We have noted also the explanation providéd by the President of the General

Assembly concerning the financial implications of draft resolutions A/43/L. 30 and
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Corr.l, L.32 and Corr.l to L.36 and Corr.l, and L.41, according to which the
Secretary-General will make every effort to absorb the expenditure of $57,600
relating to the hearings on an oil embargo and 388,0‘00 relating to information
activities of the Department of Public Information. According to the statement of
the President, the Secretary-General, in accordance with standard practice, will
Leport the actual financial requirements for the implementation of these draft
resolutions in the final per formance report.

At this point, let me say a few words on the question of name-calling, which
we continue to hear about Year after year. If the Special Committee has
consistently mentioned various countries, particularly the United States and the
United Kingdom, it is because of their stand in the Security Council on the
question of comprehensive' and mandatory sanctions. We have not in any way
condemned them. On the cdntrary, we are appealing to them to change their policies
and join the international commnity on the imposition of sanctions. 1Indeed, as
the Committee did last year, we sent a copy of our report and the draft resolutions
before their adoption to the permanent members of the Security Council with a view

to obtaining their comments, if any, before a vote was taken.
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Apart from the United Ringdom, none of them deigned even to acknowledge
receipt of the report, so it is rather surprising to come here and be accused of
using extravagant language and so on.

Let me say a few words about Japan's request for a separate vote on one of the
pParagraphs. Japan has become the Primary trading partner of South Africa. That is
why it is mentioned. We have not condemned Japan, and I hope that next year its
name will not be mentioned, given the recent efforts of the Japanese Government.
But let me mk‘e it clear that a slight reduction in trade figures ~ figures that
are contestable ~ or the appreciation of a currency does not excuse any country
doing business with South Africa. We will continue to point this out to the
General Assembly and to ask it for support in trying to stop these deal ings with
South Africa.

Lastly, on behalf of the Special Committee, I should 1like to express our
deepest condolences to the African National Congress and to the family of
Mz. Johnny Makatini, who passed away at the weekend. Mr. Makatini, a dear comrade
and friend, worked closely with the Special Committee against Apar theid in his
capacity as Directer of the Department of International Affairs of the ANC. we
shall remember him as a colleague and friend whcse convictions led him to work
tirelessly for the freedom of his country and for the realization of the vision of
a non-racial and democratic South Africa.

The PRESIDENT: In accordance with the decision taken by the General

Assembly at its third Plenary meeting, held on 23 September 1988, I now call upon
the representative of the Afr ican National Congress of South Africa.

Mr. MAFOLE (Afri an National Congress of South Africa (ANC)): 1In its
intervention during the debate on agenda item 36 - policies of apartheid of the
Government of South Africa - the delegation of the African National Congress (ANC)

stated that for the ANC and for the people of South Africa the debate should not be
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seen as a purely routine General Assembly matter, that the oppressed people of
South Africa were looking to these deliberations with high expectations, the
question uppermost in their minds being whether the peoples of the world, gathered
here, can match their proclaimed abhorrence of apartheid with serious and concer ted
action to eliminate apar theid.

We have now gone through the voting process, and I think there are very good
lessons to be drawn from the exercise. We may say that to some extent the voting
has vindicated the position of the international cormunity - namely, wholesale
condemnation of apartheid. We can say that the voting pattern has underlined
general agreement in the international community on the need to eliminate
apartheid. We think that this is very impcrtant, Particularly at a time when the
Pretoria régime has been mak ing serious efforts to Project itself as a reformer and
is thereb, seeking to divert the attention of the international community from its
actio:s inside South Africa. We therefore wish to thank very sincerely all those
delegations that have voted for these resoclutions. We want to register our deepest
appreciation of this act of solidarity.

We should 1like, however, to note with grave concern that some countries have
not seen their way to vote in favour of all the draft resolutions presented to the
Assembly. We note that in a number of cases the negative vote was prompted by the
desire to continue to profit from apartheid. We think that this is highly
unfor tunate. It is unfortunate because it is likely to give the wrong signals to
the apartheid régime. But, more important, this reluctance by some Member States
tends to weaken the efforts of the international community to act decigively in tﬁe
struggle to destroy apar theid.

Dﬁring the explanations of vote, a number of delegations expressed their
reservations concerning the references to armed struggle. Permit me to address

this question, even if very briefly. For many years the oppressed people of South
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Africa have been told to abandon armed struggle. We are told that the way forward,
the way towards change in South Africa, is through dialegue. We should like to
reiterate here that the ANC, as a matter of principle, has never been opposed to
dialogue. Indeed, for almost 50 years of its history the ANC has not only
advocated peaceful struggle against racial oppression but aiso, throughout this
period, suffered tremendously at the hands of the régime’s repressive machinery.

It was only when the apartheid régime arbitrarily closed all avenues of peaceful
agitation by declaring the ANC and other organizations illegal that the ANC turned
to other means of struggle, including armed struggle.

We contend that this is not an exceptional case. Indeed, history abounds with
evidence of countries that were born as a result of having enbarked successfully on
armed struggle. The history of the United States is a typical example. But as
that is fairly deep in history, and as memories are inclined to fade, we should
like to remind the Asgembly that we are very proud that participating in this
debate as members of the international community are a number of countries that
embarked successfully on armed struggle for independence.

The South African régime has continued to slam the door on peaceful forms of
struggle. Only in February this year a2 number of organizations ~ democratic,
peaceful organizations - were outlawed. In this way the régime was stressing that
it was prepared to sit down and have discussions with the oppressed majority of
South Africa. In these circumstances the people of South Africa never cease to be
amazed at the lectures that we continue to receive from some sectors about the
virtues of peaceful struggle. It is beyond us to understand how we can be expected
to use demccratic methods when we as the majority have been excluded from the
democratic process. This we cannot understand, ané this we shall seek to explain
each year, every Year, at all times, to the members of the international community

80 that they may understand and empathize with the people of South Africa.
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Allow me, on behalf of the National Executive Committee of the ANC a.d on
behalf of the ber eaved family of Mr. Johnny Makatini, to Place on record sincere
gratitude for the words of condolence expressed by the Ambassador of Ghana, on
behalf of the African Group, and also the words of encouragement from the
Ambassador of zZimbabwe and from many others, including the President of the General

Assembly. Allow me also to take this opportunity to thank the international
community for all the assistance it has given to the people of South Africa and to
Pledge that we shall continue the struggle until victory is achieved. This, in our
view, will be the best tribute that the African National Congress can pay to the

mem:zy of Mr. Johnny Makatini and all the fallen heroes in our struggle,



A/43/PV.68
86

The PRESIDENT: I now call on those delegations wishing to speak in

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

Count YORK von WARTENBURG (Federal Republic of Germany): Last Tues<a:.

in his statement on agenda item 36, the Ambassador of Ghana referred to the alleged
sale of blueprints for submarines to South Africa and attacked my country's foreign
policy directly, with allegations that we can only deeply regret and that surpr ise
us all the more as the Federal Republic of Germany sees itsel? us in the fortunate
position of maintaining fr iendly and excellent relations with Ghana.

In his statement, Anbassador Gbeho said:

“We regret to have to say that the transaction has called into question
the credibility of the‘ f-reign policy of a country which is so ciose to ug".

(A/43/PV.63, p. 11)

We are under the impression %:at Ghana generally does not have any problems
with the credibility of our foreign policy and we have proceeded to date on the
asgsumption that that also applies to the Ghanaian delegation in New York. We
sincerely hope, therefore, that the Ghanaian delegation in New York will accord due
importance to official information provided by the Covernwent of the Federai
Repubiic of Germany instead of relying on other sources of information.

Once again, I should like to state that all allaegations accerding to which the
supply of blueprints for submarines to South Africa was approved by my Governrert
are completely devoid of any foundation.

There can be ro question that the authorities called upon tc do so under the

conatitution of the Pederal Republic of Germany are conducting intensive
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investigations into any alleged illegal transaction falling under the arms
embargo. We can but hope that in other countries, too, allegations of illegal
acticns will be investigated in the same intensive and thorough manner.

Miss AL-MULLA (Kuwait): Tt was with deep sorrow that my delegation

learned of the untimely death of our colleague, Johnny Makatini. Kuwait should
like to express its condolences to the people of South Africa and to the African
National Congress. We have known him in ouwr midst to be an energetic personality
ever struggling for justice, truth and freedom. We promise him our continued
suppert and solidarity in that endeavour.

To borrow a description by the representative of Zimbabwe, the statement by
the Israeli delegation last Wednesday is like "air pollution”. The reference the
Israeli delegation made to the questiorn of an oil embargo lacks both accuracy and
sincerity. That delegatien alleges that its information on oil shipments to South
Africa ig based on data provided by the Shipping Research Bureau.

The last time the Israeli delegation prepared a report on the subject, the
Shipping Research Bureau found fault with it. The Israeli delegation might explain
to the Assenbly why the Bureau concluded that the report "shows a large number of
misrepresentations and inaccuracies®. True to its distorted view of the struggle
against apartheid, the position of the Israeli delegation lacks sincerity. 1If it
is so concerned about the ability of South Africa to obtain oil, it might explain
first the nature of mixed-cargo vessels, some of which call between Scuth Africa
and Israel. It might explain, secondly, why it chose to abstain on draft
resolution A/43/L.41. 1t might explain why it is even trailing behind some Western
ocountries that have adopted more effective measures against apartheid. It might
explain why it chose to vote against three and to sbastain on five of the 11 draft

resolutions presented this morning.
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I shall now address the reference made by the Israeli delegation to the
intergovernmental group that monitors the supply and shipment of oil to Sou th
Africa.

In its reference, the Israeli delegation said that the “eport of the group
singles out Arab countries' complieity in oil shipments to South Africa. On behalf
of the merbers of the group, I should like to state that, far from being true, the
reference distorts the content of the report and the very nature of the group's
work. The group commnicates with Governments on the basis of information on
alleged violations of the embargo. The alleged violation involves not only the
exporter but the transporter and the trader. Investigation is then begqun. It ig
the communication between the group and the delegations concerned that is reflected
in the report. It is the co-operation of States with the group that is helping the
enforcement of tie oil embargo, rather than allegations of the sort that the
Assembly was subjected to.

Mr. GBEHD (Ghana): My delegation has listened with rapt attention to and
taken note of the right of reply just exercised by the Ambassador of the Federal
Republic of Germany. 1In his statement, the Ambassador asked me to accord
importance to the official information provided by his Government on the delicate
question of the supply of blueprints of a naval submarine to the Government of
South Africa.

Of course, my delegation does accord impor tance to information given by the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany. But I hope it is understood that we
reserve the right to draw our own conclusions from the important pieces of
information given.

In any case, if the Parliament of the Federal Republic of Germany finds it

necessary to order an enquiry into the affair after the Government of the Federal
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Republic of Germany 's information was provided, perhaps it is not surprising that
the Ghana Gelegation finds itself on the same side as the Bundestag.

While I am generally in sympathy with the statement made by my colleague from
the Federal Republic of Germany, I wish to clarify to him and to his delegation
that there is no difference in the Perception and policies of the Government of
Ghana and the Ghana delegation in New York, and that what I have saigd about. the
involvement of his Government in the transaction fepresents not only the conviction
of my delegation and my Government, but also the conviction of the people of
Ghana. It is therefore with the undisputed authority of the Ghana Government that

my delegation speaks in this forum.



EH/AP A/43/pV.68
921

(Mr. Gbeho, Ghana)

We are not unimpressed by the continuation of intensive investigations with
regard to the sale of blueprints, to the extent that it evinces a desire for
absolution on the part of the Federal’ Government in what can only be described as
“an unfor tunate event. From a country with such influence we can expect and demnd
only the highest standards of credence and forthrightness in matters as important
as the arms embargo imposed against Scuth Africa by no less a body t',_.. the
Security Council. oOf course we are hopeful that the assurances given as to
thorough investigations being‘conducted are a statement reflecting not the
sentiments of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany but Federal
Gover nment poiicy in a matter of considerable importance to the Government of Ghana.

The WRESIDENT: In connection with this agenda item, I should like to

draw the attention of the members of the Assembly to resolution 34/93 R of
17 pecember 1979, whereby the President, in consultation with the Chairmen of the
regional groups, is requested ¢to expand the rembership of the Special Committee
against Apar theid.

Pursuant to consultations with the Chairmen of regional groups I have
appointed Zimbabwe a member of the Special Committee. May I take it that the
Assembly takes note of the appointment?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: 71 call on the répreseni:ative of Zaire on a point of order.

Mr. LURABU KHABOUJI N'ZAJI (2aire) (interpretation from French): It is

not a point of order, Sir, but I wanted to make a statement in connection with the

decision you have just announced to expand the Special Committee against Apartheid.

The PRESIDENT: I am sorry, but the Asgembly has already taken a decision

on that matter. I advise the representative of Zaire to find other ways of
expressing his thoughts on thig subject.

The Assembly has concluded its consideration of agenda item 36.



EH/AP A/43/PV.68
92
AGENDA ITEM 40
THE SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST
(a) REFORTS OF THE SECRETARY~GENERAL (A/43/272, A/43/683, A/43/691, A/43/86M)
(b) DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/43/L.44 to A/43/L.46)

The PRESIDENT: 1In connection with the item entitled “The situation in

the Middle East®, three draft resolutions have been issued (A/43/L.44 to L.46).

I should like to propose that the list of speakers in the debate on this item
be closed today at 4 p.m.

If I hear no objection I shall take it that the Assembly so decides.

It was so decided.

The PRPZTDENT: I request those representatives wishing to participate in

the debata to inscribe their hames as soon as possible.

Mr, AL-SHAALI (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): It is

a privilege for me to speak today on behalf of the members of the League of Arab
States.

The Assembly is meeting today to consider once again the problem of the Middle
East in an international context which in the past year has undergone an impor tant,
qualitative change on account of the agreement reached between the two super-Powers
and the peaceful settlement of a number of regional problems, including the
Iragq~Iran problem, the Namibian prcblem and the problem of Afghanistan. There is
no doubt that those significant poeitive developments would not have occurred had
it not been for the genuine commitment of the two super—Powers to arriving at
peaceful solutions to those acute crises. There is little need for me to say that
the United Nations provided the required framework for mediation between the
parties involved and the reconciliation of their points ¢f view. In that
connection I should like to pay tribute to the Secretary~General for his most

sincere, sustained and commendsble efforts. He played the part of a neutral
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international mediator, bringing together conflicting parties, encouraging them to
enter into dialogue and thereby creating an atmosphere of under standing conducive
to trust and constructive negotiation.

I would say here th#ﬁ.the United Nations alone cannot provide a solution to
such regional conflicts unless gwo conditions are met: first, the parties to the
conflict mugt be earnestly prepared to settle their differences through
negotiation; secondly, there must be genuine co-ordination and understanding
between the maijor Powers, especially the two super-Powers, on the need for a just

solution taking into account the legitimate claima of the parties to the conflict.

That is the philosophy underlying the Security Council. 1Indeed, the exper ience
acquired by the founding fathers of the Organizc ion led them to the conviction
that peace and security could be achieved only if the two super-Powers sincerely
co-operated to that end. That is also the philosophy underlying the theoretical
framework of this international organization, which reaffirms the need for
collective peace, because of interdependence between States, and which affirms that
thé subdivision of peace - in other words, the absence of peace in any given
region - can only undermine world peace and stability.

That is why Article 1 of the United Nations Charter emphasizes the importance
of adopting effective collective measures for the prevention of threats to the
peace, including in particular acts of aggression and the denial of the right of
peoples to self-determination. That is also why the Charter reaffirms principles
such as justice, international legality and the gettlement of conflicts by peaceful
means such as negotiation, investigation, mediation, conciliaticn, arbitration and

judicial gettlement.*

*Mr. Van Lierop (Vanuatu), Vice-President, took the Chair.
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Developments in international politics since 1945 indicate that the most

serious threats to internaticnal peace and security have been posed by regional

problems.
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There are two reascns for thig: first, the interests of the two super-Povers,
which extend beyond their immediate zones of influence, and, secondly, the adverse
impact of regional problems on international relations as a whole, particularly on

East-West relations.

A source of concern to us, and to all those commi tted to international peace
and security, is that the problem of the Middle East is the only problem still
awaiting a salution despite the understanding between East and West and despite the
progress made in respect of all other international problems. The rpain cause of
this dangerous deadlock is Israel's rejection of the principle of peace and its
denial of the principles of the Charter angd international 1ega1itie; ag gnshrined
in the resolutions adopted by this international Organization and other régional
bodies.

Israel can afford to behave in that manner, because it can count on unlimited
military, moral, political and economic support from the United States. Tt is as
though the destiny of that great Power were linked to Israeli expansionism and
aggressions as though the entire world carried no weight: against the exigencies of
Israel's expansion and its aspiration to establish an empire without boundar ies.

Israel is the enemy of peace, because of its doctrine of Zionism and the
practices it carries on to further that doctrine, which embodies the worst elements
of the colonialist settlement movements which afflicted the peoples of Asia and
Africa, giving them an esoteric and metaphysical connoi:ation derived from the
Bible, and thus creating a policy firmly anchored in theology and not subject to
discusslion, change or negotiation.

After invading most of Palestine in 1948 and driving out the Palestinian
people with the help of the colonial Powers, which promised it support and

protection, Israel embarked upon its strategy of expansionism, domination and
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political destabilization. That strategy extends beyond the borders of Palestine.
It is aimed at establishing a broader zone of supremacy with a view to secur ing
Zionist control over the Middle East and Africa, by strengthening the hold of
Zionism in Palestine and broadening its zone of influence by military means ang by
lobbying in the major capitals,

Israel invaded the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, renaming them Judea and
Samaria. It invaded the Syrian Golan Heights ang annexed them. It invaded Lebanon
Several times and established it as a security belt. Israel attacks Lebanen on a
daily basis, from sea, land and air, sowing discord there and destabilizing the
country. In addition, it has carried out acts of aggression against Iraq,
including the destruction of the nuclear power pPlant, and against Tunisia. Some
Israeli leaders are threatening to seize the East Bank of the Jordan, which they
regard as a part of the promised land.

Furthermore, Israel has become expert at piracy at sea. 1Its fleet intercepts
commercial vessels and searches them in international waters. The department of
air piracy in the Defence Ministry intercepts and hijacke civilian aircraft. Its
secret services steal military secrets and 8Py even against its main ally, such as
in the Pollard casge.

In order to strengthen its domination, Israel has conciuded an alliance with
its ideological counterpatt: the apartheid Government in South Africa. Together
they have developed nuclear weapons and launchers; they have exchanged means and
methods of repressing liberation movements and destabilizing neighbour ing
countries. This is not just a question of identity of views or military identity,

but also of common strategic interests, because the apartheid régime regards Israel

as a policeman who protects the northérn part of Aftica‘, and Israel regards the
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apartheid rAgime ag a policeman protecting the western side of Africa for the
Zionisgts,

Last September Israel embarked upon the militarization of outer space when it
launched the satellite OFUQ-I, which Youkan Nieman, the Director of the Israeli
Space Agency said would strengthen the Israeli military system and its nuclear
capacity, and supplement its long-range missiles, including its Jericho missiles,
which are aimed at the Arab capitals ang other parts of the world.

Israeli policy does not stop at that; Israel is also trying to prevent the
development of the region by destroying civilizing influences. we should recall
its attempt to paralyse Arab technological capability by killing Arab scientists,
destroying Arab schools and institufes and indulging in an arms race which requires
considerable resources, which the Arab countries could be using for development.

The neighbouring Arab countries are the primary victims of Zionism, but they
are not the only ones, for Zionism, 1like Nazism, only feels secure when it is
expanding and if all other States and peoples, near and far, live in insecurity and
instability. It must be remembered that, as reported by Israel Shahak in the

18 November issue of Middle East International, Rabbin Ariel, one of the

Yitshak Shamir's main advisers, had drawn up an Israeli atlas which included all of
the islands of the Mediterranean, and that Shamir summoned him to hig office to
congratulate him. That was an example of Zzicnist mentality and its outlook as to
the future.

An Arab strateqy for peace was set forth in detail at the second Fez summit in
1982 and wasg reaffirmed by the subsequent Arab summits, notably at Algiers in
November 1988. fThat strategy is based on the principle of a peaceful settlement

through an international conference under the augpices of the United Nations, in
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which all parties to the conflict would participate, including the PLO, with a view
te arriving at a just and comprehensive solution based on Israeli withdrawal from
all occupied Palestinian and Arab territories, which would give the Palestinian
pepple their‘inalienable rights, in accordance with the relevant resolutions of the
United Nations.

Peace and security in the Middle Eagt and in the world as a whole Presuppose
collective efforts and good faith. Unreserved support for one party to the
detriment of another only strengthens the policy of invasion, vioclates the Charter
and perpetuates the Present unjust situation, which promises dangerous
confrontation for the future.

Regrettably, another year has passed without a solution to the problem of the
Middle East, a problem of missed opportunities. Dare we hope that 1989 will be the
year of the solution of the Middle East problem? That will depend on many things,
and primarily on the credibility of the policy that will be adopted by the new

United States Adnministration.
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Mr. SALAH (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic): The General Assenbly is
today considering again, as has been its wont over the years, the agenda item
entitled "The situation in the Middle East". As usual, that situation is fraught
with tensicm and instability. The conflict in the region still awaits an
appropriate psaceful solution.

Despite the many resolutions adopted by the United Nations on the Arab-Israeli
conflict and the many plans and initiatives for peace and the settlement of the
conflict, the situation in the Middle East continues to be dangerous. It is a
situation that not only threatens the future of the region but also endéngers the
peace and security of the world.

Our having recourse again to the United Nations for a peaceful solu%ion to
this conflict is renewed proof that we are committed to the search for peace. It
also bespeaks, on the one hand, our conviction that peace must be attained and, on
the other, our confidence in the Organization and our belief that it will, as it
must, shoulder its responsibilities in regard to the conflict.

The peoples and countries of the region have been deprived of peace and
tranquillity for a long time. They have endured untold suffering and pain. It is
high time that, like other peoples and countries of the world, they enjoyed peace,
stability and security.

However, in order for them to exercise that right, a permanent and
comprehensive peace settlement for the Arab-Israeli conflict, in all its aspects
and dimensions, must be found.

Above all, the very core of the conflict - the question of Palestine -~ must be
dealt with. The situation in the Middle East and the question of Palestine are so
closely interrelated that it ig extremely difficult to distinguish one from the
other. Neither one nor the other can be solved separately. This is a major task

and a grave responsibility, which calls for unremitting, sincere efforts. It is no
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exaggeration to say that such effortsg must be made immediately. Each and every day
that passes without bringing a Peace settlement to the Middle East means a further
complication of the situation and more suffering and tension.

The United Nations has had the situation in the Middle East before it for the
past four decades. Indeed, the Palestinian cause was created in the Organization.

As I have said, it is the core of the conflict in our region, In‘dealing with it,

the General Assenbly has established var ious subsidiary bodies to handle the

for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, investigating commi ttees, -~bserver groups
and pPeace-keeping forces., It has also adopted many resolutions and exerted all
kinds of efforts in the search for a settlement of the region's problems.
Unfortunately, however, al1 this has not achieved the desired result: 3 permanent,
peaceful and comprehens ive solution, Unless we find such a s8olution, the Middie
East will 'continue to be a threatened region and the United Nations will continue
to be seized of the situvation in the Middle East.

The United Nations and indeed the international community as a whole,
Particularly the major Powers, have a respongibility to work tirelessly and in
concert to find a way out for the region from the vicious circle of violence angd
tension and put an end to its plight,

For a long time the Arab Stateg have been expressing their desire for peace
and their readiness to work for it, They formulated and proposed a practical peace
Plan through the Ara Fez Summit in 1982, fThat pPlan was reiterated by subsequent
Arab Ssummi ts. Unfortunately, the Peace plan was not implemented and the desired
result was not achieved because of the intransigence of the other party to the
Arab-Israeli conflict: Israel. fThere is no longer any need for proof of that., It
is a clear enough fact. 1Israel has continued to challenge the will of the

international community az reflected in United Natioung resolutions. 1t p'ersist:s in



A/43/PV.68
103

Mr. Salah, Jordan)

its expansionist policies of aggression in an attempt to perpetuate its occupation
of Arsb territories. In so doing, it violates the rules of international law and
flouts the resolutions of the Uajted Mations. Israel is the party that adamantly
opposes the intermational peace conference, which the international comminity
man!.-mously regards ag the appropriste means to reach a peaceful gsettlement of the
Arab~Israeli conflict. Only one major Power condones Israel 's rejection of the
conferance.

Israel's fears regarding the pPeace conference are unfounded. The aim of a
conference that would be held under the auspices of the ni‘zd Nations, and with
the participation of the five Permanent merbers of the Security Council, would be
to achieve peace and guarantee security for all the States in the region.

It i3 neither possible nor practical for Israel to remain dependent on
military might in response to Arab and internaticnal calls for peace. Weapons are
no substitute for peace, nor can they guarantee the peace or tranguillity of Israel
X any other State. 1Israel, by rejecting genuine peace within the framework of the
international peace conference, which has gained the unanimous endor sement of the
international commmnity, proves that it has no desire for peace and no intention of
acoepting poace.

Israel's policies /nd practices over the past 21 years are proof encugh of its
intention to perpetuate its occupation and centinue the subjugation of the
population of the oucupied Arab territories. It wants to ensure that Palestinian
refugees remain 4ispersed as displaced persons in various parts of the world.
Israel should not be aliowed to achieve that goal.

We realize full well that Israel hac brosder ambitions in our region that
exceed any of the gains it has achieved so far through military might derived from

its privileged relationship with a wsjor Power, the sympathy aroused by the



BCT/13b 3/43/1’31.68
104-105

(Mr. Salah, Jor dan)

oppression suffered by the Burcpean Jews, and the attempts to exploit the
conditions of the region in the worst possible way.

Israel believes, wrongly, that its present policy will eventually lead the
international comminity to accept the fait accompli it wishes to impose. But that
is absolutely contrary to human and international norms and will not be. It is an
objective that cannot be achieved.

OQur unwaver ing belief that the occupied territories mist be recovered and the
Palestinian people must be allowed to exercise their right to self-determination on
their soil makes it imperative for us all to work constantly and in earnest towards

that end.
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The Palestinians have proved over the past year that the Israeli occupation,
no matter how protracted, cannot be made acceptable in any shape or form. With
their intifadah, the Palestinians have reaffirmed that their belijef in their
inalienable rights is solid and unshakeable and their determination to exercise
those rights firm and justified. Through the media the world has been made aware
of the intifadah and the real face of Israel and has thus been able to under stand
the tragic situation of the Palestinians under occupatlon. The conscience of the
world has been reawakened and its awareness has become more intense. Ir *hat
respect, we should like to commend the Secretary-General's report to the Security
Council (S/19443) dated 21 January 1988,

We had hoped that the intifadah would provide an impetus to collective
persevering and immediate efforts to Fut an end to the occupation and enable the
Arab Palestinian people ©o exercise their rights, foremost among which is their
right to self-determination on their national soil. We had hoped also that Igrael
would benefit from the lessons of the intifadah and realize that its occupation
cannot continue and that it would be far better if it decided to make peace and
learn to coexist with the Palestinians rather than continue to wage war against
them and live at their expense. Unfortunately, Israel has so far failed to benefit
from the lesson of the intifadah and has not seized the opportunity for peace that
it has provided.

Through the resolutions of the Palestine National Council in Algiers last
month the Palestinian people have expressed their genuine desire for peace and
their readiness toc work earnestly towards that end. They have also confirmed their

commitment to the peaceful resclution of the problem on the basis of Securit_
Cuuncil resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) through an international conference.

The Algiers resolutions were constructive and positive. In our view and that of
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the majority of countries they represent a major step towards the achievement of
peace.

Israel has yet to respond positively to those resolutions and address them
with the same degree of rationality and goodwill evinced by the Palestinians. It
is neither reasonable nor useful for Israel or anyone else to osgify Israel's
stance regarding the Palestinian people. It is in no one's interest that Israel's
position should remain gtatic, showing no movement, or that its view of the
Palestinian cause should remain narrow and shortsighted to the extent of denying
the Palestinians their legitimate rights angd denying the very existence of their
cause.

As at previous sessions of the General Asgembly, members may hear from the
Israeli representative false allegations and flimsy fabrications with the aim of
Projecting a distorted image of the Palestinian ~ause. This is an image that
Israel has tried persistently to implant in the minds of the people of the world.
It invariably tries to deny the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people, allege
that the Arab States are responsible for the plight of the Palestinian re fugees,
pretend that the Palestine Liberation Organization is a terrorist organization and
distort every peaceful intention on the Part of the Palestinians. The Palestinian
pecple, like any other people in the world, have the right to exist and tc exercise
their inalienable rights on their soil. fThe inhuman plight of the Palestinian
refugees is the fruit of Israeli aggression and its inhuman practices.

Whether or not Israel recognizes it, the Palestine Liberation Organization is
a national liberation Rovement recognized as such by the majority of countr ies,

* chosen by the Palestinian people and endorsed by the United Nations as the scle,
legitimate fépresentative of the Palestinian People. 1Israel must cecognize that

fact and face the reality as one that it can no longer ignore. The declaration on
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15 November of the establishment of the independent Palestinian State has clarified
the situation further and put Israel face to face with the realities of that
situation. It has also contributed to defining the road that the process of peace
in the Middle Past must take.

Jordan has lived with the Palestinian question in all its aspects and
dimensions and has sacrificed a great deal in that connéction. It has tried to
work earnestly and honestly for a peaceful solution to the question in all its
aspects, the question that is, despite Israel's denial, the core of the conflict in
the Middle East. Jordan's constant aim in all this has been to undo the historic
injustice inflicted on the Palestinian people by enabling the refugees to return to
‘their soil and t:hose under occupation to achieve their freedom by the ending of the
occupation, so that they may live in dignity and a::}hieve their destiny like any
other people in the world. That will never be possible without genuine peace.

Jordan's action in the service of the Palestinian cause stems from the organic
link between the Jordanian and the Palestinian peoples. fThis 1ink arises from the
unity of the two banks of the Jordan and from numerous other close ties. It has
always been based on the fact that Jordan is a major party to the Arab-Israeli
conflict. Jordan has always wanted to serve the just Palestinian cause, and
decided to do so by terminating all legal and administrative links with the West
Bank, in line with the wishes of the Palestine Liberation Organization and Arab
unanimity on the need to enhance the Palestinian identity. We did so out of a real
and genuiné deg’ e to contribute qualitatively to the struggle of the Palestinian
People. That decision does not in any way mean an abandonment of Jordan's national
duties regarding the i’alesti.nian cause or its basic role in the Arab-Israeli

conflict,
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The basic dilemma in dealing with the Palestinian cause is Israel's rejection

of real peace with the Arabs because peace runs counter to Israel's objective of
expanding its territory and widening its borders in order to attract the largest
possible number of settlers. This would enable it, in its estimation, to become a
major Power in the region, extend its hegemony over its neighbours and,
consequently, deal with the world from such a2 position at the expense of the

Palestinians' freedom and at the expense of the neighbouring Arab States.
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In pursuance of this policy, Israel's Jewish settlements have proliferated in
the Arab and Palestinian territories. It has annexed Arab Al-Quds and the Syrian
Arab Golan. It has launched acts of aggression against the sovereignty of Lebancn
and its territorial integrity. This is proof positive of its intention to continue
its occupatio’ and perpetuate its inhuman practices against the population of the
occupied territories, in violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention and the relevant
principles of international law.

It is Israel‘'s view that there can be only one State in Palestine - that is,
Israel. This runs counter to United Nations resolutions, foremost among which is
resolution 181 (II). To this end, Israel depends entirely on its military might
and imposes a fait accompli. It uses the sitvation in the area and the conmpetitive
relations between the super-Powers to arrogate to itself a strategic role that is
not justified by the circumstances of the region or needed by the super-Power which
supports Israel in almost all its policies and po‘sitions. That super-Power, in our
view, does not really need this strategic role that Israel plays.

We believe in the importance of the role that the United States can play in
restoring peace to the Middle East. To play that role a more objective attitude
and greater attention to the Arab-Israeli conflict are required. We hope that the
incoming United States Administration will contribute promptly to the solution of
the Arab-Israeli conflict and its congsequences, which have extended to Lebanon, and
caused it untold suffering as a result of Israel's repeated acts of aggression,
interference in its internal affalrs and occupation of parts of its territory.

This conflict, which has lasted long encugh and caused great pain and suffering
over the past 40 years, must be settled thiough an active approach that reactivates
the peace process and gives it a new impetus towards the convening, as socon as

poseible, of the international peace conference, in order to achieve permanent,
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just and comprehensive peace, thus enabling the peoples of the region to enjoy
pgace and tranquillity and devote their energies o economic development and
proépét{ty, for the well-being of future ceneraticns.

AéENDA ITEM 135
REPORT OF THE S5PECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE CHARTER OF TkE UNITED NATIONS AND ON THE

STRENGTHENING OF THE ROLE OF THE ORGANIZATION: REFORT OF THE SIXTH COMMITTEE
(A/43/886)

The PRESIDENT: I call on the Rappor teur of the Sixth Committee,
Mr. Carlos Velasco Mendiola of Peru, to introduce the report of the Sixth Committee.

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

(interpretation from Spanish): I have the honour to introduce to thé General
Assembly the report of the Sixth Commi ttee (A/43/886).under agenda item 135,
entitled "Report of the Special Committee on the Charter of the Uhited Nations and
on the Strengthening of the Role of the Otganization" |

As may be observed, the report of the Sixth Committee refors to two draft
resolutions which it recommends to the General Assembly for adoption. However, as
is indicated in the Journal, the General Assembly is today in a position to take a
decision on the first draft resolution only, pending receipt of the necessary
documents relating to the programme budget implications of the second dréft
resolution, which will therefore be submitted separately at ‘a later time.

Draft resolution I, which the Sixth Committee recommends to the General
Agsembly for adoption, is to be found in paragraph 14 of the report.

The second and third preambular paragraphs of the draff resolution refer to
the task carried out by the Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations
and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization with regard to the final
Preparation of a draft declaration on the prevention and removal of disputes and

sitvations which may threaten international pPeace and security and on the role of
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the United Nations in this field, and express the conviction that the adoption of

the declaration wili contr ibute to strengthening the role of the United Nations and
enhance its effectiveness in maintaining international peace and security.

By operative paragraph 1, the Assembly would approve the declaration, the text
of wvhich is annexed to the draft resolution, and by paragraph 4 it would urge that
all efforts be made so that the declaration becomes generally known and fully
implemented. ’

I should like to refer new to the declaration on the Prevention and removal of
- disputes and situations which may threaten international peace and security and on
the role of the United Nations in this field.

In the first, eleventh and twelfth preambular paragraphs the declaration
addresses the question of the important role that the United Nations and its organs
can play in the prevention and removal of international disputes and situations
whose continuance may threaten the maintenance of international peace and security,
and accordingly recalls the functions and respongibilities which the United Nations
Charter entrusts to the Security Council, the General Assembly and the
Secretary-General.

In the operative part, the General Assembly would solemnly declare that States

should fulfil their obligations under international law in good faith and prevent

the emergence or deterioration of disputes or situations. It would, inter alia,
2lso declare that States involved in such international disputes or situations
should t;qhduct themselves in such a way as to strengthen the system of collective
Ssecurity envisaged in the Charter, and accordingly such States should consider
approaching the relevant organs of the United Nations to obtain advice or

recommendations on means of Preventing a dispute or sitvation.
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In the declaration a broad range of actions are envisaged that could be

carried out by the Security Council, the'General Agsembly and the

. Secretary-General, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter, in

order better to fulfil the responsibilities entrusted to them under the Charter.

The Sixth Committee adopted draft resolution I without a vote.
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The PRESIDENT: If there is no proposal under rule 66 of the rules of

procedure, I shall take it the General Assenbly decides not to discuss the report
of the Sixth Committee before the Assembly today.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: Statements will therefore be limited to explanations of

vote. The positions of delegations regarding the recommendations of the Sixth
Commi ttee have been made clear in the Committee and are reflected in the relevant
official records.

I remind members that by paragraph 7 of decision 34/401 the General Assembly
agreed that

"When the seme draft resolution is considered in a Main Committee and in
pPlenary meeting, a delegation should, as far as possible, explain its vote
only once, that is, either in the 'Committee or in plenary meeting unless that
delegation's vote in plenary meeting from its vote in the Committee."

I remind representatives that, as stated by the Rapporteur of the Sixth
Committee in his introduction, the Assembly will today consider only the first
draft resolution contained in paragraph 14 of the report of the Sixth Commi ttee
(A/42/886) .

The issembly will now proceed to take a decision on draft resolution I,
entitled "Declaration on the prevention and removal of disputes and situations
which may threaten international peace and security and on the role of the United
Nations in this field.”

The Sixth Committee adopted draft resolution I without a vote, May I take it
that the Assembly wishes to do the same?

Draft resoluticn I was adopted (resolution 43/52).
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AGENDA ITHEM 38 {continued)

PORTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS

The PRESIDENT: I should like to make an announcement with regard to

agenda item 38, entitled "For tieth anniver sary of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights®, which will be commemorated on Thursday morning, 8 December.

Members will recall that in order to limit the number of speakers on this item
the Assembly decided to close the list of speakers on Priday, 2 December, at
4 p.m. As had been feared, the list of gspeakers igs indeed very long and the
President has no option but to limit the length of statements. Delegations are
asked to help in this regard and to bear in mind that there is no possibility of
extending our consideration of this item beyond Thursday merning.

In order, therefore, to accommodate in Thursday morning's meeting a Pr ogr amme
vhich includes the award ceremony as well as the adoption of two draft resolutions,
the President has proposed that all representatives speak from their seats, that
speeches be limited to two to three minutes per delegation and that there be no
explanations of vote.

Should, however, a substantial number of delegations decide to withdraw their
hames from the speakers' list, or should several groups - not necessarily regional
groups - agree among themselves on a speaker on behalf of each group, the speakers'
list could be shortened. With a reduced list of speakers, the duration of each
speech could be longer,

The members of the Secretariat handling the speakers’ iist ghoul.d be noti fied
of any such arrangements by 6 p.m. tomorrow. If a longer time can Le given to
Speakers, the Assembly will be advised accordingly on Wednesday. If no such
arrangements materialize, the request for statements‘ of only two to three minutes,

to be made by delegations from their seats, will atang,

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.hi.






