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AGENDA ITEM 27

Question of Namibia (continued):

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

(b) Report of the United Nations Council for Namibia

1. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Before
calling on the first speaker, I should like to remind
representatives that, as was decided at the previous meeting,
the list of speakers in the debate on item 27, will be closed
this afternoon at 5 o’clock.

2. I now invite representatives to turn to document
A/33/449 containing the report of the Fourth Committee on
the hearing that it held on the question of Namibia. May I
take it that the General Assembly takes note of the report
of the Fourth Committee?

It was so decided (decision 33/407).

3. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): 1 call
on the President of the United Nations Council for
Namibija, Miss Gwendoline C. Konie of Zambia, to intro-

duce the report of the Council, which appears in document
A/33/24.

4, Miss KONIE (Zambia), President, United Nations
Council for Namibia: Mr. President, on.oehalf of the United
Nations Council for Namibia, I wish to congratulate you
warmly upon your election to the post of President of the
thirty-third session of the General Assembly. Your distin-
guished career as a statesman in your country is a guarantee
that under your presidency the General Assembly will be
guided by a wise and experienced hand in coping with a
complex and difficuit agenda.

5. The United Nations Council for Namibia wishes to
submit for the consideration of the General Assembly the
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report of its activities during the past year. This report,
contained in document A/33/24, is a synthesis of the -
continuous efforts of the Council to fulfil the responsibility
given to it by the General Assembly at its fifth special
session in 1967 [resolution 2248 (S-V)] to administer
Namibia until independence. The refusal of the colonialist
and racist régime of Pretoria to withdraw from the
Territory has led the General Assembly for more than a
decade to reaffirm its condemnation of South Africa for its
illegal occupation of Namibia and to strengthen the
mandate of the Council for Namibia in order to allow it to
intensify its efforts to promote international political
mobilization to press for the -vithdrawal of the :llegal
administration of South Africa from Namibia.

6. The question of Namibia has its roots in the attempts
by South Africa to manipulate the Mandate, established by
the League of Nations and exercised by South Africa over
Namibia, in order to promote its colonialist and racist goals
of exploiting the people of the Territory and plundering its
natural resources for the benefit of the caste of Afrikaner
supporters of the abominable system of ‘apartheid. The
United Nations, since its founding in 1945, has never
accepted the attempts of South Africa to perpetuate its
colonialist and racist control over the Territory.

7. The Namibian people, encouraged by: the support of
many sectors of the intermational community, has hero-
ically defied South African brutality and Namibian patriots
under the leadership of the South West Africa People’s
Organization [SWAPO] have since 1966 conducted an
effective armed struggle against the South African oppres-
SOI.

8. Unable to ignore the effective challenge to its illegal
occupation of the Territory posed by ‘Namibian patriots
ready to sacrifice their lives for self-determination, freedom
and national independence in a united Namibia, South
Africa and its allies have been forced in the recent past to
accept talks for an internationally acceptable settlemcat of
the question of Namibia. In January 1976 all members of
the Security Council voted in favour of resolution
385 (1976) calling for general elections in Namibia under
the supervision and control of the United Nations as a
transitional step towards independence for the Territory.
Since then efforts have been made with the participation of
the interested parties to define the necessary political
framework for the implementation of that resolution. The
Security Council has adopted resolutions 431 (1978),
432 (1978), 435 (1978) and 439 (1978). Each of those
resolutions has generated initiatives by the Secretary-
General and his Special Representative for Namibia in order
to determine with South Africa the necessary conditions
leading to elections in Namibia under the supervision and
control of the United Nations as a prelude to independence.

A/33/PV.74
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9. The policy of South Africa, however, contained ele-
ments of duplicity which have permeated all inierational
talks since their inception. While at one level South Africa
continuously announced its willingness to participate in the
talks promoted by certain Western Powers on free elections
under the supervision and control of the United Nations, at
another level its high officials were loudly proclaiming, for
all those who wished to hear, that South Africa would
never permit the establishment in Namibia of a government
headed by SWAPOQ. This inherent duplicity in the policy
objectives of South Africa has by now completely vitiated
the initial purpose of those talks; that is, the organization
of elections in Namibia under the supervision and control
of the United Nations jin conformity with resolution
385 (1976) of the Security Council.

10. By carrying out the political manipulation of
Namibians on the pretence of holding elections under its
own supervision and control, the illegal South African
administration of Namibia is in fact creating a power base
for its tribal puppets and neo-colonial racist supporters of
apartheid. This initiative by the racists of Pretoria has now
changed the nature of the role of the United Nations in any
transition to independence in Namibia. The United Nations
iv now confronted with manoeuvres to trap the world
Organization into actions which will give international
legitimacy to the power base being created in Namibia, the
beneficiaries of which will be South Africa’s tribal puppets
and the neo-colonial racist supporters of apartheid.

11. The idea that once those so-called elections are
completed South Africa will accept a second round of
elections to which it will invite the United Nations, thereby
fulfilling its responsibilities u .der resolutions 385 (1976),
431 (1978), 432(1978), 435(1978) and 439(1978), is
self-delusion. or worse. South Africa’s intention is to
entrench in power, through these rigged elections, its clique
of neo-colonial puppets, so as to ensure that its ruthless
exploitation of the people and resources of Namibia will
conttinue indefinitely.

12. In spite of the opposmon of the Security Council to .

the rigged elections conducted by the illegal South African
Administration in Wamibia, which it has declared null and
void, any presence of the United Nations in Namibia after
this manoeuvre by South Africa would be a tacit endorse-
ment of the new power structure of neo-colonial puppets
put into power by their Afrikaner overlords. A resolution
of the United Nations can only deny international_ legiti-
macy; it cannot prevent South Africa from giving its
puppets the status and the resources to perform their
functions as front men for their neo-colonial masters.

13. While these critical developments have been taking
shape the Council for Namibia has endeavoured to
strengthen international opposition to the illegal South
African presence in Namibia and has implemented, in close
co-operation with SWAPQ, its broad range of programmes
of assistance to Namibians through the formulation of the
Nationhood Programme for Namibia, the utilization of the
resources of the United Nations Fund for Namibia and
support for the activities of the United Nations Institute for
Namibia in Lusaka. As a result of a decision of the General
Assembly in its resolution 32/9 H to hold a special session
of the General Assembly on the question of Namibia during

-

1978 the Council decided to carry out missions of
consultation with certain African States and to convene an
extraordinary plenary meeting of the Council in Lusaka in
order to avail itself of the experience and judgement of
African Governments with respect to the question of
Namibia, to be considered at the special session.

14. In Lusaka the Council adopted a Declaration on
Namibia and Programme of Action in Support of Self-
determination and National Independence for Namibia
containing guidelines for its subsequent proposals to the
General Assembly at its special session on the question of
Namibia. After consideration of a draft declaration sub-
mitted by the Council, at its ninth special session the
General Assembly adopted resolution S-9/2,0n 3 May 1978,
containing the Declaration on Namibia and Programme of
Action in Support of Self-determination and National
Independence for Namibia. The General Assembly thereby
established the principles, approved by the overwhelming
majority in the United Nations, on the basis of which
self-determination, freedom and national independence
could legally be brought about in Namibia. In the Decla-
ration the General Assembly reaffirmed that the people and
territory of Namibia were the. direct responsibility of the
United Nations and that the Namibian people, under the
lesdership of SWAPQ, their sole and authentic repre-
sentative, must be enabled to attain self-determination,
freedom and genuine independence within a united
Namibia, including Walvis Bay.

15. In the document, furthermore, South Africa was
strongly condemned for its illegal occupation of Namibia,
its escalating brutal repression of the Namibian people and
its military build-up in Namibia-in preparation for a major
confrontation with the liberation forces led by SWAPO.
The resolution adopted at the special session also reiterated
that Walvis Bay was an integral part of Namibia and
condemned South Africa for its decision to annex Walvis
Bay, declaring such illezal annexation null and void. It
strongly condemned the intensified preparation by South
Africa for imposing on Namibia an internal settlement
designed to give a semblance of power'to a puppet régime
and an appearance of legality to the colonial and racist
occupation. ‘

16. The Council, during 1978, continued actively to
represent Namibia at international conferences and organi-
zations and was particularly successful in obtaining recog-
nition by the United Nations Conference on Succession of
States in Respect of Treaties! that South Africa was not
the predecessor State of Namibia. The résolution of the
Conference on the question of Namibia [A4/33/24, annex
XIII, para. 20} also declared that the relevant articles of the
Vienna Convention should be interpreted in the case of
Namibia in conformity with United Nations resolutions on
the question of Namibia. Missions of the Council also
successfully obtained membership for Namibia, represented
by the Council for Namibia, in the ILO and in UNESCQ, in
accordance with recommendations contained in the reso-
lutions of the General Assembly. .

17. The formulation of the Nationhood Programme con-
tinued throughout the year under the supervision of the

1 Held in Vienna from 31 July to 23 August 1978.
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United Nations Commissioner for Namibia and in co-
operation with the specialized agencies of the United
Nations, UNDP and representatives of SWAPO. Several
projects are now taking shape and will be implemented in
the near future for the benefit of Namibian patriots
struggling to liberate their country from the oppressive and
illegal occupation of South Africa.

18. The Institute for Namibia in Lusaka continues to be
one of the most successful achievements of the Council for
Namibia. The Institute continues to grow and to increase
the number of students being trained for responsible
positions in a genuinely free and independent Namibia. The
experience which the administrators and scholars at the
Institute have accumulated during the last few years has
enhanced their standing in the international community
and ensures the continued support of that community for
the goals of the Institute.

19. In accordance with its endeavours to promote con-
tinued international political motilization in support of
self-determination and national independence for the
Namibian people, the Council sent representatives to the
Conference of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Non-Aligned
Countries, held in Belgrade in July, as well as to the
Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the
Organization of African Unity [OAU], held in Khartoum
also in July. The participation of the Council for Namibia
in these and other international conferences has intensified
the awareness on the part of Government officials every-
where of the scope and importance of the efforts of
Namibian patriots to counter the illegal occupation of
Namibia by South Africa. The challenge of the Namibian
people, under the leadership of their sole and authentic
representative, SWAPQ, to the brutal exploitation and
oppression of the racists of South Africa is increasingly
being brought to the attention of all peoples of the world.
Solidarity with the Namibian patriots is greater today than
ever betore. The Council for Namibia, in co-operation with
SWAPO, is doing its utmost to assist the international
community to gain a deeper understanding of the true
nature of the struggle despite all attempts by foreign
economic interests and those elements of the international
press interested in presenting a distorted and adulterated
image of the heroic struggle of the people of Namibia for
self-determination, freedom and national independence in a
united Namibia. The manoeuvres of South Africa and 1ts
allies will not end overnight.

20. The programme of work for the Council for Namibia
for. 1979 envisages continued and intensified efforts to
break through all obscurantist manoeuvring in order to
ensure, through a deeper understanding of the situation,
increasing support for the Namibian patriots in their
difficult and noble struggle. Even today, as it imposes
rigged elections on the Namibian people, South Africa has
unleashed a wave of mass arrests of Namibian patriots, who
see through its neo-colonial schemes. In these manoeuvres
South Africa is aided and abetted by a large part of the
international press, which continues to imply that the
so-called elections in Namibia under the administration and
control of South Africa constitute a step forward in the
preparation for independence. Such obscurantist. tactics
require that the Council for Namibia redouble its efforts to
reveal the true intentions of the Pretoria racists and their
neo-colonial allies.

21. Behind its proclamation of good intentions with
regard to Namibia is the single harsh truth of South Africa’s
real objectives in Namibia. The racists of Pretoria want
above all to carry out whatever actions they consider
effective to destroy SWAPO—the vanguard of the struggle
for the genuine liberation of Namibia. The South African
racists therefore continue their premeditated and vicious
acts of aggression against SWAPO and against all neigh-
bourinig countries which support the liberation struggle in
Namibia. The invasion of Angola and the massacre carried
out by South African soldiers at Kassinga is an indication of
the extremes of brutality to which South Africa does not
hesitate to go in order to achieve its goals of racist
domination and exploitation.

22. What can be the meaning of these so-called elections
when macy Namibian patriots, including Toivo Herman ya
Toivo, co-founder and distinguished leader of SWAPO, and
many other members of SWAPO remain in detention for
the sole crime of demanding that the rights of the Namibian

people to self-determination and independence be recog-

nized by South Africa? The Afrikaners speak of Namibia’s
rights to independence in voices which betray their insin-
cerity and scheming defiance of the well-considered views
and decisions of the United Nations. The imprisonment of
SWAPOQ leaders by the police of Pretoria has not a shred of
legitimacy and these leaders are subjected to torture and all
kinds of inhuman suffering. And yet, despite all the acts of
brutality of the racist oppressors, the Namibian people
continue to struggle and to reassert their aspirations for
self-determination and genuine independence. In the last few
days South African security police have arrested Daniel
Tjongarero, Vice-Chairman of SWAPO in Windhoek;
Mokganedi Tihabanello, Secretary for Information and
Publicity of SWAPO; Lucia Hamutenya, Secretary for Legal
Affairs of SWAPO; Axel Johannes, Administrative Secre-
tary of SWAPO;John Konjore, senior official of the SWAPO
Youth League; and Salomon Kamatham, Deputy Secretary
for Transport. These Namibian patriots and SWAPO offi-
cials were arrested in the early hours of 3 December 1978,
under section 6 of the notorious Terrorism Act of 1967. A
total of 80 other SWAPO supporters were rounded up and
gaoled. So much for free elections under South African
supervision aad control.

23. The General Assembly should be ready to resume
consideration of the question of Namibia as the defiant
actions of South Africa in Namibia continue to challenge
the responsibility of the United Nations for the Territory
and to threaten and manipulate the legitimate interests of
the Namibian people for self-determination, freedom and
genuine national independence.

24. The General Assembly must reaffirm the responsibility

« of the United Nations for the Territory of Namibia and its

support for the struggle of the Namibian people to achieve
self-determination, freedom and national independence in a
united Namibia. The General Assembly must reaffirm that
there can be an internationally acceptable settlement of the
question of Namibia only with the complete withdrawal of
the South African illegal administration from Namibia and
with the holding of free elections under United Nations
supervision and control. The General Assembly must
declare that the United Nations will not under any
circumstances legitimize the power-base of neo-colonial
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puppets and supporters of apartheid using the false argu-
ment that the sscond round of elections under United
Nations supervision and control would constitute a con-
sistent implementation of Security Council resolution
385 (1976) and all othur relevant resolutions of the General
Assembly and the Security Council. The General Assembly
must declare that South Africa will bear full responsibility
for the threat to intemational peace and security which its
continued defiance of the relevant decisions of the General
Assembly and the Security Council has brought upon
southern Africa. The General Assembly must reaffirm its
full support for SWAPO as the sole and authentic repre-
sentative of the Namibian people and its unswerving
commitment to the Namibian patriots in their courageous
struggle for self-determination, freedom and genuine inde-
pendence in a united Namibia.

25. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): 1
now call on the Rapporteur of the Special Committee on
the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples, Mr. Sami Glaiel of the Syrian Arab
Republic, to introduce chapter VIII of the Special Com-
mittee’s report in document A/33/23/Rev.1.

26. Mr. GLAIEL (Syrian Arab Republic), Rapporteur of
the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples (inter-
pretation from French): 1 have the honour to present to the
General Assembly the chapter of the report of the Special
Committee covering its work during 1978 in regard to
Namibia. This is chapter VIII of document A/33/23/Rev.1.

27. In paragraph 13 of resolution 32/42, of 7 December
1977, the General Assembly requested the Special Com-
mittee to continue to seek suitable means for the imme-
diate and full implementation of General Assembly reso-
lution 1514 (XV) in all Territories which have not yet
attained independence, and in particular:

*“(a) To formulate specific proposals for the elimi-

nation of the remaining manifestations of colonialism and
to report thereon to the General Assembly at its
thirty-third session;

“fb) To make concrete suggestions which could assist
the Security Council in considering appropriate measures
under the Charter with regard to developments in colonial
Territories. that are likely to threaten international peace
and security;

“fc) To continue to examine the compliance of Mem-
ber States with the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and with
other relevant resolutions on decolonization, particularly
those relating to Namibia and Southern Rhodesia;

“¢d} To continue to pay particular atfention to the
small Territories, including the sending of visiting mis-
sions thereto, as approprate, and to recommend to the
General Assembly the most suitable steps to be taken to
enable the populations of those Temitories to exercise
their .ight to self-determination, freedom and inde-
pendence”.

28. In studying the question of Namibia and preparing its
report, the Special Committee took into consideration also
the provisions of resolution 32/9 D, concerning the situa-
tion in Namibia resulting from the illegal occupation of the
Territory by South Africa; resolution 32/41, concerning the
International Conference in Support of the Peoples of
Zimbabwe and Namibia; and other relevant resolutions. In
keeping with that mandate, the Special Committee during
several of its plenary meetings considered, among other
things, the question of Namibia, now before the General
Assembly. The Security Council resolutions on Namibia, in
addition to the working paper prepared by the Secretariat
and annexed to the report of the Special Committee, was of
great use in the discussion and in the preparation of the
report.

29. The views expressed by various speakers and the
information provided by the representatives of the national
liberation movements invited to participate in the debates,
following consultation with the OAU, were very useful.

30. The Special Committee’s decision is contained in
section B of its report. The fact that that decision was
adopted by consensus demonstrates the unaniwity in the
Commmittee concerning the categorical rejection of the
illegal occupation of Namibia by the South African racist
régime.

31. The Committee condemned the continued occupation
of Namibia by the racist régime, its continuing policy of
bantustanization and apartheid, and the violence and
intimidation engaged in agairst the Namibian militants, as
well as their imprisonment. It reaffirmed that SWAPOQ is the
only legitimate representative of-the Namibian people and
that the only acceptable solution to the problem is the one
that leads to self-determination and independence and that
is based on the territorial integrity and unity of Namibia, in
keeping with United Nations resolutions and decisions. The
Committee rejected any negotiations that did not include
SWAPOQ, which is the only representative of the Namibian
people. It rejected the tribal talks and any manoeuvres
designed to impose a so-called internal settlement through
the establishment of a puppet régime.

32. The exploitation of the human and natural resources
of the Territory by the illegal régime and foreign corpo-
rations was also very strongly condemned. A specific
request was addressed to the Security Council to take the
appropriate measures under the Charter, including those
provided for under Chapter VII, with a view to facing up to
the militarization of Namibia by South Africa, which
refuses to implement” Security Council resolution
385 (1976).

33. It is important fo note that the Special Committee
reaffirmed -its support for the-Namibian people, under the
leadership of SWAPO, in its liberation struggle against the
South African régime. The Committee expressed its com-
plete and absolute support for the Urited Nations Council
for Namibia as the only legal authority in the Territory.

34. I could not conclude without noting that the Com-
mittee actively participated in the work of the General
Assembly’s ninth special session on Namibia and in various
international conferences on South Africa. It decided to
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keep before it the question of Namibia and developments in
that Territory. On behalf of the Special Committee I
express the hope that the General Assembly will approve
this part of the report, as well as the recommendations
contained iri the consensus adopted by the Committee.-

35. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish). The
first speaker in the debate on this item is the representative
of SWAPO. I call on him pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 31/152, of 20 December 1976.

36. Mr. GURIRAB (South West Africa People’s Organi-
zation). During the entire period of the international
community’s concern-and preoccupation with the question
of Namibia, the situation in our country has never been as
critical and ominous as today.

37. Notwithstanding the differences in time and distance
between Windhoek and New York, it is appropriate, nay
imperative, that the General Assembly should be seized of
the perennial problem of Namibia at the same time as the
illegal régime of South Africa has started unilateral, bogus
elections in Namibiz, a Territory for which the Unifed
Nations in 1966, on the initiative of this body, assumed a
unique legal responsibility until it could achieve political
emancipation and genuine independence.

38. It is, therefore, imperative that this Assembly should
meet today to consider and decide on what must be done
next in order to salvage the image and the.integrity of the
United Nations, which have been blemished as a result of
South Africa’s persistent flouting of its authority and
unpunished defiance of its resolutions and decisions.

39. South Africa’s continuous refusal to comply with the
resolutions and decisions of the General Assembly and the
Security Council on the question of Namibia, while often
acknowledged as regrettable, in fact has come to be
considered as customary in the United Nations. This is so
because over the years the recalcitrance and duplicity of
certain key Western Powers having special relations of
economic collaboration and interdependence with the racist
Pretoria rulers have rendered the United Nations indecisive
and ineffective. But while salvaging its blemished image and
integrity, the United Nations must also firmly reassert its
authority at this critical stage. by adopting a comprehensive
programme of effective measures to secure South Africa’s
scrupulous compliance with its demands and directives.

40. This meeting of the General Assembly is convened in-

the context of the latest developments regarding Namibia.
On 27 November 1978 the Security Council met to review
the Secretary-General’s progress report contained in docu-
ment S/12938 of 24 November 19782 —and there is now a
supplementary report contained in document S/12950 of
2 December 19782 —submitted pursuant to Secunty Coun-
cil resolution 439 (1978).

41. SWAPO wishes to take this opportunity to commend
the Secretary-General and his able staff for their diligence
and courage in defending correctly the letter and spirit of
the Security Council resolutions on Namibia, and the

2 See Official Records of tke Security Council, Thirty-third Year,
Supplement for October, November and December 1978,

objectives and principles of the United Nations in respect of
Namibia’s decolonization and genuine national inde-
pendence. The Secretariat officials did their utmost in
trying to expedite the process of consultations with
Pretoria’s spokesmen in New York in order to find the basis
for an agreement regarding the implementation of the
independence plan for Namibia adopted by the Security
Council. The lack of progress in this regard, evident from
the latest reports of the Secretary-General is very largely
due to South Africa’s dilly-dallying and inflexibility, but
also in no small measure to the fact that those with obvious
influence over the régime are reluctant to use that influence
to facilitate progress. Consequently, at this juncture, the
Security Council finds itself in an impasse. It appears that
Scuth Africa has succeeded once -again in delaying a
decision in the Council by enabling its friends, with vague
promises, to block the required action under the Charter of
the United Nations.

42. The SWAPO delegation nirmly believes that the Secu-
rity Council and South Africa have now reached a dead end
and are on a collision course. We do not believe that those
racists should be allowed tc hold to ransom the entire
international community, exemplified in the Security
Council, by creating at each stage ever more faits accom-
plis, calculated to permit evasion of the demands of the
Security Council and the General Assembly for the speedy
decolonization of Namibia.

43. There is nothing new about the defiant attitude of
South Africa towards the United Nations. South Africa has
absolutely no respect for the decisions or even the
authority of this Organization. The 32-year-old history of
international dispute between that régime and the United
Nations over Namibia is marked not by conciliation or
co-operation, but by bitterness and confrontation.

44. The much publicized Western initiative which lasted
about 19 monthe, since April last year, was originally
presented as a serious effort to break the stalemate.
Frankly, this has not been achieved and from all we hear,
see and know there is no prospect whatsoever that the
South African racists will change and accept the United
Nations demands and directives intended to bring about the
transfer of power from that illegal colonial administration
to the patriots of Namibia, in accordance with the agreed
principles.

45. It is against the background of this manifest defiance
of South Africa, against the background of broken promises
and compromised assurances during those 19 months, and
against the ever-escalating violent confrontation inside
Namibia that we in SWAPO have concluded that the limit
has been reached beyond which neither SWAPO nor the

United Nations can go without irrevocably compromising

and undermining the sacred cause of liberation in Namibia.
It is a cause which both the people of Namibia themselves
and, happily, the international community, have long
accepted as a decolonization problem which, if resolved
through negotiations, must be resolved strictly on the basis
of the resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security
Council and not on the basis of colonial claims and foreign
interests. It was not at all difficult to realize that the South
African régime had no intention whatsoever of agreeing to
elections supervised and controlied by the United Nations;
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it went along up to a certain point only as a tactical
manoeuvre, South Africa expected that SWAPO would not
participate. But now that SWAPQ’s commitment in this
regard is unassailable, South Africa is seeking to create a
new situation whereby the United Nations will be put in

the position of having to deal with the puppets whom -

South Africa is imposing on our people in Namibia at this
moment. This group of quislings, namely the so-called
Democratic Turnhalle Alliance wili then be accorded the
right to veto any subsequent move by the United Nations in
Namibia. They will pretend to represent the people of
Namibia and on the basis of that false claim make
impossible demands on the United Nations. They are
already on record with regard to the final and definitive
report of the Secretary-General.3 They regard it as merely a
working paper for fresh negotiations in the future for
international recognitior, while at the same time South
Africa is entrenching them as an authority in the country.

46. All this is meant to create riore complex problems and
to delay genuine independence in Namibia. It must be
pointed out that the purpose of the present electoral farce
is to establish a constituent assembly. It is not a mere
testing of public opinion. In other words, South Africa is
about to get away with the effective implementation of the
sinister schemes and stratagems it adopted long ago and is
conniving to involve the United Nations in order to
legitimize its illegal acts.

47. This is the case in point. This is the challenge before
the United Nations. This is the problem that the General
Assembly is faced with at the moment.

48. It is in this context that the focus of the question of
Namibia has shifted from the Security Council, which
remains suspended, to the General Assembly. For obvious
reasons, SWAPO is pleased that this Assembly now has an
opportunity to look critically at the problems at hand, and
specifically to pronounce itself on the present crisis in
Namibia, compounded as it is by the current illegal, bogus
elections and the accompanying reactionary violence there.

49. Over the years during which the armed struggle being
waged in Namibia by SWAPO, and all the other forms of
the struggle, have progressed through stages and developed
into the most effective method of resistance against foreign
occupation, the General Assembly and its subsidiary organs,
especially the United Nations Council for Namibia, have
taken courageous and far-reaching decisions and.adopted
projects and programmes to strengthen the efforts of the
people of Namibia to secure the speedy liberation of our
country.

50. Last May the General Assembly met in a special
session on Namibia. Comrade Sam Nujoma, the President of
SWAPO and the national leader of the Namibian people,
had the privilege of addressing that session on three
separate occasions* to present the position of SWAPO. The
support and solidarity expressed during that debate by

31bid, Supplement for July, August and September 1978,
document §/12827.

4 Sec Official Records of the Genergl Assembly, Ninth Special
Session, Plenary Meetings, 1st meeting, paras. 77-132; did., 10th
mesting, paras. 48-82; ibid., 15th meeting, paras. 68-73.

more than 120 speakers, including Heads of Government,
Foreign Ministers and other high-ranking officials, are still
fresh in our memory. Many of the renewed pledges made
then have since been translated into programmes of
generous material assistance. We thank all those countries

-most sincerely for their support and assistance.

51. After a debate which lasted more than a week the
special session adopted a political Declaration and a
Programme of Actica [resolution $-9/2] which dealt with
all the pertinent issues, including Walvis Bay, concerning
the independence cf Namibia. The resolution which encom-
passed the two documents not only goes to great lengths in
reiterating the increased and continued support for our
people and our movement, but also assures us of the
continued concern and anguish of the overwhelming ma-
jority of the Members of this Organization and their
commitment to adopting effective measures to compel the
Pretoria racists to withdraw from Namibia.

52. In addition, the position of the United Nations
Council for Namibia as the only lega! authority admin-
istering Namibia until freedom and genuine independence
are attained in a united Namibia has been further enhanced
and strengthened. The United Nations Council for Namibia,
under the dynamic and charming leadership of Ambassador
Konie of Zambia, is a reliable and effective ally of SWAPO
in the common struggle. The important statement just
made by the President of the Council for Namibia attests to
this co-operation between the Council, the office of the
Commissioner for Namibia and SWAPO. We appeal at this
rostrum for support for the Council, the United Nations
Institute for Namibia located in Lusaka, Zambia, the
Nationhood Programme and ,all the other projects and
programmes in support of our present struggle, as well as
for the preparations for a future independent Namibia, to
be augmented and revitalized.

53. Before and particularly since the special session the
President of SWAPO, Comrade Nujoma, and other officials
and spokesmen of SWAPO inside Namibia and abroad, have
explained and reiterated, in a painstaking fashion and with
vision, our position on the present stage of the struggle and
on the status and ramifications of the diplomatic initiatives
that we have been involved in for quite some time. Qur
position in this regard is clear and unquestionable.

54. In July and again in September and October of this
year SWAPQO’s views were put forward yet again in the
Security Council by Comrade Nujoma and another SWAPO
representative.s > 7

55. Our position with regard to Security Council reso-
luticn 435 (1978) and the final and definitive report of the
Secretary-General, endorsed by that resolution was set out
clearly and succinctly in a_.letter dated 8 September 1978
addressed to the Secretary-General by Comrade Nujoma.
This letter is contained in Security Council document
S/12841 of 8 September 1978. In that letter we presented
the analytical background of the armed struggle itself, the
Western initiative- and our attitude towards all the other
forms of the struggle. Specifically, with regard to the

5 See Official Records of the Security Council, Thirty-third Year,

2082nd, 2087th and 2092nd meetings.
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possibility of a negotiated settlement in Namibia, we said
the following:

“The objective of the struggle of the people of Namibia,
under their national liberation movement, SWAPO, has
always been and remains the total liberation of our
country. SWAPO, representing the aspirations of our
people, has consistently fought for the attainment of this
objective. Because of the intransigence and arrogance of
the enemy, which had blocked all possible peaceful
avenues to our country’s independence, SWAPO was
compelled to resort to armed struggle in order to attain
our objective. In the process, hundreds of our best sons

and daughters have sacrificed and are sacrificing their lives. -

“But while carrying out the armed struggle, SWAPO has
always maintained the position that, whenever possi-
bilities arose for a meaningful negotiated termination to
the illegal ocrupation of our country- by the South
African racists, SWAPO would not hesitate to lend its
support to such efforts. The history of our own move-
ment in this direction is clear and requires no further
elucidation. It was SWAPO which encouraged and sup-
ported the African States as well as the other supporters
of our liberation struggle to promote efforts in the
Security Council which culminated in the adoption of
resolution 385 (1976). It has also been SWAPO which has
never for one moment hesitated to encourage and support
any and all efforts geared towards the implementation of
this and other relevant resolutions of the Security Council
and General Assembly.

[ 13
.

“SWAPO which derives its legitimacy from the over-
whelming support of the people of Namibia, has always
maintained that we are prepared for free and fair
elections in the Territory. For such elections to be held, a
climate of confidence, free of fraud, intimidation and

harassment, must be created. It is on that basis that -

SWAPO has supported one of the fundamental provisions
of resolution 385 (1976), that is to say, the holding of
elections under United Nations supervision and control.
And it is for the same reason that we cannot accept a
situation where South Africa is trying to create further
- faits accomplis in the Territory and attempting to pre-
empt the legitimate expression of the people of Na-
mibia.”6

Then we pointed out the following:

“SWAPO has taken up arms to resist the violence and
repression of the occupying forces. When conditions can
be created for putting an end to that violence, the
necessity for the contiiuation of the armed struggle will
no longer be there. You will recall that, at our meeting
with you on Tuesday, 5 September 1978, we made it very
clear that we attached the utmost importance to the
scrupulous honouring of the cease-fire. In this connexion,
we had proposed that a formal and binding instru-
ment . .. is logical and necessary to avoid further con-
frontations and to ensure a scrupulous observance of the
provisions of the cease-fire. We hereby reiterate our

6 Ibid., Thirty-third Year, Supplement for July, August and
September 1978, document S/12841, annex.

readiness to sign the agreement, provided that the South’
African régime does the same. We would also propose
that the agreement should be authenticated by the .
Secretary-General. This is a further demonstration of our
good faith and commitment to seriously honour and
abide by the resolution of the Security Council aimed at
implementing the proposal in accordance with resolution
385 (1976).”7

Finally, we assured the Secretary-General that:

“With the above understanding, SWAPO accepts the
Secretary-Genesal's report and pledges its full co-
operation for a speedy action by the Security Council. In
so doing, SWAPO is conscious that it is fulfilling its
historical responsibilities as the legitimate and authentic
representative of our people.”8

56. Thot is still our.position today. We are committed and
we are willing to participate in elections supervised and
controlled by the United Nations. South Africa has never
been, and it is not, committed or willing.

57. Given the present situation, and without the prior
agreement that will create the necessary peaceful conditions
for such elections, there is no hope whatsoever that there
will be a negotiated settlement in the foreseeable future in
Namibia. Therefore the struggle must continue. We are
committed to a protracted struggle. We have the people
behind us. It is a people’s struggle. It is this knowledge
which assures us of victory, which we know is certain.

58. We do not believe that the inability of the Security
Council to take action in the face of demonstrated defiance
by South Africa in the present situation should prevent the
General Assembly from assuming responsibility on the basis
of its own powers and obligations to act where the Security
Council is unable to do so. It would be doing a disservice to
those progressive countries members of the Security Coun-
cil that were ready and prepared to act, but could not do so
because of certain constraints created by others, if we were
to generalize about the Security Council. That is certainly
not our intention. We are specifically talking about the
reluctance of the major Western Powers members of the
Security Council—-the veto Powers—to face up to South
Africa’s challenge and to support sanctions against that
régime. We know that South Africa is a valuable, perhaps
indispensable, ally because of its control over the rich
mineral resources and its geopolitical and geostrategic
position in the area, in addition to its being at present a
white redoubt in southern Africa. Those are the realities. -

59. The futile words and hollow promises that we have
been hearing for quite some time have, we submit, been
meant essentially to deflect the course of the armed

‘struggle and to lessen the pressure from the progressive

international community. In the process Soutih Africa has
been enabled to earn itself a degree of respectability in
some influential quarters in the West and acquire the image
of a sincere and conciliatory decolonizing power in Na-
mibia. That is false; that is misleading. South Africa remains
the obstacle.

7 Ibid.
8 Ibid.
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60. Since the Security Council cannot and will not act at

this stage for the reasons given, the General Assembly must

initiate action. In this regard the only course of action

commensurate with the present crisis in Namibia—given the

fact that everything else has already been tried repeatedly

but in vain—is for the General Assembly to adopt at this

time a resolution indicating a comprehensive programme of
economic sanctions, in order to ensure South Africa’s

compliance and to force it to yield power to the people of
Namibia. Then the Security Council should be requested to"
do likewise, encouraged by the kind of unanimity or

consensus that is bound to emerge from this debate. At the

same time, however, the General Assembly should keep the

situation under constant review and take appropriate action

as may be required.

61. Like the tactics and strategies SWAPO employs on the
military front, the General Assembly should view the
Namibian problem, on the diplomatic front, as a protracted
struggle and adopt both short-term and long-term actions
on that basis.

62. We believe that the combined pressure of and con-
certed action by the people of Namibia, led by SWAPO,
and the international community will inevitably, sooner
rather than later, force the South African régime to
surrender.

63. In conclusion, '‘we appeal to the General Assembly, to
the Secretary-Generui, to the United Nations Council for
Namibia and to all members of the United Nations
community, as well as to friends outside, to join SWAPO in
demanding the immediate and unconditional release of the
six SWAPO leaders and officials who were illegally and
brutally seized during the early hours of 3 December 1978
by the Fascist police of South Africa. Those comrades are:
Daniel Tjongarero, SWAPO Vice-Chairman; Mokganedi
Tlhabanello, Secretary for Information and Publicity; Lucia
Hamutenya, Secretary for Legal Affairs; Axel Johannes,
Administrative Secretary; Salomon Kamatham, Deputy
Secretary for Transport; and John Konjore, officer for the
SWAPO Youth League. All are now in gaol in Namibia.

They are being held under section 6 of the notorious

Terrorism Act, which carries, upon conviction, a minimum
sentence of five years’ imprisonment and a maximum sen-
tence of death. That draconian Act—we call it the SWAPO
Act—was hastily enacted in 1967 expressly to detain
Comrade Toivo Herman ya Toivo and about 37 other
SWAPO members for voicing opposition to apartheid,
colonialism and repression in Namibia and for daring to
advocate freedom and national liberation.

64. Those comrades have been severely beaten and tor-
tured since their incarceration, and have been taken
surrcptitiously to a segregated—that is, all-white—hospital at
Windhoek, in order that the inhuman, heinous crimes
committed against them might be covered up by the South
African régime. They were identified by our people as they
were being secretly ferried to the hospital. Similar arrests
and victimization are continuing unabated at this moment.
Even those reportedly released are under orders to appear
before the so-called courts.

65. We reject with contempt, and with the scom that it
deserves, any attempt made now or to be made in the

future, from whatever quarter, aimed at putting SWAPO on
the same footing as the puppets and traitors of the so-called
Democratic Turnhalle Alliance. Single-handed, SWAPQ has
fought, suffered and sacrificed to maintain the integrity of
our struggle and to represent and protect the inalienable
rights and legitimate interests of our people. The Demo-
cratic Tumhalle Alliance is a creature of the enemy and its
interest is identical to that of that enemy, South Africa,
which created it, and is promoting it at home and in the
Western capitals. It, too, will exit with its creator when
that creator goes.

66. With the present unilateral, bogus elections in Namibia
SWAPO has absolutely nothing to do. Never in the past
have we recognized or dealt in any shape or form with
puppets, quislings or traitors; we are not doing so now, nor
shall we in the future. We urge the international community
to adopt a similar position. We ask the Assembly to
pronounce itself similarly on this question.

67. SWAPO wishes to put on record our profound thanks
and gratitude to the Secretary-General for his persisteat
efforts in furtherance of the principles and objectives of the
United Nations on the question of Namibia. We appreciate
the burden that this has placed on his health and his
valuable time. We wish him continued good health so that
he may persevere for as long as the problem exists.
Together we can hasten the day of liberation.

68. We sincerely thank you, Mr. President, and the
General Assembly, for allowing us once again to speak in
this debate. We also thank the Rapporteur of the Special
Committee, Mr. Sami Glaiel of the Syrian Arab Republic,
for the brilliant manner in which he introduced the report
of that Committee.

69. Finally, we reaffirm that South Africa is our arch-
enemy and we renew our determination to continue the
struggle until victory, which is certain. We condemn those
who support and abet South Africa.

70. To our Western friends, especially the five Powers, two
of which will leave the Security Council at the end of this
year, we say at this stage, “Thanks—for what? “But we still
urge thein to help save the situation for all of us and most
of all for the children of the victims of Kassinga.

71. The struggle continues. The victory is certain. We wish
that victory for all our comrades in arms of the authentic
national liberation movements, and that certamly includes
the Palestine Liberation Organization. =

72. Mr. SAHLOUL (Sudan): I should like at the outset to
congratulate the President of the United Nations Council
for Namibia on her lucid and comprehensive statement this
afternoon _introducing the report of the Council. The
Namibian situation has already reached a critical stage, with
the holding of illegal elections under the watchful supér-
vision of the South African régime and the futile attempts
by all concerned to postpone those illegal elections. My
delegation will therefore limit its statement in this debate
to the latest developments in the Territory.

73. My Government has examined the report submitted
by the Secretary-General pursuant to paragraph 7 of Secu-
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rity Council resolution 439 (1978) contained in document
$/12938 and the supplementary report contained in docu-
ment S/12950, and has reached the conclusion that the
period of grace granted to South Africa since the meetings
of the Security Council ending on 13 November 1978 did
not result in a change of heart by the South African
Government, as some members of the Council had con-
tended. This result was expected all along by the African
States. That is why the African countries advocated the
adoption and application of measures under t'¢ relevant
provisions of Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter
during the debate in the Security Council which resulted in
the adoption of resolution 439 (1978). If the African group
of States then agreed to a compromise which delayed
action on the application of the relevant provisions of
Chapter VII until 25 November, it was only because of the
insistence of the Western countries, which f»** -ompelled to
give the South African Government - Ace to come
round, to endorse resolution 435 (197 its entirety and
thus to open the way towards its impiementation.

74. We feel, therefore, that the African countries have
shown both wisdom and seif-restraint in complying with the
request of the Western countries at that juncture. It was
necessary to expose the South African position beyond any
reasonable doubt and for the Western countries to shoulder
their responsibiiities as members of the international com-
munity playing a major and perhaps decisive role in the
resolution of this critical problem.

75. The discussions that the Secretary-General of the
United Nations had with the South African Secretary for
Foreign Affairs, and later with the South African Minister
for Foreign Affairs, seem to have been inconclusive. No
issue of substance was resolved in those discussions.
Instead, all that the Secretary-General seems to have
gathered during his talks with the Secretary for Foreign
Affairs of South Africa is the contention of the latter that:

“As regards co-operation for the implementation of
resolution 435 (1978)... the gap between the Security
Council and his Government has been narrowed through
subsequent talks; the remaining outstanding issw:s could
be resolved through consultations as envisaged in tii joint
-statement after the talks in Pretoria.” [S/72938,
para. 13.]

76. The discussions with the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of South Africa were in the same vein, as the South African
official in his reply to the clarifications sought by the
Secretary-General merely agreed:

“ ..to recommend to the parties concerned that
resolution 435 (1978) be implemerted. In the meantime,
consultations on the few outstanding points will be
continued in an effort to resolve them.” [S§/12950,

para. 4 (a)]

77. Here, we must confess, we are not quite sure which are
the “parties concerned” to which the South African
Foreign Minister is referring. However, we must be con-
vinced by now that the South African authorities are bent
on following the course which they have adopted on the
Namibian question since they went back on their agreement
to co-operate with the United Nations in leading Namibia

to the stage of statehood. Their purpose now is to gain
enough time to set up a local administration to their own
liking through the elections now taking place in the
Territory and to face the international community with a
fait"accompli, hoping that in the months ahead they can
manoeuvre and maintain that administration in power,
giving it a semblance of legality and international ac-
ceptance in an election process to be worked out at some
future time with the United Nations Transition Assistance
Group. An indication of this line of thinkirg can perhaps be
traced in the ccntention of the Secretary for Foreign
Affairs of South Africa that:

*. .. the election would take place as scheduled by his
Government and announced by the then Prime Minister
of South Africa.... The election would give an indi-
cation whether the elected representatives would repre-
sent the people of South West Africa. It was left to the
Secretary-General -and the five Western Governments to
decide whether after the election in December they
would wish to continue to negotiate with the Govern-
ment of South Africa.” [S/12938, para. 18.]

78. In another respect, the Secretary for Foreign Affairs
of South Africa, in referring to the elections due to be held
under United Nations supervision and the conditions
prevailing in the Territory when such elections take place,
emphasized:

¢, .. that after establishing such a date it should not be
possible for any party to delay the election. The date
should then be adhered to irrespective of whether there
was a cessation of hostilities and a subsequent reduction
of South African troops.” [Ibid., para. 14.]
79. The implications, as my delegation sees them, are the
following.

80. First, the present elections conducted by the Souti:
African authorities would lead to an administrative struc-
ture which would prove amenable to South African wishes
and intentions.

81. Secondly, fullowing the setting up of such an admin-
istration the South Afr'zan Government would advocate
that any future negotiations with the United Nations and
the five Western countries be held with that administration.
Naturally, South Africa would continue to play a major
role behind the scewcs ¢firough that puppet administration.

82. Thirdly, meanwhile, SWAPO and its supporters, who,
in our view, comprise the overwhelming inajority of the
inhabitants of the Territory, would be side-tracked since
they would not be able to take part in any elections,

. whether present or future, because of the continuation of

the state of hostility, bearing in mind that South Africa has
persistently skirted the issue that there should be a formal
cessation of hostilities between South Africa and SWAPO
before any preparations for elections under United Nations
supervision can start in earnest.

83. The net result of all those manoeuvres is that South
Africa is preparing the ground for the sctting up of a
puppet régime in Namibia, thus frustrating the plans of the
international community to establish a genuinely inde-
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pendent State in the Territory. This may perhaps be
followed, some time in the future, by a similar régime in
Zimbabwe, throwing in effect a cordon sanitaire around
South Africa to protect the hold of the apartheid régime in
tie territory of South Africa against any incugsion by
African liberation movements attempting to overthrow
such a régime.

84, This line of thinking may not cause any astonishment
in African public opinion, but the important issue to
resolve at this juncture is how thi line of thinking by the
South African authorities is viewed by the five Western
countries in their dealing with the problem of apartheid and
racism in the southern part of Africa. After all, South
Africa figures prominently i the global strategy and plans
of the Western Powess. Iis strategic position in respect to
the oil route around the Cape and its control of a
significant part of the mineral waalth of the African plateau
make it ap important source of vital raw materials to the
industries of the West and an anvil in the system of bases
overlooking the Indian and Pacific Oceaps. If such con-
siderations figure prominently in the Western approach to
the problems of Namibia and apartheid, then the South
African régime will continue to feel free to pursue any
policy that fits in with its determination to maintain the
hold of the white minority on the territories of South
Africa, Zimbabwe and Namibia.

85. We feel it is imperative at this juncture for the Western
Powers to assess the situation correctly and in the light of
thair interests in Africa, and to reconcile themselves to the
emergonce of genuine majority rule in the Territory as a
whole. The rise of African nationalism cannot be ignored
much longer and the genuineness of African nationalism
gannot be blurred and smeared with accv-ations of ex-
tremiism or ideological inclinations, to the detriment of
African interests and aspirations. The Patriotic Front
fighting for majority rule in Zimbabwe, the SWAPO
movement struggling for the independence of Namibia and
the Pan-Africanist Congress of Azania and the African
Nationak Congress of South Aftica in southern Africa are all
genuine African movements supported by the African
masses in the three tertitories. It is in the interests of peace
and secwiity in the \3gion that those movements be fully
mpported by the iwewational community and that the
issues of independence aad: racialcquality be resolved if we
are to avert the dmift towands rgzial. confrontation and
sventual conflict in the tegion, with their, unforeseeable
implications.

&6. The problem: of Namibia offers a unique qppartunity
ta proceed along the path of congiliation.and the-develop-
ment of a peaceful resplution of the isspe in-question: The.
greundwork for the setting up of a genuinely independent
§tate hay already bgen laid in the respegtive resqlutions.
gdopted in the Sewnty Councik. 'Eha manqeuvres.qf Squth
&frica must Je halted by a gif.f;xsmm by the. internatio~al
Wty ta isolate the South African. régime.and apply
e relevant provisnons of Chapter VHE: of the. United
hanuns Charter. We honestly believe that we are.left with
cption but to call for chis move; the five Western
»umiﬁs?s will be well sdvised to join in this international
a.ifun if they wact to contioue to play a significant part in
the shaping of events in Namibia for the present, and
subscquently ip Zimbabwe and in South Africa itself.

87. We do believe that the time has come for all concerned
to stop beating about the bush and face up to their
responsibilities, The relations between the West and Africa
should be based on equality and mutual respect and
benefit, and consequently the resolution of the Namibian
problem should be an cutcome of the realization of such
principles and objectives. An indication of willingness on
the part of the Western countries to implement the relevant
provisions of Chapter VII of the Charter of the United
Nations on South Africa would go a long way towards
allaying African suspicions regarding their sincerity and
motivations.

88. Mr. GAYAMA (Congo) (interpretation from French):
A few days ago the African group of States requested the
Security Council to suspend its debate on the question of
Namibia so as to enable the General Assembly, in ac-
cordance with the rules of procedure, to consider the
quastion itself.

89. It was indeed normal that States Members of the
United Nationc as a whole should be able to express their
views from this rostrum on cne of the problems which in
our statements to the Security Council we described as
being one “of the most unbearable aberrations in the
history of our contemporary world””.?

90. The General Assembly might usefully provide inspira-
tion for the Security Council, which once again is to take
up the question.

91. This objective of exploration and conciliation that
characterizes our approach has already been illustrated by
the repeated consideration of this question in the As-
sembly. Indeed, so as to ensure that this free and
independent Namibia we seek would have every chance, we
gave all ik . parties involved in the affair all the time
required so that the General Assembly might be in a
position to make a less pessimistic judgement than usual as
to the evolution of this situation.

92. Have we been successful? That is the crux of the
matter. I fear, however, that at the present time we must
still answer in the negative; and unfortunately that is what
the record will shoa.

93. On- 4 December, South Africa initiated a movement
towards an internal solution by organizing sham elections in
Namibia, As one might have expected, it accompanied this
operation with its full quota of violence. Many arrests were
made, particularly of members or supporters of SWAPO.
Acts. of intimidation, fraud and mindless terror have taken
place on a wide scale, providing a clear idea of how South
Africa congeives of self-determination.

94. We hope that no one among the world’s public will be

surprised by such: a state of affairs. As long as South Africa

continues to_arrogate to itself the right to exercise any kind

of trusteeship, even by remote control, over Nam’bia, that

country wilk always experience misfortune, because no joy’
or indeed anything goed can come out of South Africa,

95. This is.so true that history has rarely witnesse so sad,
so tragic a sham election as this which, rather than
heralding a new dawn, presages-a future of mouming.

9 Ibid., Thirty-third Year, 2013th meeting.
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96. Our pessimism stems from two sources: first, our
certainty that South Africa will not leave Namibia unless it
is forced out. Its Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Botha,
has already given the Secretary-General to understand that
he sees no incompatibility between a South African
military presence on the one hand and the possible
organization of elections under the supervision of the
United Nations on the other. When the Secretary-General
proposed that the United Nations Transition Assistance
Group arrive in Namibia next January, the South African
Government for good reason did not want to take any
decision on the matter.

97. Although South Africa stated at the end of last week
that it hoped to co-operate with a view to the implemen-
tation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), we do
not really see what certainty this statement provides,
because South Africa still says that it wishes to discuss the
principles of the resolution, the provisions of which have
already been submitted to it.

98. Already—and this is my second reason for pessimism—
such negotiations would have to begin with an inherent
defect. Does Pretoria have the right to keep one of the
partiess—SWAPO—out of the negotiations? And one may
also wonder why South Africa claims to have the right to
decide the composition of the United Nations Transition
Assistance Group.

99, If such excessive prerogatives are given to South Africa
by the Western negotiators, then could not the interna-
tional community also demand as a pre-condition the
settiement of the question of Walvis Bay? In fact, this port
has never been recognized by SWAPO or by the United
Nations as anything other than an integral part of Namibian
territory. If South Africa is going to remege on the
commitmenis it assumed, it should also realize that the
United Natjons does after all have rights to exercise over all
or part of the Namibia that South Africa is illegally

[occupying.

100. ‘We should perhaps Jock more closely at whai Walvis
Bay means 1o South Africa. We have frequently pointed out
the strategic importance of this port located on the
Atlantic. It is = large military base, with approximately
4,000 white soldiers. As a fishing port, Walvis Bay .in this
-year dlone has dlready earned approximately $US 8 million
for South Africa. Walvis Bay is considered one -of the five
mdjor ports of South Africa. Tt is a fact that 80 1o 90 per
cent of Namibian trade passes through that port. With such
facts, thow can one allow South Africa to suffocate an
‘independent Namiibia by denying it beforchand its right to
-exercise iis sovereignty over the port?

101. ‘We thave 4lso told the Security Council that we are
sceptical about megotiations which would completely dose
stheir thrust f exclusively thased on the goodwill ofa ’South
Africa -whigh thas mone. “The five Western Powers have
enough information 4o permit them to refrain from
becoming dnvdlvedina- veritable slivlomaticbattle thatthey
wonildhave to- wage against South Africa.

102. We ‘bglieve that the five Powers together can exert
-pressure .on the Pretoria Government. Any attitude which
wonilil lead South Africa to believe jin .advanee that no

puriitive -measure would eyer e taken :against +it -under

Chapter VII of the Charter would rv veal 8 rathicr ambiguous
attitude.

103. It will be recalled that Great Britain had earlier been
reproached for having committed the same error with
regard to the Rhodesian affair, when the Government in
London had publicly stated that it would never use force to
put down the rebellion, From then on one suspécts that lan
Smith and his rebels could sleep soundly, having the
assurance that they would never be seriously disturbed, In
fact, Salisbury did not begin to show signs of weariness
until the guerrilla activities were stepped up.,

104. It is to be feared that such assurances—which, even
though they have not yet been formulated, are nevertheless
real-may be given to South Africa in the game it is playing
vis-3-vis the five Western Powers, for, at the very time we
are debating this question, the press is reporting financial
transactions and lucrative investments being made quietly
between certain Western and South African enterprises
established in Namibja, where they control the economy of
the country. In such a situation, we ars aboye all congerned
with the interests and the prestige of our Organization.

These interests and pzestnge will depend upon its capability
to harness in the secvice of law and peace the strength of all
its Members, in particular those that are entrusted with the
maintenance of security throughout the world.

105. In this respect we do not see why measures, even
though at first selective, could not be eavisaged under
Chapter VI of the Charter, so as to dissuade Pretoria.

106. The report of the United Natiops Council for
Namibia recalls or proposes a series of practical measures
which, if their implementation were to begin, might cause
our pessimism 1o tuen to optimism.

107. However, southern Africa, which is such 2 boiling
cauldron, viewed as a whole only makes all of mankind feel
most sombre about the future. The keystone of this entire
situation is precisely South Africa, with its system of
ovpression of Africans. Just as Europeans of ancient times
used to say about an African Power, Carthage, “Delenda est
Carthggo®, we must resolutely decide to destroy the system
of gpartheid, so that a truly lasting peace may reign in
Naw? ~ and, indeed, in all of southern Africa, for, since
the . special session, devoted to the question of
Namibia, which was held this year, all cr almost all aspects
of this guestion have been .defined. What Namibia now
requires are actions expressing the total commitment of the
by side with its $people e A0ps that that will be the
.outcome of the present debate.

108. Mr. PRAKASH (India):1® The history of United
Nations General Assembly and Sgcurity Council resglutions
on the question of Namibia is a saga of the determined and
dedicated efforts of the Members of the world body to
‘termiinate South Africa’s -il.¢gal occupation of the inter-
natipnal -texsitory, to bring to an end:South Africa’s cruel,
‘brutal and dnhuman suppression and oppression of the
‘Namibian people, to expose and :prevent South Africa’s
attempts to jrstall 2 puppet and client régime in that richly

A 1G:Mr. Prakash spokz in Hindi ‘The English version of his
statement was supplied by the delegation.
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endowed bart of the world and, above all, to ensure that
the people of Namjbia are not deprived of thei inalienable
right to self-determination and independence.

109. These efforts of the United Nations date back to
1966, when by its resolution 2145 (XXI) of 27 Gctober
1966 the General Assembly assumed direct responsibility
for the future of Namibia by terminating South Africa’s
Mandate over Namibia and declaring it an international
Territory. Unfortunately, this de jure termination of South
Africa’s Mandate to this day remains unrealized and
unimplemented. In 1967 the General Assembly established
the United Nations Council for Namibia as the legal
Administering  Authority for Namibia [resolution
2248 (8-V)]. Thie body has rendered yeoman service in
mobilizing public opinion- and support among the inter-
national community for the cause of the Namibian people
in their just struggle for independence under the leadership
of SWAPO, their sole and authentic representative. None
the less, 12 years and scores of General Assembly and
Security Council resolutions later, the light of inde-
pendence at the end of the dark tunnel of despair and
inequity still eludes the people of Namibia.

110. At many points during these 12 years the Security
Council adopted strongly worded resolutions categorically
calling upon South Africa to withdraw from Namibia and
sternly warning it that failure to co-operate with the United
Nations in the implementation of its resolutions would lead
to further action against it, as provided for in the Charter of
the United Nations, in particular Chapter VII of the
Charter.

111. On almost an equal number of occasions during these
12 years, we have been buoyed up with hopes and
expectations that at last South Africa had agreed to
co-operate with the United Nations in ending its illegal
occupation of Namibia. Each time, however, these expec-
tations have proved to be nothing but a series of misleading
mirages in the South African desert of deceit and duplicity.
And =very time that the Security Council has sought to
impose sanctions against the recalcitrant and unrepentant
South Africa, such action has been blocked either by
certsin countries which continue to have massive political
and economic vested interests in South Africa or by yet
another promise of “considering co-operation™ by South
Africa itself.

412. Todsy we are at just such another cross-roads as
described aboye. We have before us the proposals of the five
Western members of the Security Councilt? for an inter-
Rationally acceptable settlement o_f‘ the question of Na-
aibia, namely, for that country's transition to inde-
pendence after clections held under the supervision and
control of the United Natians. These proposals, presented
in March 1978, haye since been adopted by the Sscurity
Council, ¥ide jts resclutions 431 {1978) and 435 (1978).

113. Op 25 April 1978, a date which coincided with the
gm;ti; ;peqa; sessiop of the Genegal Assembly, devoted to

she guestion of Namibia, South Africa dramatically an-
mced its acceptance of the Western proposals—a move

31 See Of{" ficial Records of the Security Council, Fhirty-third
g;ean Supplersent for April, May and June 1978, document

carefully calculated to preempt SWAPO and blunt the
impending call for strong action against South Africa being
proposed by States Members of the United Nations.

114. Few of us were taken in by this. That very day the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of India in his statement before
that session of the General Assembly!2 declared that South
Africa’s so-called acceptance suffered from serious limita-
tions. These limitations have become increasingly apparent
in the intervening eight months and are the result of South
Africa’s continued intransigence in its desire to retain its
political and economic stranglehold over Namibia by any
and every means at its command.

Mr. Urquia (El Salvador), Vice-President, took the Chair.

115. This has now culminated in South Africa’s unilateral
and completely illegal decision to hold its own elections in
Namibia without any United Nations supervision and
control. These elections and their results have alrzady been
condemned by the Security Council as null and void, a step
which the full membership of the Gensral Assembly must
now endorse. The fact that despite tize Security Council’s
call on South Africa to cancel these elections they are being
conducted is yet another example of South Africa’s blatant
defiance of the wilt of the international community. This in
itself warrants immediate and appropriate retaliation by the
United Nations in terms of strong action against South
Africa, as provided for under Chapter VII of the United
Nations Charter.

116. The purpose, the objective, of these unilateral elec-
tions is plainly set out in proclamation AG 63 issued on 20
September 1978 by the South African Administrator-
General of Namibia. His proclamation provides for the
election of a 50-member constituent assembly to draw up a
constitution leading to independence: in short a unilateral
declaration of independence by a minority in Namibia, like
that in Scuthern Rhodesia. The ambiguously worded
assurances to the contrary by the Foreign Minister of South
Africa should therefore be disregarded as meaningless and
as cnosituting a further attempt to hoodwink the inter-

nat n»’ community.

i “his is ev” -t from the statement by the leader of
“ wwc oqjed D necatic Turnhalle Alliance, Dirk Mudge,
v m Windhicck a7 recently as 21 November 1978, to the
effect that the body elected in December will assume the
powers envisaged for it in proclamation AG 63. In the same
statement Dirk Mudge explicitly said that there is a strong
likelihood of no elections next year, because “SWAPO and
the countries in the United Nations cannot be selied upon”.

118. The South African régime’s gross disregard for justice
and fair play in the conduct of these bogus elections is
evidenced by the recent acts of violence against and
intimidation and detention of SWAPO leaders inside
Namibia. I can do no better than quote from the statement
made by the Foreign Minister of India in New Dethi on -
4 December 1978 on this subject. He said:

“I have learnt with shock the news of the arrest of the
entire SWAPO leadership in Namibia by the racist

12 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Ninth Special
Session, Plenary Meetings, 4th meeting, paras. 71-110.
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Pretoria régime, which is refusing to heed the voice of the
Namibian people and of world public opinion. Pretoria is
shamelessly attempting to impose a minority government
in Namibia through the farce of staging an ‘election’ in
which the people of Namibia are not participating and
which SWAPO has declared as a sham. Acting in defiance
of the will of the Namibian people and of world public
opinion reflected in the resolutions of the United Nations
Security Council, Pretoria is creating a dangerous situa-
tion in Namibia. Its action deserves the strongest possible
condemnation.”

119. The United Nations has reached its time for reck-
oning, its moment of truth, as far as the question of
Namibia is concerned. Either we take action now or we
shall be faced with years of further uncertainty and
vacillation, as has happened in regard to Southern Rho-
desia. The Security Council is at present seized of the issue
and is trying to bridge the chasm between what is necessary
and what is possible: the necessary mandatory sanctions to
bring South Africa to book, as against the Western efforts
to block such action by the use of the veto. My delegation,
as a member of the Security Council, fully supports all
proposals aimed at imposing mandatory economic sanctions
against South Africa, as provided for under Chapter VII of
the United Nations Charter. However, in the event of the
Security Ccuncil’s inability to adopt concrete measures to
compel South Africa to end its illegal occupation of
Namibia, the General Assembly itself should consider
necessary action in accordance with the United Nations
Charter and its own. resolutions. It is with that possibility in
mind that my delegation supports the proposal for a
resumption of the thirty-third session of the General
Assembly, on the question of Namibia.

120. As a member of the United -Nations Council for
Namibia, my delegation actively participated in the prepara-
tion of the report of the Council for Namibia now before
the General Assembly for. consideration. We should like at
this point to pay a warm tribute to the President of the
Council for Namibia, Ambassador Gwendoline Konie of
Zambia, for her qualities of leadership and her sincere
dedication to the cause of the Namibian people. We suppert
the recommendations contained in this report, which
erivisage a considerable widening in the scope of activities
of the Council for Namibia during 1979, particularly in the
field of the dissemination of information.

121. We support also the proposal that 1979 be declared
the international year of solidarity with the people of
Namibia.

122. We attach particular importance to the successful
efforts of the United Nations Council for Namibia in
protecting and promoting Namibian interests in the special-
ized agencies of the United Nations and at other inter-
national organizations and conferences. The activities of the
Council for Namibia in this regard are especially directed at
preventing South African attempts illegally to represent
Namibia in various international forums. Of considerable
importance in this context is the resolution adopted as part
of the Final Act at the United Nations Conference on
Succession of States in Respect of Treaties held in Vienna
[A[33/24, annex XIII, para. 20]. This resolution in its
operative part declared that South Africa is not the

predecessor State of Namibia and that the relevant articles
of the Convention on the Succession of States in respect of
Treaties should be interpreted in conformity with United
Nations resolutions on Namibia.

123. In the year under review Namibia, as represented by
the United Nations Council for Namibia, was granted full
membership in FAO, the ILO, and more recently in
UNESCO. All these decisions, the result of the consistent
and continuous efforts by the States members of the
Council for Namibia, constitute effective proof of the
growing recognition by the international community of the
vital role of the United Nations Council for Namibia as the
legal Administering Authority for Namibia until inde-
pendence.

124. My delegation would like to pay a tribute also te the
United Nations Commissioner for Namibia, Mr. Martti
Ahtisaari, for his considerable and comprehensive efforts in
preparing the Nationhood Programme for Namibia. This is a
unique instance of a development programme being drawn
up and implemented through providing appropriate training
for Namibian patriots outside Namibia even before that
country has attained independence. We note and welcome
the valuable support of UNDP, FAO, UNESCO and other
international organizations for this programme.

125. I take this opportunity to reaffirm the total political,
moral and material support of the Government and people
of India for the people of Namibia in their struggle for
national independence based on majority rule and human
dignity. That brave and courageous struggle is being waged
by the people of Namibia under the leadership of SWAPO
in the face of tremendous odds and at the cost of enormous
sacrifices. The General Assembly’s annual debate on
Namibia provides an opportunity for us to pay homage to
all those freedom fighters who have lost their lives in the
long war against racism and colonial domination, to those
who are languishing in prisons and to those who are the
victims of exploitation and apartheid.

126. India will continue to give support both bilaterally to
SWAPG and multilaterally through- the various United
Nations agencies. We recognize the circumstances in which
SWAPO has been forced to resort to an armed struggle. We
are confident that victory will ultimately be theirs, a
victory of the people of Namibia, a victory of truth and
justice over tyranny and deceit.

127. What is at stake is not only the future of Namibia,
not only the inalienable right to self-determination and
independence of the Namibian people. not only the
growing threat to international peace and security caused

-by the continuing illegal occupation of Namibia by the

racist South African régime, but also the credibility of the
United Nations and of its principal organs, particularly the
Security Council, which has the primary responsibility for
the maintenance of international peace and security. Let us
not allow the will of the interrational community to be
paralysed regarding action over Namibia. Let us collectively
determine that we can rise to this challenge and meet it
with the powers we have given ourselves under the Charter,
bearing in mind at all times that what is at stake is the
sacred trust of civilization.
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128. Mr. KOMATINA (Yugoslavia): We are again faced
with an old problem, but in a somewhat new context. We
have dealt witk the substance of the question of Namibia
on numerous occasions. The Yugoslav Federal Secretary for
Foreign Affairs laid particular stress on this question in his
speech in the general debate, insisting on the necessity of
solving this problem as a matter of urgency and empha-
sizing that the international community should reaffirm:

“ ..our clearly defined policy and pledge cur full
support and assistance to peoples fighting for the elimi-
nation of those racist régimes and for their national
liberation. We must lend full support to and recognize all
the legitimate rights of the liberation movements of
SWAPO in Namibia and the Patriotic Front in Zimbabwe.
There can be no genuine and lasting achievement of
independence and transfer of power to the African
majority without the participation of SWAPO and the
Patriotic Front.” [ 7th meeting, pura. 110.]

129. Through the United Nations and the non-aligned
movement and at a number of international conferences the
international community has described the situation in
Namibia and the prolongation of the illegal occupation as
aggression not only against the people of Namibia but also
against all the peoples and countries of free Africa and,
consequently, as a threat to international peace and
security.

130. The problem of Namibia and the situation in the
whole region of southern Africa have worsened. The
question of Namibia has therefore acquired the highest
priority, and at this session the General Assembly should
devote the greatest attention to it. In saying this, we have in
mind that southern Africa has become a focal-point of crisis
of global significance, posing a direct threat to world peace.
For this reason the United Nations should become actively
involved and, with regard to the solution of this problem,
demonstrate its effectiveness, and so preserve its prestige
and the role it is playing in international life. Owing to the
complexity of the problem, and the fact that the funda-
mental norms of international conduct and international
law and the ethical principles on which we are endeavouring
to build the world in which we must live are affected by it,
the question of the liberation and decolonization of
southern Africa has become a touchstone for the con-
science of mankind and a test of the ability of the
international community to counter the aggressive chal-
lenges of racist régimes.

131. The urgent and absolute need to liquidate the
régimes of racial discrimination, apartheid, illegal occu-
pation and aggression in southern Africa are best illustrated
by the most recent events in Zambia and Mozambique.
These have shown that the racist régimes do not shrink
from undertaking the most loathsome aggressive acts of
State terrorism and openly aggressive action against neigh-
bouring countries, thus brazenly violating the fundamental
principles of the Charter of the United Nations. The
negative course of events in Namibia is not a local problem,
but a factor which has marked with its imprint the general
state of international relations in Africa and beyond.

132. At the present moment we are confronted with
South Africa’s rejection of the United Nations plan for a

peaceful solution; by its attempts to impose, with the help
of its puppets, a quisling régime, which would be tanta-
mount to the perpetuatior of occupation; by its endeavours
to destroy the national unity of Namibia and to deprive the
Namibian people of the fruits of its long national liberation
struggle; by arrests of leaders of SWAPO and the persecu-
tion of its followers. South Africa is now going even further
in its arrogant behaviour. Instead of complying with the
resolutions of the Security Council, the South African
racist régime has gone so far as to “promise” that it will
recommend to the so-called representatives emerging from
the stage-managed elections that they consider the plan for
elections controlled and supervised by the United Nations.
It is superfluous to say that such an attitude amounts to
ignoring completely the decisions of the United Nations.

133. The question that now arises is what to do in such a
situation. I think that the most appropriate move would be
to proceed from what was agreed and defined at the special
session of the General Assembly on Namibia. In paragraph
35 of the Programme of Action in Support of Self-
Determination and National Independence for Namibia
[resolution 5-9/2] , it is emphasized that:

“The General Assembly is fully convinced that, at this
decisive stage in the struggle of the Namibian people, the
international community must take definitive action to
ensure the complete and unconditional withdrawal of
South Africa from Namibia and thus eliminate the
dangerous threat to international peace and security
created by South Africa. To this end, it strongly urges the
Security Council to take the most vigorous measures,
including sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter of
the United Nations . . .”.

134. I wish to recall that 119 representatives of Member
States who were present voted in favour of this resolution
and that no one voted against it. Therefore, the decision
carried the indispensable force of political obligation for all
the States Members of the United Nations.

135. A whole section was devoted to_the question of

-Namibia in the Declaration of the Conference of Ministers

for Foreign Affairs of Non-Aligned Countries, which was
held in Belgrade in July this year. It is stressed in that
document that

“...the illegal occupation of Namibia by racist South
Africa constitutes aggression not only against the people
of Namibia but against all the peoples and countries of
free Africa and consequently constitutes.a threat to
international peace and security and poses a challenge to
the United Nations which is responsible for the te?mi-
nation of the colonial administration of this territory”.
[A/33/206, annex I, para. 102.]

1236. The Conference pledged its support to the national
liberation struggle of the Namibian people. The magnitude -
of that struggle can best be judged in the light of the vast
military potential mobilized by South Africa and the sum
of 200 million rand that it is spending annually in order to
oppose that struggle effectively. The Conference also
upheld the integrity of the Namibian Territory and gave full
moral and political support to SWAPQ as the only legal and
authentic representative of the Namibian people.
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137. In keeping with the stand of the international
community that I have described, it is of the utmost
importance to ensure, at present, the implementation < ine
provisions of Security Council resolution 385 (1976) of 30
January 1976, which reaffirms the legal responsibility of
the United Liations over Namibia, strongly deplores the
militarization and continued illegal occupation of Namibia
by South Africa, condemns South Africa’s failure to
comply with the decisions of the Security Council, de-
mands that free elections be held throughout the territory
of Namibia under United Nations supervision and control,
and further demands that South Africa release all Namibian
political prisoners and abolish all racially discriminatory
and politically repressive laws and practices and so on.

138. We believe that the time has finally come to forestall
all the manoeuvres aimed at circumventing the clear
decisions of the United Naticns. In this context, it is of the
greatest importance that the international community
should lend full moral, political, material support and
assistance to the liberation struggle, under the leadership of
SWAPO, which is the sole legitimate representative of the
people of Namibia and the legal defender of Namibian
interests.

139. The debate which took piace in the Security Council
at the beginning of November and resolution 439 (1978)
provided the right answer by warning South Africa that its
failure to co-operate with the Security Council in the
implementation of its resolutions 385 (1976), 431 (1978)
and 435 (1978) would lead to appropriate action under the
Charter of the United Nations, including Chapter VII.

140. In view of South Africa’s rejection of this, the United
Nations, and the Security Council in particular, must take
rapid and effective measures in order to prevent South
Africa from imposing a so-called internal solution and to
compel it to implement the decisions of the United
Nations. We must condemn the South African régime for
holding elections unilaterally; declare those elections nul}
and void; condemn acts of repression and detention of
SWAPQ leaders and demand their immediate release;
demand that South Africa unconditionally comply with the
resolutions of the Security Council; and declare that
non-compliance with the provisions of those resolutions
constitutes a threat to international peace and security
which necessitates appropriate action under the Charter,
including Chapter VII. Failure to solve this problem, which
constitutes an extremely dangerous focal-point of conflict
in Africa, would open new areas for the rivalry and clashes
of foreign interests and confrontation.

141. In accordance with its policy, Yugoslavia will support
every action of the United Nations conducive to the
implementation of its resolutions. In keeping with the
recommendations of non-aligned countries, it will continue
to support and assist the national liberation struggle of the
Namibian people, under the ieadership of SWAPG. In fact,
this struggle provides the best guarantee for the achieve-

ment of a peaceful solution.

142. Mr. SAMHAN (United Arab Emirates) -(interpreta-
tion from Arabic): Our Organization, since its inception
over three decades ago, has embodied the noble and
dignified hopes of mankind and has gone beyond the

internal contradictions which are inherent in any institu-
tion. Above all, it has devoted itself to the specific mission
of putting an end to colonialism and promoting the right of
the peoples of the world to self-determination and to the
effective enjoyment of human rights throughout the world.

143. The debate on Namibia has seen the contribution of
numerous delegations in the Security Council and in our
Assembly. During the ninth special session everything was
said on this question. The subject was covered in depth.
None the less, we now have to translate our words into
deeds in order to guarantee the people of Namibia their
independence and self-government, in keeping with Secu-
rity Council resolution 385 (1976), which was adopted
unanimously on 30 January 1976 and which calls on South
Africa to put an immediate end to its illegal occupation of
Namibian territory, to free the political prisoners and to
abrogate all repressive and discriminatory laws and prac-
tices, to allow all exiled Namibians to come back to their
territory, and to organize free and genuire elections under
the auspices of the United Nations in Namibia.

144. That resolution also calls upon South Africa to
respect the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations,
as well as the advisory opinion of the International Court of
Justice of 21 June 1971.!'3 For all these reasons my
country’s delegation denounces the elections that are now
being held in Namibia and we call upon the peace-loving
countries of the world to denounce them as well.

145. We continue to support the initiatives undertaken by
the five Western countries tending towards the total and
complete freedom of the Namibian Territory in keeping
with United Nations resolutions, and in particular through
the implementation of all the provisions of Security
Council resolution 385 (1976). Those countries should
strecs the territorial integrity of Namibia by demanding that
Walvis Bay be added to Namibian territory and be
considered an integral part of Namibia. That would provide
proof of good intentions and the non-usurpatica of the
rights of the Namibian people as well as respec. for their
territorial integrity.

146. We consider that applying strong pressure upon the
Pretoria régime is the only w:v to create favourable
conditions for the elimination of the illegal régime from
Namibia. It is up to those preparing the current initiatives
to decide upon specific measures against the South African
régime that would make it yield to the will of the
international community, because, if the South African
régime continues to refuse to withdraw from the occupied
territories as stipulated in United Nations resolutions, the
countries that take that initiative must support the appli-
cation of Chapter VII of the Charter against South Africa,
and those countries must implement United Nations reso-

* lutions.

147. My country’s position on this questlon can be
summarized as follows,

148. First, we recognize SWAPQO as the sole legitimate
representative of the Namibian people, and we shall support

13 Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence of
South Africa in Namibia (South West Africa) notwithstending
Security Council Resolution 276 (1970), Advisory Opinion, 1.C.J.
Reports 1971, p. 16.
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any solution that is acceptable to the people of Namibia
and its representative SWAPQ. Without SWAPO no decision
can be taken.

149. Secondly, we consider that the parties concerned
must respect the sovereignty and the territorial and political
integrity of the Namibian people. That means including
Walvis Bay in Namibia. Territorial integrity can under no
circumstances be negotiable.

150. Thirdly, we see a need for the withdrawal of all
forces from Namibia, including Walvis Bay, without any
prior conditions.

151. I shall conclude by again stressing the fact that the
United Arab Emirates, its Government and its people will
on a continuous basis give moral and material support to
the people of Namibia and to its legitimate representative,
SWAPO. The General Assembly is meeting during a difficult
period in the history of Namibia. We urge a rapid solution
to this problem, one that would allow the Namibian people
to free themselves from the yoke of South African
colonialism. Thus Namibia would soon join the concert of
nations of the independent and free international com-
munity.

152. Mr. KHARLAMOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics) (interpretation from Russian): The General As-
sembly is considering the question of Namibia at a
particularly serious and tense moment in the experience of
the people of this country.

153. The events taking place today not only threaten to
create a new and serious hindrance to the achievement by
the people of Namibia of genuine independence and
freedom but also are a challenge to the authority of the
United Nations and to the international community. In its
present actions the Pretoria régime is pursuing the goal of
putting a definitive end to auy ssttlement of the Namibian
problem through peaceful means and is thereby increasing
the threat to peace and security in this region and elsewhere
as well.

154. Throughout this entire year the international com-
munity has made many efforts to solve the Namibian
problem.

155. The question of Namibia has been studied at a special
session of the General Assembly of the United Nations; it
has been repeatedly discussed by the Security Council ‘and
by other bodies of the United Mations. Significant attention
has been given to this question likewise by the fifteenth
ordinary session of the Ass=nbly of the Heads of State and
Government of the OAU and by the Conference of
Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the Non-Aligned Countries.
An important positive role in mobilizing international
efforts in favour of a just settlement of the Namibian
problem continues to be played by the Special Committee
and by the United Nations Council for Namibia. None the
less, as is clear to everyone today, in spite of active
international efforts, the situation in, and around the
Territory continues to worsen rapidly.

156. The main culprit in such a developiment of events is
the Government of South Africa, which is moving towards

a neo-colonialist solution to the Namibian problem in the
interests of maintaining its own control and likewise of
dominating the Territory and letting it be exploited by the
imperialist States and their monopolies. Ir pursuing these
selfish goals the Republic of South Africa is stubbornly
carrying out its programme of internal settlement, which
calls for the transfer of power to its puppets in Namibia.

157. The United Nations Council for Namibia, in its
annual rsport in document A/33/24, has drawn the
attention of the Assembly to the following illegal actions
which contradict the principles of a peaceful and just
settlement of the Namibian problem and which have been
undertaken by South Africa just recently. They are the
unilateral appointment of an Administrator-General of
Namibia; the unilateral registration of voters in Namibia;
aggression against Angola; the massacre of Namibian refu-
gees at Kassinga; aggression against Zambia; the wanton
destruction of lif= and property at Sesheke; the intensified
repression of the people of Namibia characterized by
massive new arrests of the leaders and members of SWAPO
in order to wipe out the liberation movement. This was
described convincingly, here, by the representative of
SWAPO, Mr. Gurirab.

158. Every paragraph of this document is a kind of verdict
pronounced against South Africa. Every paragraph of this
document is confirmed not only by facts well known to
everyone, but alsc by the numerous sacrifices claimed by
the inhuman policy of South Africa from among both
Namibians and the inhabitants of the neighbouring African
States.

159. Today, to this long list of criminal actions by the
Pretoria authorities in Namibia, weé must add the so-called
elections which are being carried out by them under
circumstances of wanton racist violence and terror against
Namibians and their genuine representatives in the person
of SWAPO, and are being conducted without the participa-
tion of the United Nations and without United Nations
control. Those elections constitute the very core of the
manoeuvres undertaken by the Republic of South Africa

" jointly with some Western allies from the North Atlantic

bloc and, according to the plans of the neo-colonialists,
should be the culmination of the many years of efforts by
the racists to set up in. Namibia a puppet neo-colonialist
régime.

160. Less than a month ago, the Security Council bad a
special discussion of the situation in Namibia and adopted
resolution 439 (1978). In this resolution -the Security
Council condemned the decision of the South African
Government to proceed unilaterally with the holding of
elections in the Territory, considered that that decision
constituted a clear defiance of the United Nations and
called upon South Africa immediately to cancel these
elections. The Security Council unambiguously warned
South Africa that its failure to do so would compel the "
Security Council to meet forthwith to initiate appropriate
actions under the Charter of the United Nations, including
Chapter VII thereof.

161. As is known, the majority of the members of the
Security Council, including the Soviet Union, as that time
advocated the immediate application against South Africa
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of sanctions under Chapter VII of the Charter, in con-
nexion with its refusal to carry out the binding decisons of
the Security Council cn granting independence to Namibis,
and only the Western countries members of the Security
Council at that time prevented, as they have done in the
past, the adoption of a decision imposing sanctions against
the racist Republic of South Africa. In so doing, these
countries have assumed a great responsibility because they
have provided South Africa with more breathing-space and
have given it the time it needs to complete preparations and
hold these rigged and false elections.

162. I would like to tell the participants in this Assembly
about my conversations with one of the very well informed
representatives of the Western “‘group of five”. These
conversations began back in spring of last year. During the
first conversation I asked how things were in Namibia. The
representative of the “group of five” told me:

“Oh, we have some brilliant ideas”—some of these
sentences I shall repeat word for word—*for a solution to
the question of Namibia. We shall show everyone that
there still is a chance for the peaceful way out. Namibia
will be independent. Our initiatives will be irresistible for
Namibia. Our proposals will be like a piece of candy
which Namibia will be forced to swallow.”

Naturally, I had my doubts, because this over-optimism
seemed to me to be highly unjustified, and I asked him: “Is
that so? Can one believe that? ” He answered, “Yes, just as
surely as I am standing here”.

163. In the autumn of 1977 1 again met this repre-
sentative. As usual, he was apparently dealing, among other
things, mainly with the question of Namibia. I asked him:
“How are things going? What is the fate of your initia-
tive? ” He told me:

“0.K. Everything is fine. There has been a noticeable
shift in the position of South Africa, and that is
encouraging”—and once again he spoke to me in a very
optimistic way—“1978 will be the year of independence
for Namibia.” .

I said:

“Really? Do you not have any doubts yourselves?
Something does not seem to rinig true about the common
sense of the leaders of Pretoria. After all, they adopted
Fascist racist methods and the Republic of South Africa
is an up-to-date model of that world empire which the
Fascists intended to establish for a thousand years if they
were victorious in Europe and elsewhere during the
Second World War.”

To this he replied: '

“What do you mean? They were misled; but now it
seems they are taking ihe path which will lead them to
agree with the reasonable arguments of the ‘group of five’
and with the demands of the United Nations.”

1 said:

“Very well, let us wait and see. But you are giving
South Africa too much time, so that it will be able to

prepare itself even better against any proposals which
might lead them to liberate Namibia from domination by
South Africa.”

164. In the spring of 1978, after an interval, we met again.
As the Assembly knows the initiative of the “group of five”
was under way and among other things I asked him during
one of the meetings:

“What do you say now about the Western plan for
Namibia? ”

. “Shall I tell you frankly? * he asked.
“Yes,” I said, ““tell me.”

“Doubts have arisen, but we shall intensify our actions
against the Republic of South Africa and the Republic of
South Africa will yield. We are not givirg up hope,” he
said.

To that I answered: “God grant that you will be successful
in this, if you are sincerely striving for a just, peaceful
settlement in Namibia.”

165. In the second half of 1978, during one of the
meetings after the trip of the five Ministers for Foreign
Affairs of the Western countries to Pretoria, I again had a
conversation with this representative of the “group of five”.
I asked him:

“Don’t you think it ironic that your ministers went to
ask the racists to be reasonable? ”

“No,” he replied. “What do you mean? Although the
changes have so far been only for the worse, we shall not
cease our efforts. We are determined to bring our efforts
to a successful conclusion.”

166. I had no further conversations with him on that
matter.

167. The representatives of the Western countries began to
assure us that everyone was showing patience, that every-
body was waiting for events to develop, and that they
intended further to convince the Government of the
Republic of South Africa to become reasonable. But who is
it that we have to convince—puppets who will come to
power under the protection of the Republic of South
Affica as a result of these false elections?

168. One staff member of the United Nations who
recently returned from Namibia gave me his opinion about
the situation prevailing there. He told us that, in his
opinion, there could not be nor would there be any
elections supervised by the United Nations. South Africa
could not care less about the proposals the West made to it,
and would never allow on its territory United Nations
forces, police and a civilian administration to hold any
elections whatsoever. Continuing our conversation he said:
“Namibia is too fat and juicy a morsel for South Africa or
anyone in the West to leave to the Namibians and. to the
United Nations.” ‘

169. Last spring we had serious doubts with regard to the
success of the proposals of the “group of five”. So where
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are we now? We are no better off than we were before and
the so-called initiative of the “group of five” is now nothing
but a broken tool and there are no chances of holding free
elections in Namibia under United Nations control. The
situation is worse than threatening. In spite of the current
highly tense and dangerous situation in Namibia, they still
continue to try to convince us that we must think about
holding some kind of additional consultations with the
South African authorities. They are appealing to us to wait
until, as the authors of these statements assert, the South
African leaders perhaps come to their senses and willingly
agree to grant Namibia independence.

170. All these conversations about additional contacts
with racist South Africa are intended to drag matters out
further and to present the United Nations with a fait
accompli. While the Western Powers are going on and on
about their readiness to continue their efforts, events in
Namibia are developing according to a scenario worked out
by South Africa, which apparently was approved by some
people from the North Atlantic bloc. After holding
effective elections and after creating a puppet régime there,
the United Nations will have to deal not with South
Africa—and this is something that the leaders of South
Africa themselves say—but with their puppets in Namibia.
This is something which last spring was acknowledged by
the puppets in an African magazine, namely, that no talks
in the United Nations would prevent them from carrying
out their plans to implement the so-called Turnhalle
constitution, although this sham constitution does not give
a thought to the creation of an independent Namibia.

171. There can hardly be any doubt that the implemen-
tation of a Namibian settlement according to this model
will substantially complicate the task of granting genuine
independence to this country and will create a serious
worsening of the situation in this region.

172. For the majority of the participants in the General
Assembly today, it is clearer than ever that the time for
persuasion is over. Time has come for spe.ific and effective
actions.

173. Neither the General Assembly nor any of the forces
that love peace and freedom can reconcile themselves with
the criminal actions of the apartheid régime in N.mibia. We
cannot allow the racists and their protectors from the
North Atlantic bloc crudely and constantly to ignore
decisions of the United Nations, especially the requirements
of the Security Council, for all Members of the United
Nations not only gave that body the main responsibility for
maintaining international peace and security but also agreed
to obey and carry out its decisions.

174. The international community has available to it an
agreed programme of specific actions. This has been
mentioned here by the representatives who spoke before
me. This Programme of Action was adopted by an absolute
majority of votes at the ninth special session of the General
Assembly of the United Nations. The General Assembly
emphasized, inter alia, that at this decisive stage in the
struggle of the Namibian people the international com-
munity should undertake specific actions to guarantee a full
and unconditional withdrawal of South Africa from
Namibia and thereby eliminate the dangerous threat to

international peace and security that has been created by
South Africa. The General Assembly urged the Security
Ccuncil to unidertake the most energetic measures against
the Republic of South Africa, including the sanctions called
for in Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations
and, in particular, to institute comprehensive economic
sanctions, an oil embargo and a complete arms embargo.

175. A similar appeal to the States Members of the United
Nations was made by the United Nations Council for
Namibia, which, according to a General Assembly reso-
lution, is the sole legitimate governing body in Namibia
until that country attains complete independence. Being a
member of the United Nations Council for Namibia, the
Soviet Union highly appreciates the activities of that
Council and of its President, the Permanent Representative
of Zambia to the United Nations, Miss Konie. We fully
agree with the position of the United Nations Council for
Namibia set forth in the recommendations of the Council
to the General Assembly according to which the basis for a
peaceful settlement in Namibia, if such a thing is still
possible, remains Security Council resolution 385 (1976),
as well as the resolutions of the General Assembly of the
United Nations.

176. South Africa should immediately and uncondi-
tionally withdraw all its forces, police and administration
from Namibia; it should renounce its illegal claim to Walvis
Bay; and it should put an end to all its manoeuvres to
achieve a so-called internal settlement in Namibia.

177. Since South Africa, as is now clear to everyone, does
not wish to carry out the resolutions of the United Nations
and is stubbornly continuing tc.implement its own neo-
colonialist plan for a settlement, the international com-
munity is obligated vigorously to condemn it and, again, in
a most decisive way to call upon the Security Council
urgently to institute the sanctions in accordance with
Chapter VII of uie Charter.

178. It is necessary to demand that those countries which
are continuing their co-operation with racist Pretoria put an
immediate end to such co-operation and not hinder the
adoption by the Security Council of the effective measures
provided for in the Charter of the United Nations.

179. The Soviet delegation, naturally, firmly supports
these and other most decisive and effective measures
deriving from the Charter of the United Nations that may
be proposed in the interests of a rapid and just settlement
of the Namibian problem. T

180. It follows from the statement of the representative
of SWAPO, Mr. Gurirab, that SWAPO is determined to
continue both the political and the armed struggle for
freedom and independence in. Namibia. SWAPO showed
surprising flexibility in its approach to the seiiiement of the
problem and it is not SWAPQ but rather the racists of
Pretoria who are to blame for the fact that that settlement
has not come an inch closer to realization. SWAPQ’s
struggle is supported -by all progressive forces, by all the
socialist countries, by all the African peoples and other
peoples as well. The struggle of SWAPO is supported as well
by the peoples of Asia and Latin America and we are firmly
convinced of this.
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181. In the declaration made by the member States of the
Warsaw Pact which was adopted on 23 November of this
year in Moscow, the leaders of the socialist States solemnly
stated that:

“The socialist States vigorously support the peoples of
Zimbabwe and Namibia in their selfless struggle for the
early attainment of national independence. They aré in
sympathy with the just struggle of the people of South
Africa for the abolition of apartheid and all forms of
racial discrimination. They condemn the attempts to
impose upon the peoples of Zimbabwe, Namibia and
South Africa neo-colonialist solutions which are alien to
them and which could lead to the outbreak of new
conflicts in that region.” [See A/33/392-S/12939,
annex.|

182. Under.conditions where the imperialist forces, in
collusion with racist régimes in southern Africa, are
attempting to maintain and strengthen their shaky domi-
nation in southern Africa, including Namibia, it is the duty
of all anti-colonial, anti-imperialist forces to broaden the
support for the national liberation struggle of the Namibian
people led by its sole legitimate representative, SWAPO.

183. Selfless brotherly solidarity and assistance will help
the people of Namibia, we are sure, to achieve a victory
over the forces of neo-colonialism, racism and apartheid.
Behind SWAPO stand the people, all progressive forces, all
the peoples of Africa. It is the duty of the United Nations
finally to get on with carrying out its cbligations to the
people of Namibia. It is the duty of the United Nations to
help it rapidly to achieve freedom and independence.

184. Mr. CUEVAS CANCINO" (Mexico) (interpretation
from Spanish): Two obstacles prevent the United Nations
from meeting the new challenge posed by South Africa.
The first is based on the broadness of a subject which we
have dealt with for more than 20 years. It is discouraging to
note that the uninterrupted outpouring of resolutions,
advisory opinions and even judgements has not changed by
one iota the illegal rule of South Africa over Namibia. We
resemble those hikers who have gone beyond their strength
and who, unable to stop, continue to walk aimlessly with
no goal in view. The second obstacle is the aciual
complexity of the crisis in southern Africa. It is there that
the most obdurate example of colonialism is making its last
stand. There is a great desire to make Namibia a part of the
oroader question—as if for the United Nations the struggle
to liberate Zimbabwe or to eliminate agpartheid were the
same as the struggle to liberate Namibia. In confusing these
questions we lose our strongest case, because in Namibia
the United Nations has a separatt and fundamentally
distinct case—this is a question of the last of the Mandates
granted by the League of Nations when the civilized world
first became aware of the evils of colonialism: it is the only
opporiunity Ieft to fulfil that sacred duty to the under-
privileged peoples which we inherited from the League of
Nations and which imbues the Namibian case with its
special features.

185. We must keep in mind this radical difference because
the case of Namibia implics specific responsibilities for the
United Nations which we cannot and should not shirk. In
addition, we must also take into account all the different

possibilities that might enable us to change our tactics
without, however, modifying the overriding strategy de-
signed to liberate Namibia fully and forever.

186. Namibia, in the view of my delegation, is the weak
link in South Africa’s armour. The succeeding generations
of representatives which have dealt with this subject since
1946 have felt this to be the case. It is there that we shall
find the point of penetration to weaken apartheid—the
weak spot through which we can ensure the independence
of Zimbabwe. Conversely, anything we do to confuse the
case of Namibia with that of southemn Africa will lighten
the pressure of world public opinion on South Africa and
delay the achievement of our goals.

187. In this context, my delegation today finds the time
very propitious to advance the cause of mankind. Security
Council resolution 385 (1976) opened a new chapter.
South Africa is in default since it did not comply with a
resolution which is binding upon it under the relevant
Articles of the Charter, which it, too, signed. It has avoided
doing so by resorting, as it usually does, to all kinds of
trickery and quibbling. In truth, we should have been
forewarned. Since the United Nations declared its com:
petence over what was then called South West Africa, tricks
and manoeuvres have been Pretoria’s favourite weapon.

188. Here they have shown the kind of ingenuity we should
like to see used to better purpose. In order not to
recognize the existence of the Mandate, not to submit to
the Trusteeship System; to flout the supervision efforts,
devised with considerable ingenuity by the United Nations;
in order to use the International Court of Justice as a cheap
shyster would do; in order to undermine the resolution
whereby the United Nations put an end to the Mandate—
for all of this South Africa has proved to be the most
resourceful of cheats. We should not be surprised to find
that this same process should have repeated itself since the
adoption of Security Council resolution 385 (1976). The
five Western Powers have found in their negotiations a fluid
and vanishing mirage. Whenever South Africa is compelled
to spell out its position, it finds a new subterfuge. Its
endeavours to implement Security Council resolution
431 (1978) are a clear example of this loop-hole policy. We
can admire the method and patience of our Secretary-
General while condemning outright the delaying tactics so
well described in documents S/12938 and S/12950.

189. We find a tragic and strange example of this policy in
the electoral process which South Africa insists on carrying
out in its own way and with its faithful henchmen. Is it
possible that we can doubt the absolute condemnation of
those electiocns by the international community? The
excuses and diversions offered by South Africa would be
comical if they were not so tragic. Reference is made to the
obligation to fulfil commitments, those same commitments
which are disregarded cynically by the Smith regnne on the
other side of the African continent.

19G. And again, we are told that those elections will have
no effect since South Africa will continue to govern, but
then we are also told in virtually the same breath that that
same Government will have to negotiate with the new
representatives to determine how the Security Council
resolution is to be implemented. And as if this campaign of
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misunderstandings were not enough, the pretense is made
that a political event carried out in the most adverse
conditions for the independence of Namibia such os
taking prisonsi a large number of the leaders of SWAPO
will pass unnoticed by the United Nations. Anyone would
say, if the South Africans are to be believed, that they are
dealing with the most ir.genuous children.

191. Our situation is similar to that which occurred when
the General Assembly put an end to the Mandate, and my
delegation believes that the time has come to put an end to
South Africa’s delaying tactics, the only object of which is
to perpetuate its unlawful domination as an usurper and
hamper the negotiated peaceful solution of the question.
An analysis of the latest events shows this quite clearly.
South Africa agrees to negotiate only to return to its
original positions when the time comes to assume commit-
ments. It is sufficient to observe how it side-steps any
negotiations designed to achieve a cease-fire with the
militant armed force of the Namibian people, that is
SWAPO, or the hundreds of obstacles it raises in order to
prevent the holding of peaceful elections the validity and
honesty of which could be guaranteed by the United
Nations.

192. My delegation, in agreement with the members of the
Council for Namibia and as the Indian representative has
just announced, is happy to submit a draft resolution to
which we attach especial importance. This is the one that
will put an end to the policy of delay; it ic the draft
resolution which requests the Security Council to carry out
its immediate obligations towards the people of Namibia,
and it is the text which requests the General Assembly to
act directly if the other methods laid down in the Charter
lead to no results. For the delegation of Mexico the warning
contained in that draft sesolution is quite clear. The
Assembly is telling South Africa: we have already under-
stood the falsity of the policy of concealment and
dissimulation and we are not prepared to put up with it anry
longer.

193. If this last waming is also disregarded; if the last
friends of South Africa are unable to persuade it that
Namibia is the key to the beginning of the peaceful
break-up of an empire founded on the violent exploitation
of man by man, then the Genera! Assembly is ohliged to
apply the coercive measures provided for in the Charter. It
is for this reason that my delegation believes that this
subject should be kept constantly under review by the
General Assembly.

194, Mr. BOUAYAD-AGHA (Algeria) (interpretation
from French): Although racism manifests itself in different
forms, nowhere has it assumed such intolerable and
inhuman proportions as in Africa. In the southern part of
our continent white minorities continue to justify their
predominance and their domination by claiming the supre-
macy of their race over that of Africans considered as
inferiors.

195. Apartheid is not separate development, as the propa-
ganda of the Pretoria racists would have us believe. What is
really haprening in South Africa and Namibia is the
veritable enslavement of the African pecples for the benefit
of the minority which bases its prosperity on the exploita-

tion of the majority under its domination. Apartheid is
therefore accompanied by a whole elaborate network of
regulations making it possible to control the lives of
non-whites. The South African régime has institutionalized
terror and coercion. Apartheid is striving to keep the people
of South Africa in veritable ghettoes, bantustans and
dormitories, whose only purpose is to provide cheap labour
for the Pretoria racists.

196. South Africa has established a vast concentration
camp, a fact which has been regarded with indifference by
certain Western Powers. The prison population has more
than quadrupled since 1948. Political prisoners number
thousands upon thousands. Thousands of babies have been
admitted to prison along with their mothers. So from very
birth to death the life of the African is continually
threatened. Even when he is dead, he is not spared, because
he is buried in a separate cemetery, as provided for in the
Group Areas Act.

197. That is the true fact of apartheid. How can it
continue to exist when the international community as a
whole condemns it? How can the proponnts of this
system be associated with the solution of problems whose
sole origin is the very régime of apartheid? Some Western
countries are thus ensuring the survival of the apartheid
régime and, in so doing, do not encumber themselves with
idealistic or philanthropic considerations. In banking on
apartheid, economic interests are sacrificing long-term
advantages for immediate profits. Africans will not forget
this easily because more than ever they are now abls to
distinguish between their enemies and those who favour the
cause of their liberation.

198. Far from learning a lesson from the defeat of
colonialism in Africa, Pretoria is entrenching itself ever
further in its odious policy and is persisting in trying to
perpetuate a system of oppression and racism. What is
worse, because of its siege mentality, which it has allowed
itself to cultivate to justify its abominations, the Pretoria
régime, not content with oppressing the African peoples of
South Africa and Namibia, is committing aggression against

- independent neighbouring countries. The racists are seeking

to create a kind of security zone behind which they can
pursue their régime of terror.

199. The logic of terror quite naturally leads the racists of
Pretoria to give vent to their oppression in ever-more
varied ways and to seek to perpetuate their domination by
taking the most unexpected paths, such as. that of a
so-called legahty consisting in organizing. an electoral
masquerade in defiance of true legahty, that of the
international community, which once again has found itself
flouted. Yes, the United Nations has adopted a plan for the
settlement of the question of Namibia. While it is no ionger
up to us to pass judgement on this plan, it is worth while to
repeat that, like any other plar, it is worth no more than
the will of those who are entrusted with its implementa-
tion. But we see that this will has been resisted by the racist

régime, which it ignoring the decisions of the international
eommumty The holding of prefabricated elections in
Namibia is a grave affront to the United Nations.

200. In order not to be outdone, Pretoria has gone further
than its rivals, the specialists of rigged elections. To the
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stuffing of ballot-boxes and the raising of cemeteries, the
racists have added a particular characteristic of their own:
brute force and machine-gun muzzles stuck in the backs of
the voters. All this should not surprise us since it is in the
very nature of the Pretoria régime. Decidedly, colonialism,
wherever it appears, never falls below its standards of
stubbornness and depravity.

201. Not free, not secret and not honest, those mystifying
elections held in Narmibia are null and void. Blemished by
irregularities an”. the illegality of the régime which or-
ganized them, they are indeed null and void and cannot
confer any authority on those who were ¢lected by them.

202. The question of Namibia has since 1966 never ceased
to be the subject of the greatest concern on the part of the
international community. The United Nations, the guar-
antor of the-future of the Namibiar people, of the integrity
- of its territory and of the preservation of its natural
resources, has ceaselessly proclaimed its devotion to the
cause of the independence of this Territory, which it
envisages within the framework of the organization of a
referendum on self-determination once South Africa, the
illegal occupier, totally and unconditionally withdraws
from the country.

203. That has always been the position of our Organi-
zation, which, having been reassured by the opinion of the
International Court of Justice, has ceaselessly enjoined
South Africa, year after year, to abide hy the resolutions
and decisions of international bodies and to withdraw from
Namibia in order to permit the people of that Territory to
enjoy their sovereignty and national independence.

204. Those are facts which the whole world should bear in
mind, particularly because of recent developments which
have marked this problem and which show us the point to
which these permanent factors in the case are in the course
of being altered or falsely inierpreted, thereby entailing
new complications which could have been easily overcome
if only there had been no such disregard of fundamental
principles as occurred when it was decided to seek a
compromise with South Africa on condition that it
accepted the plan for a peaceful and negotiated settlement
of the Namibian problem.

205. My delegation will not dwell today on a repetition of
all the procrastinations, delays and unilateral inter-
pretations by South Africa, which has always striven to
consolidate its advantages throughout all stages of the
negotiations on the plan of the five Western members of the
Security Council, a plan which has become that of the
United Nations and the international community since the
Secretary-General of our Organization has been given the
task of applying it in its final and definitive form, as
Security Council resolution 431 (1978) states.

206. But what is the situation now?

207. We believe that it is no longer possible—if indeed it
ever was—to harbour illusions as to the good faith or
goodwill of South Africa. Indeed, since the debate which
preceded the adoption of Security Council resolution
435 (1978), the mission to Pretoria of the Ministers for

Foreign Affairs of the five Western Powers, who strove to
obtain South Africa’s co-operation in the implementation
of their settlement plan, took place. There is no reason for
surprise at the failure of that mission despite the vote on
Security Council resolution 439 (1978) and the admonition
given by the entire international community to Pretoria
“hgt it should cancel the partial and illegal rigged elections.
wo-called elections are actually ur:der way in Namibia and
their avowed objective is to promote the Turnhalle puppet
group to the detriment of SWAPO, the leaders and a great
number of supporters of which have been arbitraily
arrested and inhumanely treated.

208. Therefore, the cruel game which we are today
witnessing should leave no doubt in anyone’s mind as to
South Africa’s criminal conduct or its willingness to seek a
negotiated solution to the Namibian problem.

209. A rereading of the reports of the Secretary-General,
submitted on 24 November and 2 December 1978 in decu-
ments S/12938 and S/12950, makes this clear. Pretoria has
never displayed so much arrogance and scorn, first towards
SWAPO, which the United Nations and the OAU—that is to
say, the entire international community—hold tc be the
sole and authentic representative of the Namibian people,
and, secondly, towards our Organization itself, which the
suppozters of apartheid always take pleasure in deriding.

210. In fact, South Africa has for long opt:d for confron-
tation with SWAPO, against which it is preparing to set up
its Tumnhalle puppets. It has also opted for confrontation
with the whole of Africa by declaring that it would react to
any threat from African countries. It is opposing the
international community as a whole by maintaining all
these demands.

211. SWAPO for its part has never failed in its role of
authentic representative of the struggling Namibizn people
and has shown the rest of the world that, through its
commitment to the armed struggle and its political ma-
turity, it represents the only possible alternative to the
aggressive policy of hegemony of Pretoria. It is therefore
illusory to hope to exclude SWAPO from the solution of
the Namibian problem. Nomne of the avowed or disguised
manoeuvres behind the so-called democratic arrangements
will change the irresistible course of the genuine decoloni-
zation of the Territory. Hence my country commits itself
to continue and to strengthen its total support for SWAPO
in the just struggle it is waging for the liberation of its
country and for the independence of its people in a united
Namibia.

212. Mr. justice A. Rahman CHOUDHURY (Bangladesh):
As develcpments in Namibia over the past year continue to
unfold, two parallel and conflicting emotions have im-

" pinged on the consciousness of the world community: hope

and disenchantment—hope born of the expectation that
there would be a dramatic break-through in Namibia
leading to the emergence at long last of a sovereign,
independent State on the basis of genuine and free elections
held under the supervision and control of the United
Nations and disenchantment because this objective has been
insidiously circumscribed, circumvented, delayed and
undermined by the deliberate policy of South Africa not to
accept any settlement plan not of its own making.
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213. The Gensral Assembly meets today in the shadow of
the ambivalence between reality and illusion, and it myust
determine in the light of objective facts what course to
take.

214. The year 1978 began with happy auguries that
Namibia would indeed soon become a sovereign, inde-
pendent State through the attainment of the cardinal
objectives set by the overwhelming majority of the world
community, which Bangladesh had unequivocally and
consistently endorsed. These included the withdrawal of
the illegal administrative and military presence of South
Africa; the cessation of all hostile acts; the holding of free
elections to a constituent assembly under United Nations
supervision and control, which itself entailed the inherent
right of every Namibian voter to cast his ballot free from
coercion or intimidation; the unconditional release of all
political prisoners; and the return of zll exiles in conditions
that would enable them to participate fully in the campaign
preceding the clection. The constituent assembly so elected
would adopt a constitution and thus carry Namibia on to
genuine independence.

215. The stage has been set for the realization of these
objectives by three powerful forces: first, the consistent
moral and political pressure imposed by the world com-
munity that was ultimately to impel the Security Council
to commit itself to a Namibian solution through the
adoption of resolution 385 (1976)—the contribution of the
United Nations Council for Namibia to this process cannot
be overemphasized; secondly, the tenacity, courage and
fortitude of the Namibian patriots, led by SWAPOQ, that was
to fuel their unrelenting liberation struggle and thereby
compel Pretoria to move towards the acceptance of
resolution 385 (1976); and thirdly, the role of the five
Western members of the Security Council, which finally
applied their considerable individual and collective weight
to persuade South Africa to negotiate arrangements for the
implementation of the substance of resolution 285 (1976).
In this connexion, Bangladesh would like particularly to
underscore the extre—:ly valuable contribution of the
Secretary-General and his Special Representative, whose
comprehensive report on the implementation of the pro-
posal of the five Western Powers was unanimously endorsed
by the Security Council in its resolution 435 (1978) and
carried the prospects for a just and lasting solution another
vital step forward.

216. While the prognosis, therefore, for an early solution
seemed bright even up to the middle of the year, the reality
was soon to dawn that South Africa’s objectives appeared
to be quite different, indeed radically so. Having failed in
its attempts at the outright annexation of Namibia, South
Africa’s clear intent was to circumvent this failure by
gaining, indirectly, complete control of the Territory and
its Government, people and resources through the imposi-
tion of a puppet régime and to seek thereby to secure the
stamp of legitimacy through endorsement by the United
Nations. The prime objective, however, was to exclude and
negate SWAPOQO’s role in the futrre of Namibia.

217. The evolution of the international community’s
wishes through the adoption of Security Council reso-
lutions 385 (1976), 431(1978), 432(1978) and
435 (1978) must be seen against the background of the

unprecedented concessions made by SWAPO and the
continued deviousness, deccption and diletantist attitude
of South Africa.

218. First and foremost, the United Nations was per-
suaded to retract one of its most important decisions—
namely, the revocation of South Africa’s Mandate over
Namibia and the piacing of that Territory under the direct
United Nations responsibility through the United Nations
Council for Namibia. SWAPO was thus forced to accept the
proposal that the primary responsibility for maintaining law
and order during the period of transition would rest with
the South African police, while over-all authority in
Namibia would be retained by South Africa pending
implementation.

219. Secondly, SWAPO was also reluctantly to agree to an
extremely circumscribed and diluted resolution on the
future of Walvis Bay.

220. Thirdly, SWAPO agreed also to the preservation in
Namibia of a residual South African force of 1,500 troops,
even though resolution 385 (1976) called for the total
withdrawal of South Africa’s military presence.

221. Fourthly, the unilateral appointment by South
Africa of a so-called Administrator-General and his con-
tinued presence and authority seriovsly undermined the
role of leading Namibia in its transition to independence
assigned to the United Nations, the Secretary-Gereral and
his Special Representative.

222. Fifthly, the unilateral registration of voters in
Namibia, pursued at times throtigh intimidation and all
manner of corruption, was to lay the essential groundwork
for the so-called internal elections, through which South
Africa all along had envisaged the sabotaging of the Western
proposal.

223. South Africa continues 0 maintain an iron hold on '
Namibia through the stationing there of a military force

- approaching 60,000 men. The heartless brutality and the

indescribable horrors of apartheid have seen no abatement.
On the contrary, the process of harassment, intimidation
and subjugation continues to escalate through arbitrary
mass arrests, torture, the detention and imprisonment of
SWAPOQ leaders and sympathizers ancG the growing use of
local mercenaries from tribal armies and agents provo-
cateurs. The logical extension of this policy has led to an
organized and systematic fragmentation of- the Territory
along ethnic and racial lings, as exemplified by the system
of bantustanization. Many Namibians have been herded
into virtual concentration camps. Others have been dis-
possessed of their agricultural ‘ands, their livestock and
holdings and reduced to penury in barren outskirts.
Meanwhile, many who have been uprooted and displaced as
exiles have been harried and pursued even in bordering
countries where they have sought refuge. They have been
subjected to genocidal attacks, aerial bombardment and
systematic decimation at the hands of armed paratroopers.
These so-called guerrillas give South Africa a permanent
excuse to maintainsits illegal armed presence in Namibia
irrespective of any agreement to which it may pay lip
service.
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224. The existing environment of terror and subjugation
withis, Namibia serves undeniably to demonstrate the true
extent of SWAPOQ’s co-operation and flexibility in accepting
resolution 435 (1978).

225. In direct contrast is the duplicity and intransigence
of South Africa. Notwithstanding the extent and nature of
these concessions, South Africa sought to whittle down the
provisions further and to tailor the United Nations plan to
its own prerogatives. The next stage was its blatant
announcement on 20 September 1978 that it would hold
elections in Namibia unilaterally in December without
United Nations supervision. The issuance of the joint
statement by the Foreign Ministers of the five Western
countries and the South African Government, instead of
deterring South Africa from its illegal and unilateral course,
appears to have tacitly acknowledged its stance. Bangla-
desh’s views-on the joint statement were made clear in the
Security Council debate on this question on 1 November
1978. The Foreign Minister of Bangladesh unequivocally
declared:

“Acceptance of South Africa’s stance, even by impli-
cation, would be tantamount to anpeasement, particu-
larly in the face of the already substantial concessions
accorded to South Africa.”14

22%. This General Assembly debate takes place against the
background of Sonth Africa’s decision to continue with its
mnternal elections currently under way in Namibia. Bangla-
desh condemns unequivocally those sham elections. The
incongruity of South Africa’s illegal action is further
highlighted by the fact that on the day preceding the
so-called internal elections the security forces of South
Africa arrested the most important leaders of SWAPO in
the country. So much, then, for the free siections in
Namibia. It clearly follows that it is not enough to declare
null and void the elections that South Africa is imposing on
the people of Namibia. This hardly obscures the signifi-
cance of Pretoria’s strategy, which is to use the puppets so
elected as a mouthpiece for South Africa, and thus retain in
perpetuity its illegal hold over and its ruthless exploitation
of the people and the resources of Namibia.

227. The r>port of the Secretary-General submitted on 24
November to the Security Council pursuant to paragraph 7
of resolution 439 (1978) /S/12938] and his supplementary
report of 2 December [S/12950] further highlight South
Africa’s devious game. South Africa’s answers to the seven
crucial questions posed by the Secretary-General leave
much to be desired, and tax the credibility of any objective
observer concerning South Africa’s bona fides in complying
with any plan it does not manipulate for its own purpose,
for what, in short, the South African Foreign Secretary and
Foreign Minister have given is a series of convoluted
responses dependent on a spiral of interrelated conditions
and clarifications, and containing sufficient loop-holes to
make it possible to circumvent the Urited Nations pl.a at
any given time.

228. It can e gleaned from these responses that South
Africa is willing to co-operate in the implementation of

14 See Official Records of the Security Council, Thirty-third
Year, 2094th meeting.

resolution 435 (1978), to conclude consultations in Decem-
ber with the parties concerned on the basis of the principles
in resolution 435 (1978) and to communicate the results to
the Secretary-General. Meanwhile, South Africa has reaffir-
med that it will retain authority in South Africa even after
the internal elections. This response leaves unanswered
more questions than it clarifies. Who are the parties
concerned? Are they the puppet régime to be installed
after. the December elections? If so, no one can now
fruitfully deny the serious implications of the existence of
these so-called elected representatives, although South
Africa denies that they will be clected as a constituent
assembly. What value is South African co-operation in
implementing resolution 435 (1978) if the unnamed parties
concerned reject its principles? What then happens to the
date for the commencement of the activities of the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group, on which the entire
proposal for bringing independence to Namibia—including
the withdrawal of South African troops, the cessation of
hostilities and the holding of free elections—hinges?

229. It is clear that these responses are not enough. The
charge, therefore, clearly falls upon the five Western
countries to intensify their negotiations as never before,
and to iron out the nisinderstandings by the necessary
clarifications. Similarly, the Secretary-General’s responsi-
bility for furthering and consolidating those negotiations is
increased, so that the Transition Assistance Group
may indeed be able to commence its work by 1 January
1979. Finally, the Security Council itself must take up this
challenge without hesitation. South Africa must be made to
perccive that it cannot any longer tax with impunity the
patience of the international community by furiher pre-
texts for delaying the process of genuine independence in
Namibia. Bangladesh believes that the Secretary-General's
implementation plan, as aiready backed by the mandatory
agreement of the Security Council, should be the sole
mainstay in the transfer of power to the Namibian people.
Failure by South Africa to co-operate in its implementation
and to vacate Namibia would justify the action already
envisaged in paragraph 6 of resolution 439 (1978), namely
that the Security Council should meet forthwith to initiate
appropriate action under the Charter of the United Nations,
including Chapter VII thereof, so as to ensure South
Africa’s compliance with Council resolutions 385 (1976),
431 (1978) and 435 (1978). ‘

230. In the last analysis it is the Namibian people under
the leadership of SWAPO who will decide on the course to
be pursued, whether it be peaceful or violent. Meanwhile,
Bangladesh reaffirms and pledges its total moral, political
and material commitment to SWAPO in its just struggle for
the total and effective liberation of Namibia.

+231. Mr. YOUNTEN (Bhutan): We have been discussing

the question of Namibia in this Assembly since 1966, and
in other international bodies for many years. A number of
resolutions have been adopted by both the Security Council
and this Assembly in an effort to put an end to the illegal
presence of South Africa in Namibia and to accelerate the
attainment of the long-awaited freedom and independence
of that Territory. Yet all the efforts of the international
bodies have failed to bring about the desired result; the
people of Namibia still remain under foreign domination.
Independence in Namibia must be achieved without con-
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cessions on the basic principles embodied in the resolutions
of the United Nations, particularly Security Council reso-
lution 385 (1976).

232. While the racist régime of South Africa pays no heed
to the dictates of reason and flouts United Nations
decisions, some Powers have extended their co-operation
and assistance to the apartheid régime of South Africa in
order to achieve their selfish objectives. In such circum-
stances, so long as the resolutions and the application of
total sanctions are not supported by all the Members of the
United Nations the racist régime will always treat the
decisions of this world body with disrespect. Any further
speech-making and adopting of resolutions will serve only
to highlight the weakness and impotence of this body in
dealing with a situation which clearly threatens the peace
and stability of the world. The problem, therefore, calls for
an immediate solution, backed by all United Nations
Members and acceptable to the people of Namibia.

233. Lack of initiative and progress towards liberation will
benefit only the racist régime of South Africa, which has
taken steps to maintain and strengthen its grip on Namibia
by various means, such as establishing puppet régimes,
expanding its network of military bases and training tribal
armies. The illegal régime is stepping up its policy of splitting
up the Territory into so-called homelands similar in every
respect to bantustans, and is violating the territorial
integrity of Namibia. Walvis Bay is an integral part of
Namibia, and we forcefully condemn any attempt to annex
it. The Namibian people are continuously harassed and
humiliated by the representatives of the illegal racist and
colonialist administration. We condemn the policy of
apartheid which the Pretoria régime is iliegally practising in
Namibia in order to perpetuate its exploitation and control
of the people of that Territory. The ilicgal South African
occupation of Namibia perpetuates the brutal repression of
the Namibian people.

234. The pzople of Namibia want to be as free as the
peoples of the rest of Africa and other countries. With this
aspiration and hope they are determined to struggle to

liberate themselves from the racist and colonial rule of ~

South Africa, despite the campaign of arrest, arbitrary
detention, imprisonment, torture and indiscriminate
murder that is going on.

235. The delegation of Bhutan whole-heartedly continues
to support the people of Namibia in their legitimate
struggle against the racist régime of South Africa under the
leadership of SWAPO, which has displaysd its good
intentions by declaring its readiness to accept a cease-fire in
response to initiatives for peace.

236. Concerning this, the Secretary-General submitted a
comprehensive report on the implementation of the pro-
posal of the five Western Powers, contained in Security
Council document S/12827. This was endorsed by reso-
lution 435 (1978), which expressly welcomed the willing-
ness of SWAPO to co-operate in the implementation of the
Secretary-General’s report, including its readiness to sign
and observe the cease-fire provisions.

237. The election now being held in Namibia without
United Nations supervision is yet another example of the

Pretoria régime’s defiance of the will of the international
community and indeed highlights the intransigence of
South Africa.

238. The acceptance of South Africa’s stand at this time,
even by implication, would be tantamount to appeasement,
particularly in the face of the concessions already given to
South Africa. Indeed, the valuable role of the five Western
members of the Security Council is apreciated and needs
to be recognized. The five members have exerted their
considerable individual and collective influence on all
concerned to achieve a practical arrangement to implement
the main substance of resolution 385 (1976). Any uni-
lateral attempts by South Africa to perpetuate its illegal
occupation- of Namibia under the pretext of a so-called
internal solution without the participation of the genuine
parties involved must be rejected by the international
community and unequivocally condemned.

239. The General Assembly at its ninth special session
approved a Declaration and Prograrame of Action [reso-
lution §-9/2] affirming the direct responsibility of the
United Nations for that Territory dand setting specific
conditions and measures for its independence and for the
maintenance of its territorial integrity. My delegation fully
supports Security Council resolution 431 (1978) under
which the necessary steps are to be taken to implement in
practice the proposals of the five Western Powers in
accordance with the plan formulated by the Secretary-
General and with Security Council resolution 385 (1976).

240. Mr. ABDEL FATTAH (Egypt) (interpretation from
Arabic): We are gathered here again to consider the
question of Namibia, but this time we shall act in the light
of the very importznt and serious events that have taken
place at a time when the international community as a
whole awaits the resulis of developments which no doubt
vill be decisive and lead either to a peaceful and just
setilement, enabling the people of Namibia to enjoy
complete independence, the right to self-determination and
their territorial integrity after a long heroic struggle in
which they have made great sacrifices, or to an attempt on
the part of the racist occupying authorities to impose an
unjust settlement enabling them to perpetuate their demi-
ration and to continue to deprive that people of their
freedom and independence. This second option could only
lead to an explosive situation and to more bloodshed and
tragedy.

241. 1 shall not dwell on the details of the historical
background to this question with which we are all
acquainted. The delegation of my counfry, like many
others, has spoken about this on many occasions.

242. During its thirty-second session, the General As-
sembly adopted resolution 32/9 H, which called for the
holding of-a special session devoted to Namibia. I am
referring to the ninth special session, which in fact met
from 24 Aprl to 3 May 1978, in order to reaffirm the
direct responsibility of the United Nations and to adopt the
necessary measures to ensure the rapid, total and true
independence of Namibia, while affirming the territorial
integrity of that country.

243. By devoting a special session of the General As-
sembly to the consideration of this question, this inter-
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national Organization has recognized the paramourt
importance of the problem and the need to find a solution
to it before it is too late.

244, The General Assembly at that special session lived up
to the task entrusted to it and adopted resolution S-9/2, the
Declaration on Namibia and Programme of Action in
Support of Self-determination and National Independence
for Namibia. That resolution is based on the same principles
that inspire the Lusaka Declaration of March 197815 and
the recommendation of the United Nations Council for
Namibia [see A/33/24, para. 307], in the preparation and
adoption of which my delegation was happy to participate.

245. That event was of great interest, notably for the
Security Council which has met to consider developments
in the situation, and which, in less than four months, has
adopted four resolutions concerning this same question. On
27 July 1978, the Security Council adopted resolution

" 431 (1978), in which it supported the draft of the five

Western Powers concerning the transfer of power to the
Namibian people and Namibia’s right to self-determination
and to its total independence under the auspices of the
United Nations in keeping with its previous resolution
385(1976). On that same day the Security Council
adopted resolution 432 (1978) wherein it affirmed the
territorial integrity of Namibia, including Walvis Bay.

246. In implementation of resolution 431 (1978), the
Secretary-General sent his Special Representative, Mr. Ahti-
saari, to Namibia to study the situation on the spot and to
prepare a report and recommendations on the implemen-
tation of that resolution. Upon the return of Mr. Ahtisaari,
the Secretary-General submitted his report to the Security
Council /S/12827], including his recommendations for the
implementation of resolution 431 (1978), which in tumn is
based on resolution 385 (1976), previously adopted by the
Council.

247. In this connexion, my delegation wishes to dwell for
a few moments on the position of the racist Government of
South Africa and its reactions to the efforts of the
international community and to the resolutions of the
United Nations and the Security Council for the setilement
of the question. Ws do so especiglly since SWAPG has
shown great flexibility and made many concessions by
accepting the proposal of the five Western Powers. Thus
SWAPO has shown its goodwill and indicated that the
armed struggle is not an end in itself but a means to the
acluevement of its legitimate legal claims. It has also shown
that it would not fail to accept a psaceful settlement,
provided such a settlement led to the satisfaction of its
claims while putting an end to the nightmare through which
that people have been living ever since the beginning of the
racist occupation.

248. It is evident that the Pretoria Government continues
arrogantly and stubbornly to defy the will of the inter-
national community and the resolutions of the United
Nations and the Security Council. In fact, despite its
acceptance of the Western proposal, we see that that
Government has gone back on its word and has begun to
place obstacles in the way of the implementation of

15 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Ninth Special
Session, Supplement No. 1, para. 31.

Security Council resolution 435 (1978). In fact, in para-
graphs 4 and 5 of annex I to the joint statement issued
following the consultations between the Foreign Ministers
of the five. -Western countries in October last and the
Pretoria Government16 the latter reveals its determination
to hold unilateral elections in Namibia in December of this
year in flagrant contrzdiction of Security Council reso-
lutions 385 (1976) and 431 (1978). As a member of the
African group of States, and in concert with many other
groups, we expressed our indignation and our anger at
seeing the five Western countries participating in the
publication of that statement, which contradicts the provi-
sions of resolutions adopted by those same countries in
the Security Council. We believe it would have been better
for them, once they had failed to persuade South Africa to
implement resolution 435 (1978) to declare that failure and
demand that the necessary measures be taken to compel
that country to observe the Security Council decision.

249. It is not difficult to understand the reasons for the
manoeuvres by the racist Pretoria Government. When that
Government announced its acceptance of the five-Power
proposal, it expected SWAPO to reject the proposal. The
Pretoria Government would then have been seen as the
flexible side while SWAPO by rejecting the proposal would
have appeared to want war. That manoeuvre would have
enabled South Africa to attenuate the pressures of the
international community and the effects of the escalation
of SWAPOQ’s struggle. It would also have permitted it to
continue to implement its programme .-by imposing an
internal settlement that would serve its own interests. But
what happened? SWAPO accepted the proposal, and
Pretoria, realizing that its manoeuvre had failed, imme-
diately went back on its word, invoking unfounded pretexts
and fallacious arguments. In addition the South African
Government began to carry out aggressive attacks against
nicighbouring countries in Africa such as Argola and
Zambia by attacking refugez czmps, the people of Namibia
and the bases of the SWAPD freedom fighters so as to
terrorize the people of Namibia and have a free hand to
impose its internal settlement. That plan was clear to all. It
was aimed at the hoiding of bogus elections that would put
the Pretoria agents in power, thus enabling them to
continue to exploit the natural and human resources of that
country in a manner unprecedented in history.

250. Like many other delegations we emphasized the
realities of that sifuation in the Se« urity Council when that
body was considering developments in the situation in that
region after the publication of the joint statement of the
five Western Powers and the Pretoria Government. We
affirmed the need to challenge all the attempts of the
Government of South Africa to impose an internal settle-
ment in Namibia and to compel that Government not to
hold elections in December. In fact the Security Council
adopted its resolution 439 (1978), calling upon the Pretoria
Government not to hold the elections and to co-operate in
the implementation of resolutions 385 (1976), 431 (1978)
and 435 (1978), failing which the Council would have to
take the necessary measures, including those provided for in
Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

16 See Official Records of the Security Council, Thirsy-third
Year, Supplement for October, November cnd Decemiber 1978,
document S/12902.
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251. That was the last chance given to the Government of
South Africa to submit to the resolutions of the Security
Council and to meet the will of the international com-
munity. But Pretoria scorned that waming and continued
to implement its plan. Thus that Government began the
elections on 4 December in flagrant violation of the
resolutions of the Security Council and in disregard of the
international community as a whole. The racist forces have
sought to hold those elections in a climate of terror. That is
why, on the eve of the elections, they arrested a great
number of the indigenous inhabitants of Namibia and the
supporters of SWAPO in order to achieve the aim under-
lying the fictitious elections.

252. One might ask what is the hidden power that enables
a régime like that of Pretoria to conmtinue to flout
international opinion and ignore the resolutions of the
United Nations. Yet the answer is very simple. That
Government could not kave gone on in that way without
economic and military support and assistance from the
great Western Powers that enahle it to consolidate its
military and economic structure and to continue to occupy
and exploit the Territory while threatening all the peaceful
neighbouring countries. Even more alarming is the fact that
those same Western countries co-operate with the racist
Government in the nuclear field, providing it with nuclear
weapons. We can well imagine the consequences of this for
peace and security in southern Africa and even in the whole
of the African continent.

253. Now that we find ourselves at this important
cross-roads and now that it appears that an internal
settlement is about to be imposed on Namibia by South
Africa, with all the dangers that that implies, there is no
longer a single pretext that could in any way allow us to
defer implementation of the provisions of Chapter VII
against South Africa, because that Government has flouted
all attempts to get Pretoria to change its decision and to
abide by resolution 439 (1978). That resolution quite
clearly in paragraph 6 warns South Africa that unless its
Government abides by the resolutions of the Security
Council the Council will apply against it the provisions of

Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter. South Africa

has not responded to that resolution.

254. The time has come for the resolutions of the United
Kations and the Security Council to be respected by all and
for nothing to be left undecided. Otherwise the peoples of
the world will lose faith in our Organization and in its
ability to defend their legitimate rights. )

255. In conclusion, Egypt has expressed its concern at the
practices of the racist Government of South Africa and the
holding of illegal internal elections in Namibia, which run
counter to the views of world public opinion and to
decisions of the United Nations. This is in fact a colcnialist
attempt to frustrate peaceful endeavours to help the people
of Namibia to achieve .their independence. The Namibian
people, represented by SWAPQ, have struggled for years to
achieve their objective. Egypt has given its unconditional
support to the proposal of the Secretary-General con-
ceraing the holding of elections under the auspices of the
United Nations; it has given its unconditional support also
to all the national liberation movements in southern Africa
against the racist régimes.

256. Mr. NAIK (Pakistan): The debate in the General
Assembly on the quection of Namibia is taking place at a
very crucial stage in the history of the struggle to secure
early and genuine independence for the people of Namibia.
Indeed, at this very time, in Namibia the racist régime of
South Africa, in defiance of the will of the international
community, is embarked on the charade of so-called
elections in yet another attempt to perpetuate its colonial
rule. Recent developments have not only reaffirmed the
intransigence and obduracy of the Pretoria régime but have
also demonstrated the urgent need for more resolute action
by the United Nations to ensure that the racist régime does
not continue to flout with impunity the will of the
international community.

257. Barely two months ago, when the Security Council
met to adopt resolution 435 (1978), there was hope that
Namibia was finally on the threshold of genuine inde-
pendence. There were real prospects that the people of
Namibia would be enabled to exercise their inalienable right
to self-determination and independence, and their right to
be the masters of their own destiny in their homeland. The
implementation of resolution 435 (1978) would have led to
the transfer of power to the people of Namibia through free
and fair elections under the supervision and control of the
United Nations. Unfortunately, again, as in the past, those

e

hopes and expectations have been frustrated by the racist -

régime in Pretoria. The developments subsequent to the
adoption of resolution 435 (1978) and the efforts of the
five Western Powers to persuade South Africa to comply
with that resolution can lead to only one conclusion: the
South African régime is not prepared to abide by the
resolutions of the Security Council, although to delude
world public opinion it continugs to express its so-called
willingness to co-operate in the implementation of that
resolution. But its intransigence in refusing to cancel the
so-called elections, as called for by Security Council
resolution 439 (1978), leaves no doubt as to its real designs.

258. The Security Council has unanimously and cate-
gorically declared that South Africa’s decision to proceed
with the unilateral elections in Namibia is in clear violation
of its resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978), that those
elections and their results are therefore null and void and
that no tecognition will be accorded either by the United
Nations or by Member States to any representatives
established by that process. The Security Council has
solemnly warned South Africa that failure to comply with
its resolutions would compel the Council to meet forthwith
to initiate appropriate action under the Charter of the
United Nations, including action under Chapfer VII. But
even that has failed to evoke any response. The results of
the discussions which the Secretary-General, Mr. Waldheim,
pursued with the authorities of South Africa in terms of the
Security Council’s resolutions, as reflected in his reports,
also bring out clearly that South Africa remains intransigent
in maintaining its stranglehold over Namibia. Obviously
South Africa will not comply with the demands of the
international community unless the Security Council and
the General Assembly demonstrate their determination to
compel it to do so.

259. Pakistan strongly denounces South Africa’s ma-
noeuvres to foist an internal settlement on Namibia by
means of sham elections. We consider this fraudulent
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exercise not only a gross violation of resolution 385 (1976)
and subsequent resolutions but also a calculated move on
the part of the illegal régime of South Africa to challenge
the authority of the United Nations and to sabotage the
efforts that are under way to arrive at a just and peaceful
settlement of the Namibian question. Pakistan urges this
Assembly not only to condemn those eleciions and declare
them null and void but also to take cognizance of the
potential threat that this move poses to peace and security
in the region.

260. It will be recalled that Pakistan drew the attention of
the international community to this aspect of the situation
in August of this year, when the President of Pakistan,
General Zia-ul-Haq, in his message on the occasion of
Namibia Day said:

“It is Pakistan’s hope that the Pretoria régime will put
no fresh impediments in the way of implementing the
decision of the Security Council nor persist in jeopard-
izing the territorial integrity or Namibia by its occupation
of Walvis Bay. Any breakdown now in the process of
Namibiz’s liberation will surely provoke a bloody conflict
in the region and endanger woild peace and security.

“The international community has a vital stake in the
success of the United Nations role in Namibia and in
ensuring the early independence and unity of the new
State. This wili no doubt accelerate the process of
liberation throughout southern Africa and in other
regions as well. It will, moreover, strengthen the con-
fidence and trust of States in the United Nations as the
most effective means to pursue the goals of freedom,
equality and justice in internaticral relations.”

261. Even the five Western members of the Security
Council have declared that they see no way of reconciling
the unilateral elections with the proposal for Namibia’s
independence whick they put forward and which the
Security Council endorsed. Furthermore, they have stated
that the elections currentiy being held in Namibia cannot
be considered free and fair and are irrelevant to the progress
of Namibia to internationally acceptable independence.

262: Since the termination of South Africa’s Mandate over
Namibia in 1967, the liberation of the people of Namibia
has been the direct responsibility of the United Nations,
and the Members of the Organization cannot evade this
responsibility any longer. It is therefore imperative that the
world community adopt measures that- will ensure the
success of the gallant struggle of the people of Namibia.
The only recourse open to the United Nations is to impose
comprehensive and mandatory ecoromic sanctions against
South Africa under Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter. Any further delay in taking such action would not
only prolong the agony of the people of Namibia, against
whom a fresh reign of terror, with widespread arrests,
violence and intimidation, has been unleashed, but would
also considerably weaken the prestige and authority of the
United Nations.

263. Pakistan has always supported the liberation struggle
of the people of Namibia under the leadership of SWAPO,
its sole and authentic representative, and has consistently
demonstrated its unswerving solidarity in the cause of

Namibia’s liberation. We have contributed to this goal
through our participation in the United Nations Council for -
Namibia since its inception, as well as through active
support for Namibian aspirations in all other relevant
forums.

264. Since its establishment as the legal Administering
Authority for Namibia until independence, the United
Nations Council for Namibia has been successful in mobil-
izing international political and material support in fur-
therance of the struggle for independence. The Council,
working in close co-operation with SWAPO for the achieve-
ment of these objectives, has taken far-reaching initiatives,
such as the creation of the Fund for Namibia, the Institute
for Namibia and the launching of the Nationhood Pro-
gramme to assist the Namibian people during their struggle
and during their early years of independence. Pakistan,
along with other Member States, has made its modest
contribution to all those efforts and initiatives under the
leadership of the Piesident of the Council for Namibia,
Ambassador Konie of Zambia.

265. Today Pakistan once again promises to support any
initiative or action on the part of the United Nations which
will bring genuine independence to the people of Namibia.
The independence of Namibia is inextricably linked with ite
territorial integrity.

265. The illegal annexation of Walvis Bay constitutes a
deliberate attempt by South Africa to deprive Namibia of
its main port and vital economic avenue and to retain a
strategic military base in that part of Namibia. There can be
no comp:zomise on the status of Walvis Bay, and the
international community must reaffirm its commitment to
ensuring the territorial integrity of Namibia against any
attempts to dismember the Territory through the illegal
annexation of Walvis Bay by South Africa.

267. In conclusion, my delegation would like to pay a
tribute to SWAPO, its leadership and its freedom fighters,
who have waged their struggle against daunting odds with
tremendous courage and sacrifice. We are convinced that the
day is not far off when Namibia will achieve its inde-
pendence and join the Members of this'world body as a
sovereign State. .

268. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland): More than seven months
ago, on 27 April of this year, I had the honour to present
Poland’s comprehensive position on the question of
Namibia to the ninth special session of the General
Assembly,17 convened to consider the persistent refusal of
South Africa to withdraw from Namibia and condemn its
manoeuvres to consolidate its illegal occupation of the
Territory. Today, I cannot but reaffirm the continued
validity and timeliness of my country’s consistent stand
vis-3-vis the problem before us. In fact, since last spring our
assessment of the situation has been further confirmed both
by the important decisions of the General Assembly at the
ninth special session and by the developments in and
around Namibia.

269. 1 wish to assure this Assembly, and in particular
those directly concerned, the African States, the front-line

17 See Official Records of the General Asscmbly, Ninth Special
Session, Plenary Meetings, Tth meeting, paras. 1-19.
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victims of South Africa’s policies, as well as the sole and
authentic representative of the Namibian people, SWAPO,
that Poland’s position coincides fully with the Declaration
on Namibia and Programme of Action In Support of
Self-determination and National Independence for Namibia
adopted at the ninth special session of the General
Assembly. Our position continues to rest on the following
indivisible bases.

270. First, the Namibian people, whuse land is now
illegally occupied by South Africa, have the inalienable
right to self-determination, freedom and national inde-
pendence in a united Namibia. This presupposes the full
legitimacy of their struggle by all means at their disposal
against the illegal occupation.

271. Secondly, Namibia is the direct responsibility of the
United Nations until genuine self-determination and na-
tional independence are achieved in the Territory, and the
United Nations Councii for Namibia remains the legal
Administering Authority for Namibia until indepzndence.
Thurefore, South Africa’s illegal occupation of Namibia
constitutes a continued act of aggression against the
Namibian people and therefore against the United Nations.

272. Thirdly, the integrity of the Territory presupposes
full recognition of the fact thst Walvis Bay is part and
parcel of Namibia. Any attempt by South Africa to annex
it cannot but be viewed as a flagrant violation of the
principle of the territorial integrity of Namibia and an act
of aggression against its people.

273. As this Assembly is well aware, the road to Namibia's
real independence, in accordance with the wishes of the
Namibian people, has been mapped out in at least 20
resolutions of the Security Council and more than 100
tesolutions of the General Assembly. The value of these
documents stems from the histor.c process of decoloni-
zation and the principles of the momentous Declaration of
1960.18 It stems from the paramount consideration that
the oppressor and the oppressed canrot be treated on an

equal footing, particularly when colonial oppression is_

involved.

274. n recent months another plan has been prepared for
solving, through the United Nations, the acute problem of
Namibia. As Poland’s Minister for Foreign Affairs put it in
the general debate at the present session, last September:

“The current plan for the independence of Namibia still
contains, we submit, too many unclear elements allowing
for divergent interpretations.” [ 12th meeting, para. 138.]

275. One such divergent, if not misguided, interpretation
has now been made regarding Namibia’s independence by
the Pretoria régime, which is playing a dangerous game
against the international community at the expense of the
Namibian people and of peace in Africa. For, indeed, South
Africa’s reaction to the constructive position of SWAPO
and the front-line States has proved to be a resort to force
and a disregard for realities. It started with the unilateral and
illegal appointment of the so-called Administrator-General,

18 Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples (resolution 1514 (XV)).

followed by the enactment and re-enactment of numerous
repressive measures and emergency regulations in Namibia;
by a wanton act of aggression against the People’s Republic
of Angola, and a barbaric attack en a Namibian civilian
settlement at Kassinga, where over 1,000 Namibians were
killed, mainly women, children and elderly people; by a
similar aggression against Zambia; by an illegal procla-
mation for the so-called registration of voters; by the
outpouring of huge sums of money for a few of its local
puppets in preparation for illegal elections; by the present
electoral parody now under way; and, last but not least, by
a continued organized campaign of terror and violence
against SWAPO, including arrests, detentions and intimida-
tion of SWAPO members. On top of this, of late ine
Pretoria régime has intensified its military build-up, in-
cluding the undertaking of research into the development
of nuclear weapons. Recent ominous news on the aggressive
state of South Africa’s preparedness again to attack Angola
adds a new, grim element to the ove:-all situation. This is
how South Africa conccives the plan for a negotiated
settlement in Namibia.

276. My delegation was gratified to see that in the recent
debates in the Security Council on the question of Namibia
numerous delegations so rightly assessed South Africa’s
adventcrous policies.

277. Only last October, in Pretoria, a moraily corrupt
régime was lecturing five distinguished Ministers for Foreign
Affairs, representing one-third of the present membership
of the Security Council, on what is communism and how to
deal with it. To add to the irony of the situaticn, the text
of that Nazilike lecture has become part of an official
document of the Security Coungil, document S/ 12900.19
The message from Pretoria has again come, as could have
been expected, first, in the form of another insult to the
United Nations and especially to Africa and, secondly, in
that of a premeditated attack against SWAPO and a blunt
denial of the latter’s rights as the sole and authentic
representative of the Namibian people. It came as a
challenge also to the non-aligned movement, which only a
few weeks before accepted SWAPQ as a full-fledged
member. The message, repeated time and again, is loud and
clear: the Pretoria régime is not ready to allow the free
election “in an independent Namibia of a government over
which it would have no control. That is also the gist of the
Pretoria régime’s distinction between a “responsible” and
an “irresponsible” government in Namibia.

278. In the view of the Polish delegation, unless effective
political, economic and diplomatic pressures-are demon-
strably brought to bear on South Africa, no negotiation will
succeed. On the contrary, the present state of affairs can
only compound the harmful delaying tactics now being
applied with regard to the question of Namibia. We
therefore reiterate, in accordance with the very spirit and
letter of the Programme of Action adopted at the ninth
special session, that at this decisive stage in the struggle of
the Namibian people the international community must
take definitive action to ensure the zomplete and uncondi-
tional withdrawal of South Africa from Namibia and thus
eliminate the dangerous threat to international peace and

19 See Official Records of the Security Council, Thirty-third
Year, Supplement for Ocxtober, November, and December 1978,
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security created by South Africa. This can only be achieved
through most vigorous measures on the part of the Security
Council, including sanctions provided for under Chapter
VII of the Charter, particularly comprehensive economic
sanctions, an oil embargo and an arms embargo.

279. In all the international efforts made with a view to
effecting an immediate, final and unconditional solution of
the question of Namibia, Poland, which is a member of the
Council for Namibia, has alv .ys been and will continue to
be on the side of SWAPO and all the African States
fighting for the complete elimination of the vestiges of
colonialism from their continent, which have our full
solidarity and support in that struggle. We trust that despite
difficulties, deliberately built up by the retrograde forces of
colonialism and neo-colonialism, we shall be able finally to
welcome in our miist a free and independent Namibia.

280. Mr. KLESTIL (Austria): The history of the involve-
ment of the United Nations with Namibia and its people
stretches over most of the past 20 years. It feii, hewever, to
the twenty-first session of the General Assembly to take a
decision of historic dimensions and dramatic consequence:
the decision to terminate forthwith South Africa’s Manidate
over South West Africa—Namibia—and to declare Namibia
henceforth to be under the direct responsibility of the
United Nations [resolution 2145 (XXI)].

281. It seems superfluous to take up the precious time of
the Assembly by reiterating all the steps the United Nations
has tzken in order to achieve the political implementaticn
of this decision. We are all aware that the Organization has
taken this responsibility, once assumed, very, seriously and
has constantly endeavoured to take practical steps for the
discharge of this obligation and for a genuine trzasifer of
power to the people of Namibia. With this objective in
mind, the United Nations Council for Namibia was
founded, the office of the United Nations Commissioner
for Namibia was created, and numerous resolutions were
adopted in the General Assembly and in the Security
Council.

282. For all those who believe in the rule of law and the
right of peoples to self-determination, it has come as a
bitter disappointment, again and again, that despite the
massive concern of the international community, expressed
so forcefully over such a great number of years, Namibia
still remains a centre of crisis in southern Africa. To the
lack of success of all our consecutive efforts the main
obstacles have not come from the people of Namibia or
from those who carry the heavy burden of the liberation
struggle; the main obstacles aiv not to be found within the
United Nations or with the front-line States, which have
shown constant devotion to the cause of Namibia’s inde-
pendence. The main obstacle has always been the unwilling-
ness of South Africa to release its illegal hold on Namibia.

283. After the failure of the many previous efforts,
however, in the past year we experienced the first sub-
stantial change in the situation, a change which was
initiated by the effort of the five Western members of the
Security Council to find ways and means finally -to
implement Security Council resolution 385 (1976). These
efforts culminated in the so-called “Western proposal” and
the plan of action for Namibia.

284. Austria has always considered Security Council reso-
lution 385 (1976) as the sheet-anchor of our commeon
endeavour. That resolution outlines the general require-
ments for a peaceful solution in Namibia in the most
comprehensive and constructive manner, embodies the
principle of free elections under the supervision and control
of the United Nations and defines clearly the sieps
necessary to ensure the transfer of power to the people of
Namibia and to guarantee their human rights.

285. On the principles of that resolution the Western
proposal was built, and during the past year that proposal
was ¢udorsed by the international community and furiher
completed by the report of the Secretary-General on the
details of its implementation, culminating in Security
Council resolution 435 (1978). Austria, which has con-
stantly condemned the illegal occupation of Namibia by
South Africa, has, since the inception of that initiative,
whole-heartedly welcomed and supported it. We regard it as
the most promising way to the achievement of an early
peaceful and negotiated transition to majority rule, self-
determination and independence in Namibiza. I should like
at this stage to reiterate briefly that Austria stands ready to
fend assistance, if necessary, in ithe implementation of this
process of transition, within the limits of our capau.ty. I
should also like to take this opportunity to express
Austria’s appreciation of the untiring efforts of the five
Western members of the Secunity Council and of the spirit
of co-operation and understancing with which SWAPQ and
the front-line States participated in their endeavours.

286. To cur profound dismay and disappointment, how-
ever, the brief pericd of optimism and hope has been
overshadowed by South Africa’s recent rejection of some of
the main obiectives of the proposal and by the conducting
of internal elections in Namihia. Security Council reso-
lution 439 (1978) has aptly summarized the views of the
interrational community on this announcement, which
Austria can only endorse. We must all strive not to lose the
momentum gaired towards the achievement of our goal of
an independent Namibia. We must pursue all our efforts
with vigour and determination. We must reaffirm inter-
national support for the struggle of the Namibian people
and put pressure on South Africa to abandon its illegal
occupation and to co-operate with the Security Council and
the Secretary-Generali in the implementation of the plan.

287. Before cencluding my remarks, I wish to pay
Austria’s tribute to the United Nations Council for Namibia
and jts President, Ambassador Konie, for their untiring
work. The Council’s lucid and comprehensive report is
proof of its commitment to a free, independent, united and
multiracial Namibia—a concept to which Austria fully
subscribes. I should also like to pay a tribute to the
Secretary-General and his Special Representative,
Mr. Martti Ahtisaari of Finland, for their commitment and
dedication to their high offices. Austria furthermore wel-
comes the increase in and intensification of international
assistance to the Namibian people. The Institute for
Namibia, based in Lusaka, as well as the Nationhood
Programme have during the past year continued to make an
excellent contribution to the future requirements of
Namibia. ,

288. Sixty years ago, in Article 22 of the Covenant of the
League of Nations, Namibia was declared a “‘sacred trust of
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civilisation”. The international community must continue
its efforts in order not to betray this trust placed upon it.

289. Mr. DASHTSEREN (Mongolia): Since the last session
of the General Assembly the United Nations has exerted
continuous efforts to help the people of Namibia in their
struggle to put an end tfo the illegal occupation of that
country by South Africa. The convening of a special session
and the repeated consideration of the situation in Namibia
by the Security Council testify to the strenuous endeavours
of our Organization and the world community. Never-
theless, the situation prevailing today in Namibia and the
lastest developments in particular have once again demon-
strated that the racists of Pretoria still resort to extreme
measures and manoeuvres in order to maintain their
ruthless domination over the oppression of Namibia and its
indigenous population.

290. In absolute disregard of the demands of the world
community, and in contravention of Security Council
resolutions 435 (1978) and 439 {1978), the racist régime of
South Africa has already proceeded with its so-called
elections in the illegally occupied Territory of Namibia. It is
no wonder that those so-called elections are taking place in
an atmosphere of terror and of the suppression of the free
will of the Namibian people. According to different
sources, the South African security police have arrested
officials and active members of SWAPO and many other
patriots. The sham nature of the so-called elections by
Pretoria has been recognized even in the Western press,
including The New York Times. Yesterday’s issue of that
newspaper, for example, carried a report of the Church
Center of Namibia, in which the following was said: “The
elections in Namibia are a fraud. People are voting not out
of choice but because they have been forced to do so.”

291. The outcome of such “elections” is clear. A puppet
régime will be installed. As Ambassador de Figueiredo of
Angola said in the Security Council, “In effect, Namibia
will continue to be little more than a bantustan.”2® The
world community should condemn and reject those rigged
elections.

292. The process aimed at the perpetuation of colonial
and racist domination over that unfortunate Territory was
started by South Africa long ago. The racists have already
exported their inhuman policy of apartheid to Namibia
through the extensive introduction of racist laws and
systems into that Territory. The racist régime has been
engaged in an intensive bul .-up of its military potential
through a constant expansion of the network of military
bases and an increase in the number of its occupation
troops.

293. From all this it is clear that the Pretoria régime will
never give up its criminal designs and will try to cling to the
occupation of the Territory at any cost as a stronghold of
its colonial and racist domination.

294. As a result of the so-called elections, the people of
Namibia will continue to be denied their inalienable right to
freedom and genuine independence and the Territory will
remain under the control of the racists, whc will use it as a

20 Ibid., Thirty-third Year, 21031d meeting.

spring-board for launching acts of aggression against inde-
pendent African States, acts which are fraught with serious
danger for international peace and security.

295. The world community has witnessed repeated acts of
naked aggression committed by South Africa against the
People’s Republic of Angola and other neighbouzing coun-
tries. The recent big concentration of troops and military
equipment along the border of Angola cannot but cause
grave concern not only to the African States but to the
world community at large.

296. It is most deplorable t:at the aggression of the racist
régime of Pretoria is encouraged by Western Powers, which
always prevent the adoption of effective measures by the
Security Council. The time has come for decisive and
effective action.

297. It is common knowledge that the racist régime of
South Africa would have great difficulties in pursuing its
policy of oppression and domination without the political,
diplomatic, economic, financial and military aid that
certain Western countries continue to give it. The racists of
Pretoria continue to receive enormous aid from Western
monopolies, which operate not only in South Africa but
also to a great extent in Namibia. Transnational corpo-
rations of Western Powers, in collusion with the racist
régime of South Africa, continue to exploit ruthlessly the
natural and human resources of Namibia and extract
astronomicai profits. It is against that background that we
must view the recent activization and increased interest of
the Western Powers in a so-called peaceful solution of tl.:
question of Namibia.

298. As to the mediation activities carried out by the five
Western Powers in -2spect of Namibia the statement
recently issued by thi, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Mongolian People’s Repubiic on the question of Namibia

.says that:

“The so-called mediation activities are not merely
unconducive to the achievement of a truly iust solution
of the Namibian question but are actually contrary to the
interests of the struggle of the peoples of southern Africa
and the consolidation of the unity of the African peoples,
and of their solidarity with the socialist community and
with all peace-loving, anti-imperialist and anti-colonia:
forces in the world.”

299. In view of the foregoing, my delegation holds the
view that those Western Powers who actually enabled the
racist régime of South Africa to win time and to present the
United Nations with a fait accompli should also bear the
responsibility for all the possible consequences.

300. The- position of t1e Mongolian People’s Republic on
the question of Namibia stems.from our policy of prineiple
of supporting the just struggle of oppressed people for their
freedom and independence and the complete elimination of
all sources of colonialism, racism and apartheid.

301. The Mongolian People’s Republic comes out, as
before, for the inunediate granting of opportunities to the
Namibian people to exercise their inalienable right to
freedom, self-determination and genuine independence on
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the basis of respect for the unity and territorial integrity of
that country. We demand the unconditional withdrawal of
all troops, police forces and the South African admin-
istration from all the parts of Namibia, including Walvis
Bay, an integral part of Namibian territory, and the transfer
of all power to SWAPO, the sole legitimate and authentic
representative of the people of Namibia.

302. The Mongolian People’s Republic strongly advocates
the immediate application of sanctions against the Pretoria
régime and also the adoption of other effective measures
for the complete international isolaiinn of the racist régime
in accordance with the relevant provisions of Chapter VII
of the Charter of the United Nations.

303. The Government and people of the Mongolian
People’s Republic express their full support for and
solidarity with the Namibian people in their struggle for the
realization of their inalienable right to freedom, self-
determination and national independence.

304. Mr. NEIL (Jamaica): The current dcbate in the
General Assembly on the question of Namibia occurs at a
time of great anxiety over the future of Namibia. Events
since the ninth special session have moved swiftly and
brought us to a decisive point where our commitment to
the cause of genuine independence for the Namibian people
is being put to the test. Hopes were raised that a free
and independent Namibia would soon become a reality
following the dramatic announcement in April that South
Africa, the illegal occupying Power, had agreed to the plan
for Namibian independence proposed by the five Western
members of the Security Council. The representative of the
Namibian people, SWAPO, subsequently pledged its co-.
operation, despite negative elements in the plan and despite
severe intimidation carried out by the Pretoria régime. The
endorsement of the plan by the Security Council in
resolution 431 (1978) and the transition arrangements
worked out by the Secretary-General and his Special
Representative, adopted by the Security Council in reso-
lution 435 (1978), laid the basis for the implementation of
the plan. In the process of the final execution of the plan, it
was the general expectation that all parties would in good
faith abide by the letter and spirit of the agreed plan, which
would result in genuine independence for Namibia. It was
on that basis that the United Nations proceeded to fulfil its
role in the implementation of the plan and it was also on
that basis that SWAPO as ‘the representative of the
Namibian people kept its word and faithfully gave its full
co-operation to bring about a peaceful settlement of the
question.

305. But not so South Africa. Once again the Pretoria
régime has demonstrated the trickery and deception for
which it has an unequalled reputation. Once again the racist
régime has confirmed our deep suspicions about the
sincerity of its motives and intentions regarding Namibia
and its desire to frustrate all attempts to enable the pecple
of Namibia to exercise their right to self-determination and
independence. But South Africa’s treachery should come as
no surprise. It is now apparent that its acceptance of the
plan of the five Western Powers was based on the
expectation that SWAPO would reject the plan and thus
appear to be the intransigent party which was unwilling to
accept a peaceful solution. The wanton and savage attack

against a Namibian refugee camp at Kassinga in May, in
which hundreds of innocent civilians were murdercd, was
expected to provoke a spirit of confrontation and under-
mine the chances of co-operation by SWAPO. In fact, this
criminal aggression against Angola and the Namibian people
demonstrated South Africa’s determination to continue by
violence and terror to maintain its illegal occupation of
Namibia and its unwillingness to accept, in good faith, a
negotiated settlement.

306. The attitude and actions of the South African régime
since September have confirmed this. It is unwilling to
accept an effective role for the United Nations in the
transition arrangements and seeks to modify the role and
composition of the United Nations Transition Assistance
Group. It is clear that the South African racists are intent
on controlling the transition process to ensure that their
nco-colonial designs on Namibia are safeguarded. Above all -
they have sought to frustrate the implementation of the
plan by the holding of unilateral elections this week. This
action is at the heart of their strategy. Clearly, it was their
expectation that elections carried .out fairly under United
Nations supervision would result in an overwhelming
victory for SWAPO. To prevent such a development, South
Africa is holding its own rigged elections to provide an
opportunity for installing puppets who would be unwilling
to entertain the idea of later elections under United Nations
supervision. South Africa claims that the elections should
be seen neither as a final step nor as a South African
challenge to the international community. But it goes on to
state that all options would be referred to the so-called
elected representatives who would ve free to recommend
acceptance of the Secretary-General’s report. South Africa
would at the time point out to them the various possi-
bilities and their likely consequences. In short, the puppets
would be used as the means by which South Africa could
avoid its commitments. This is apparent from the latest
reports of the Secretary-General to the Security Council on
his consultations with South African officials.

307. The reports of the Secretary-General of 24 November
and 2 December 1978, documents S/12938 and S/12950
respectively, show that South Africans are not prepared to
give clear answers to the vital questions raised by the
Secretary-General. Instead they attempt to dodge the issues
by giving qualified assurances and restrictive commitments
designed to preserve all their options and gain time. We
must not be deceived by the web of confusion they have
created to mask their true intentions. The stark reality of
the situation is that the Pretoria régime has no intention of
allowing genuine independence for Namibiz. It has no
intention of allowing free and fair elections to be con-
ducted. It is prepared only to transfer power to puppets
under its control in order to perpetuate its racist exploi-
tation of Namibia. The current harassment and arrests of
leaders and members of SWAPQ, the legitimate repre-
sentatives of the people of Namibia, are further confir-
mation of the intentions of the Pretoria régime.

308. The defiant and contemptuous attitude of South
Africa towards the United Nations, so often demonstrated
in the past, should not be allowed to continue. South
Africa must be shown that we are determined to carry out
our responsibilities and make whatever sacrifice is necessary
to that end. There should be no hesitation in doing what
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must be done. The Security Council must now declare
wthout qualification that South Africa represents a threat
to international peace, and take action under Chapter VII
of the Charter. The General Assembly must demand the
imposition of enforcement action without further delay.
Without this, South Africa will continue its defiance and its
sabotage of the United Nations, and its violation of the
agreement to which it is a party. It is my country’s firm
conviction that nothing short of the strongest measures
contained in Chapter VII will dislodge South Africa from
the hold it has maintained so long in Namibia.

309. The Security Council in resolution 439 (1978) issued
a warning to South Africa that failure to comply with its
resolutions would lead to the initiation of appropriate
actions under the Charter, including its Chapter VII, to
ensure compliance. The time has now come for the Security
Council to follow up this warning by firm action. The
Council cannot afford to delay or to take the path of
appeasement and surrender. The five Western members of
the Security Council must recognize that their credibility is
at stake and that their sincerity will be questioned if there
is any acquiescence or delay on their part.

310. My delegation acknowledges the significant efforts of
the five Powers to bring about an internationally acceptable
solution to the problem of Namibia. Their initiative was
viewed by many as very positive, not because of any doubt
that the people of Namibia would prevail eventually, but
because of the long-held view that the racist régime of
South Africa is supported by strong economic and other
ties with the West. But the five Western countries must
know that, once having assumed the initiative and having
taken the road towards dislodging South Africa from
Namibia, they cannot turn back or stay their hand if they
find the cost higher than anticipated. Any delay now will
only strengthen the conviction of most of us that there is a
lack of readiness to sacrifice material interests in favour of
the people of Namibia. Their action at the next stage of the
Security Council deliberations on the question of Namibia
will be seen as a measure of their commitment to the
Namibian people.

311. The Security Council must meet the expectations of
the international community expressed in this body. We
must not fail the people of Namibia. The time has come for
the United Nations to act, because it has in its hands the
future of the people of Namibia, who have the right to
expect that their rights will be protected by this Organi-
zation and whose cause will be betrayed by hesitation,
weakness or delay in bringing the full force of international
pressure to 'zar on their racist oppressors. Such an
approach would result in victory for the forces of oppres-
sion and domination, and spell defeat for the ideals of the
Charter of this Organization, which we are committed to
uphold.

312. Mr. IBRAHIM (Ethiopia): The very fact that the
Generai Assembly once again has to address itself to the
question of Namibia is, in the view of my delegation, the
clearest testimony of the failure of the United Nations to
overcome South Africa’s continuing challenge to its au-
thority. That the General Assembly today should be
considering the question of Namibia at the very time when
South Afiica’s racists are conducting an illegal and bogus

election in the Territory is no less sad a commentary on the
efficacy of our Organization. I say this because any
discussion on Namibia should by now have concerned only
the final arrangements to precede Namibia’s independence
in accordance with Security Council resolution 385 (1976).

313. What precisely is the situation now? The stark
reality is that South Africa has consistently rejected all
United Nations decisions demanding that it should totally
and promptly terminate its illegal occupation of Namibia.
South African troops continue to occupy the Territory while
South Africa’s colonial administration persists in oppressing
the people and in plundering their resources. It is now 12
years since the General Assembly terminated South Africa’s
Mandate over Namibia by its resolution 2145 (XXI).

314. South Africa, likewise, has persistently refused to
co-operate with the United Nations or to comply with its
decisions regarding the implementation of the Organi-
zation’s independence programme for Namibia. As a result
of this open defiance, all United Nations decisions, and
notably Security Council resolution 385 (1976), remain
unimplemented to this very day.

315. Nor is this all. Pressing further their defiance of the
authority of this Organization even as I am speaking here
now, the South African racists are arrogantly carrying on in
Namibia an illegal, trumped-up and bogus election. The
clear purpose of this so-called election is nothing other than
the setting up of a puppet régime in Namibia which South
Africa hopes will enable it to perpetuate its illegal occu-
pation of the Territory, with all the inevitable dire
consequences for the people and the resources of this
Territory. .

316. Regrettably, South Africa has enjoyed, and continues
to enjoy, the covert and overt support and co-operation of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization bloc of States in its
defiance of the United Nations over the question of
Namibia, no less than in its pursuit of the inhuman policy
of apartheid. Tts friends and allies only too frequently have
obstructed meaningful action against Pretoria. Lately, they
have been quite imaginative in producing all sorts of
proposals designed to ensure the further delay of meaning-
ful action against their client until such time that the latter,
in effect, would have achieved a fait accompli.

317. How often have the General Assembly and the
Security Council been lulled into unwarranted complacency
by the Western members of the Security Council? Time
and again the international community has been led to
believe that with the co-operation of South Africa, Na-
mibia’s independence could be achieved peacefully. Even
when Pretoria was attempting to effect the dismemberment
of Namibia by declaring the annexation of Walvis Bay,
which is an integral part of Namibia, we were told not to be
unduly concerned about South Africa’s abiding sense of
justice and decency.

318. The fact of the matter is that the racists of South
Africa and their Western friends are not motivated by a
desire to seek a forthright solution to the question of
Namibia by its speedy accession to genuine independence.
Their policies are designed as nothing but divisive and
diversionary tactics for continuously prolonging these
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debates, thereby giving them time to serve their own
desired ends. Ethiopia strongly condemns these treacherous
manoeuvres. We also wish to stress the urgent need for
meaningful action by the United Nations to implement its
relevant resolutions, in particular resolution 385 (1976).
The acts of repression against the Namibian pcople by
South African occupiers must not go unchallenged.

319. My delegation for one has no illusions about what
the Western Powers seek to achieve in Namibia. It is but to
create the necessary conditions that will facilitate their
continuing exploitation of the Territory’s rich natural
resources. In the basic struggle for independence and
freedom carried out by the Namibian people under the
leadership of SWAPO, the impossible was becoming inevi-
table before the eyes of Pretoria’s rulers ard their friends.
Unable to break the people’s will by all kinds of repression,
Pretoria and its allies had to hatch schemes that were
nevertheless transparent. Those who had been unresponsive
to the struggle of the Namibian people for independence and
freedom suddenly began championing the cause of Na-
mibian independence. With frantic efforts and endless
pilgrimages to Pretoria, they are engaged in an attempt to
confuse and hoodwink the international community with
their sundry proposals for Namibia’s independence.

320. In this context, I would iike to recall that Ethiopia,
ceeply concerned as to the possible motive behind the
so-called Western proposal, voiced its doubts and expressed
its misgivings during the ninth special session of the General
Assembly earlier this year. Subsequent events have proved
us right. As we insisted during the ninth special session, we
had hoped it would have been possible for the international
community to take firm action promptly.

321. As if the inaction of the past has not been a lesson,
my delegation notes with sorrow that the United Nations
again seems to be going through the same futile exercise by
calling for South Africa’s compliance, instead of taking
measures to enforce its decisions. After all, the record
speaks for itself. The South African régime exemplifies its
intransigent »ttitude by its persistent defiance of United
Nations resolutions. On what basis, therefore, can the
international community refrain from taking positive
actions, unless it is solely in order not to displease the
racists of Pretoria?

322. What is becoming clearer every day is that South
Africa and its supporters have no desire to implement
strictly and faithfully the various resolutions adopted by
the United Nations. On the contrary, they have clearly
embarked upon delaying tactics to thwart the decisons of
this world body. South Africa, with the tacit support of its
Western friends, is seeking an interlude to enable it to bring
about the establishment of a puppet government in
Namibia. This has been South Africa’s primary intention
for a long time.

323. Security Council resolution 385 (1976) calls, inter
alia, for free elections under United Nations supervision and
control. The present South African elections are being
conducted amidst the arrests of SWAPO leaders and
supporters. What is most regrettable is that the Western
members of the Security Council are putting obstacles in
the way of the effective implementation by the United
Nations of the proposals they have themselves advanced.

324. My delegation wishes to underscore one point in this
debate. Exclusive concern over the implementation of the
plan for independence of Namjbia, as proposed by the five
Western members of the Security Council, should not blind
us to the far more serious danger of the dismemberment of
Namibia and relegate the issue of Walvis Bay to some
indefinite future date. In the view of the Ethiopian
delegation, Walvis Bay remains an essential element of the
Namibian question. The solemn obligation of the United
Nations is to the people of the Territory and not to South
Africa. The United Nations must see to it that this trust and
responsibility is discharged in accordance with the wishes of
the people of Namibia, instead of catering to the wishes of
Pretcria and its imperialist supporters.

325. Ethiopia long has recognized that the genuine inde-
pendence of Namibia can best be ensured through the
combination of the intensified struggle of the Namibian
people under the leadership of SWAPO and the speedy
application by the Security Council of the provisions of
Chapter VII of the Charter. Even as Ethiopia is committed
to making every possible sacrifice in its total support of-the
Namibian people in their legitimate struggle for their
independence, unity and territorial integrity, so it appeals
from this rostrum to the Security Council to take urgent
action and have all its decisions on Namibia implemented in
conformity with Chapter VII of the Charter. Deferring the
inevitable would simply be prolonging the sufferings of the
Namibian people and thus rewarding Pretoria’s racists for
their defiance and contempt of the United Nations.
Specifically, the Western members of the Security Council
owe the Hamibian people, Africa and, indeed, all mankind a
singular debt.

326. If the much publicized Western proposal was made in
earnest then, in view of the obduracy and eventual reneging
by South Africa, surely the Western members of the
Security Council are now left with no choice but to
facilitate the application of comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against South Africa. We still wish to believe that
the five Western members of the Security Council have made
genuine efforts to ensure peaceful independence for
Namibia. But since they have failed in that effort it is up to
them now to demonstrate by deeds that they are in fact
ready to discharge their obligations under the Charter.

327. However, the position of the Western members of the
Security Council notwithstanding, my delegation is more
than ever convinced that the Namibian struggle, costly as it
may prove, will inevitably triumph. It will triumph because
it is just.

328. Mr. KOSTOV (Bulgaria): The question of Namibia,
considered in the context of the explosive situation in
southern Africa, has reached its present critical stage
because of the intransigent and arrogant policy of colo-
nialist oppression, racial discrimination and brutal acts of
aggression perpetrated by the racist régimes. With the help
of influe::tial international moropolistic circles those ré-
gimes deploy every effort to maintain their domination and
to hamper the inevitable progress of decolonization. There-
fore the current developments in this area of conflict justify
the deep and genuine concern of the United Nations and
the international community in general.
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329. The General Assembly, at its ninth special session, on
Namibia, and the World Conference to Combat Racism and
Racial Discrimination, which took place in Geneva in
August of this year, singled out most unambiguously the
forces which are endeavouring to preserve their colonial
domination at any cost, to slow down and if possible quell
the national liberation and revolutionary process in Africa,
to undertake aggressive action against the neighbouring
independent States and to undermine the progressive
régimes. With regard to the solution cf the question of
Namibia, at the ninth special session the Generzl Assembly,
while expressing full support for the legitimate rights of the
people of Namibia to self-determination and independence,
rejected the so-called internal solution as an attenipt by the
imperialist and colonial forces to maintain their domi-
nation.

330. Since the ninth special session of the United Nations
General Assembly the political struggle of the people of
Namibia under the leadership of SWAPO has continued and
gained new momentum. At the same time, however, the
efforts have continued to impose a solution acceptable to
the present régime in Pretoria in utter defiance of the
genuine aspirations of the African population and the
resolutions of the Security Council and the General
Assembly. Certain Western Powers have made use of all
possible means, such as diplomatic manoeuvring and pres-
sure on the national liberation movements combined with
making promises and delaying the solution of pressing
problems. It is not difficult to understand that such
ever-increasing activity has been substantially motivated by
the selfish interests of some influential circles to prevent
the real solution of the question of Namibia in conformity
with the principles of self-determination and in accordance
with the numerous resolutions of the General Assembly and
the Security Council on this matter.

331. All this imparts to our current debate a sense of
urgency and major political significance. The African
peoples and international public opinion in general are
following th s debate with keen interest and they expect
the decisions adopted by the General Assembly to have an
impact on the intensification of Namibia’s struggle for
independence, in full conformity with the genuine aspira-
tions of the Namibian people. The liberation of Namibia
from colonial racist occupation is indeed of paramount
urgency, for the existence of the present situation consti-
tutes a threat not only to peace and security in southern
Affica, but to international peace and security as well.

332. The removal of one of the last strongholds of
colonialism in Namibia will be a new and momentous step
along the road to the final elimination of the shameful
system of colonialism. It will represent a new triumph in
the implementation of the historic Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples, a triumph in the contribution of the United
Nations to the struggle to eliminate colonialism, in con-
formity with the principles of self-determination and
independence.

333. It is against the background of these pposing trends
that the role of the United Nations has to be assessed,
taking into consideration also the fact that the United
Nations bears the legal responsibility for Namibia.

334. In the context of the historic task of the complete
and total elimination of the last vestiges of colonialism, at
its ninth special session the United Nations General
Assembly mapped out concrete methods and formulas for
the liberation of Namibia from the colonialist and racist
régime of Pretoria. The aggressive acts against Namibia and
neighbouring independent African States have been con-
demned over and over again as threatening world peace and
security.

335. In this connexion may I recall the relevant paragraph
of the communiqué of 2 Qctober of the extraordinary
Meeting of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Non-Aligned
Countries, which reads:

“The Ministers further condemned the repeated acts of
wanton aggression by the racist régimes against Mozam-
bique, Angola, Zambia and Botswana and pledged sup-
port to these countries in their valiant efforts to maintain
their  sovereignty and  territorial  integrity.”
[A[33/279-S/12875, annex, para. 11.]

336. During its most recent consideration of the question
of Namibia the Security Council reiterated that con-
demnation in the strongest possible terms. The recent
actions of Pretoria unambiguously substantiate the con-
clusion that today that threat not only has remained
undiminished but, indeed, has increased. The past few
weeks have been a period of concern because of news
reports about a new plan of the racist forces in southern
Africa aimed at carrying out a large-scale attack against the
territory of the People’s Republic of Angola. I should like
to point out that in these difficult days for the People’s
Republic of Angola my country has expressed its unre-
served support for and solidarity with Angola in its just
cause, guided by the provisions of the Treaty of Friendship
and Co-operation concluded between our two countries on
21 October 1978.

337. At the current session the General Assembly is
considering the question of Namibia in a complex inter-
national setting. On the one hand, there is the political,
diplomatic and armer liberation struggle of the Namibian
people to rid its motherland of the colonialist and racist
tyranny of Pretoria. On the other, there is under way an
overt effort by the racists of South Africa and their
sponsors to smother the flame of the national liberation
struggle and to find a solution to the problem that will not
lead to genuine independence for Namibia.

338. The recent decision of the illegal administration of
South Africa in Namibia to proceed with unilateral meas-
ures in relation to the electoral process, which is yet
another flagrant violation of Security Council resolutions
385 (1976) and 435 (1978), must be condemned and the
Government of South Africa must be called upon to cancel
these elections.

- -

339. In these conditions, it is the duty of the United
Nations and of all who genuinely support the Namibian
people’s national liberation struggle to reinforce their
solidarity with the freedom fighters and their sole legiti-
mate representative, SWAPQ, to create internal conditions
conducive to ensuring the speediest termination of Na-
mibia’s illegal occupation by South Africa.
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340. In our view every objective possibility exists for an
effective and rapid solution of the problem of Namibia’s
liberation and the creation of a government of the black
majority in that country, headed by SWAPO. The strict
implementation of the decisions and resolutions of the
Security Council and of the General Assembly would pave
the way for the settlement of this question. The earliest
possible cessation by all States, without any exception
whatsoever, of all contacts with South Africa, especially
economic and military collaboration, would contribute
towards putting an end to the illegal occupation. An
independent and democratic Namibia would then take its
place as a fully-fledged Member of our Organization. The
Bulgarian delegation is firmly convinced that the day when
we have the opportunity of welcoming in our midst the
representatives of an independent, democratic and pros-
perous Namibia is not far away.

341. A conditio sine qua non for the solution of the
problem of Namibia in full conformity with the aspirations
of the Namibian people will be fulfilled by ensuring the
transfer of all powers in the shortest possible time to the
patriotic forces led by SWAPO, which has been recognized
by the United Nations as the sole legitimate representative
of the Namibian people. It has become obvious that
without SWAPQ’s participation there cannot and will not
be any free and complete exercise of the right of the
Namibian people to self-determination and there cannot
exist a free, united and independent Namibia.

342. That is why there is such justifiable concern over the
attempts made by some Western Powers, members of the
Security Council, which, although they supported the
decision on the holding of free elections in Namibia under
the supervision and control of the United Nations, have in
fact not made use of all the means at their disposal to
convince—and if necessary to oblige—the South African
Government to implement the decisions of the Security
Council to that effect. While they exercised significant
pressure over SWAPO to accept the conditions contained in
the so-cal’:d plan of the five Western States members of the
Security Council, they did not exert sufficient pressure on
the South African Administration and have not permitted
the Security Council to take effective measures against the
racist régime of Pretoria. It was precisely on account of that
line of policy that the leader of SWAPO, Sam Nujoma,
stated on 29 September of this year, during the consider-
ation of the question of Namibia by the Security Council:

“...we have participated in the diplomatic exercise
they initiated on Namibia conscious of our historic
responsibility to represent and speak for our oppressed
people in order to hasten the achievement of genuine
independence in Namibia. We did so in the conviction
that the process of negotiation is an integral part of the
struggle. We did so also in the belief that, as the major
trading partners and as countries with special relations
with racist South Africa, they are best placed to exert
pressure on racist South Africa to co-operate at last with
the United Nations on the question of Namibia. But,
instead, SWAPO rather than racist South Africa has been
subjected to massive pressure and blackmail. This has not
only been sinister and unfair, but it has provided the
Pretoria régime with support and encouragement to
continue to defy and rebuff the United Nations and

to... suppress the political aspirations of the Namibian
people.”21

343. The international community is most seriously
alarmed over the fact that for the past few months the
already enormous South African military machinery in
Namibia has been further reinforced. The brutal repressions
against the Namibian people, and especially against the
members of and sympathizers with SWAPO, have been
mounting in violence. To those brutal acts of oppression
has been added now the decision to proceed with unilateral
elections.

344. All those actions by the racist régime show but one
thing: South Africa does not intend to implement the
Security Council and General Assembly resolutions and
terminate its illegal occupation of Namibia. On the con-
trary, the South Afrjcan army, police and local admin-
istration are making ready for a direct confrontation, first
of all and primarily with the national liberation forces, led
by SWAPO.

345. Regardless of these overt provocative actions of
South Africa, a number of States members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization have been maintaining quite a
close relationship with the racist régime and continue to
render it moral, diplomatic, economic, financial and even
military aid. Their assistance has been instrumental in
building and expanding the vast military-industrial complex
of South Africa, a complex which is in a position now to
provide the South African military machine with everything
necessary to carry out its role of policeman of Africa and
occupier of Namibia. Today, South Africa is able to give
moral, financial, economic and direct military assistance to
the illegal régime of Ian Smith. Taking advantage of the
assistance of those same Western countries, South Africa is
on the verge of creating and testing its own nuclear weapon.
It has become exceedingly clear that the manufacture by
South Africa of nuclear weapons will have the most severe
consequences for international peace and security.

346. The United Nations has the duty, as have all of us to
whom the cause of peace is dear, to. undertake new
energetic efforts to foil the plans of the Pretoria authorities
to create their own nuclear weapons and to see to it that
that racist régime places its activities in the nuclear field
under the control of IAEA.

347. There can be no avoiding another fact which is
directly linked with the attempts of Pretoria to become a
self-sufdicient nuclear-weapon State. I have in mind the
tremendous financial assistance which Western States and
their transnational corporations are channelling to South
Africa. The existence of South Africa’s close economic
bonds with the Western States is common knowledge. As
reported in the press, more than 8G per cent of the
production in the private sector in South Africa is
controlled, one way or another, by foreign interests, and
first of all by corporations based in the United States and
Common Market monopolies. The total volume of invest-
ments by Western States in South Africa constitutes more
than $ :u billion. The 500 British and 400 American firms
at present operating there together account for $10 billion

21 Ibid., 2087th meeting, para. 146.
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of capital investment. Three-fourths of United States
investments in South Africa’s economy comes from the top
13 corporations of the United States. Capital investments
for the production and processing of uranium total almost
$1.5 billion.

348. Another aspect of considerable importance in the
activities of Western countries aimed at consolidating their
positions in the south of Africa, Namibia in particular, is
their plan to turn that region into a spring-board for the
pursuit of their neo-colonialist policy on the African
continent, for exerting pressure on independent African
States and for directly interfering in their domestic affairs.

349. South Africa’s attempts to settle the Namibian issue
by a so-called internal solution and by establishing a puppet
régime as an alternative to SWAPO, which is fighting for the
national and social liberation of Namibia as one indivisible
political entity, are doomed to failure. Those attempts can
only prolong the misery and suffering of the Namibian
people; they cannot arrest their striving for national
self-determination and independence.

350. The delegation of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria is
firmly convinced that any internal solution based on a
South African prescription, on the Southern Rhodesian
pattern or along the lines of similar plans of other States
ought to be rejected by the internationai community as
unacceptable and as an ill-concealed attempt to perpetuate
the illegal occupation of Namibia.

351. The only dependable way immediately to resolve the
question of Namibia has been pointed ont in the numerous
General Assembly resolutions: it is through the termination
of the illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa and
the immediate withdrawal of the entire administrative,
police and armed forces of Pretoria. Strict observance of
the sanctions against South Africa and the adoption by the

Security Council of other effective measures to ensure the
total international isolation and boycott of the racist South
African régime would pave the way for the implementation
of the United Nations decisions.

352. In the present situation, all the Members of the
United Nations should not only observe the United Nations
resolutions concerning Namibia but also step up their
efforts for the preparation of additional effective measures
capable of compelling the colonialists, racists and invaders
to respect the will of the world community. An effective
contribution to this end would be strict observance of
Security Council resolution 418 (1977) establishing an arms
embargo against South Africa. The Bulgarian delegation
supports the demands by African States for the prompt
imposition of supplementary sanctions against South
Africa, in full conformity with Chapter VII of the United
Nations Charter; the complete cessation of all economic
collaboration with South Africa; and the political and
diplomatic isolation of racist South Africa. We insist on the
implementation of the political Declaration and Programme
of Action adopted at the special session on Namibia, and
support the rendering of full moral and material support to
the cause of the Namibian people and the political,
diplomatic and armed struggle of the Namibian people,
under the leadership of SWAPO. ’

353. It is our earnest hope that at the current session of
the General Assembly, the United Nations, the Organi-
zation which has contributed so much by its assistance to
the liberation of peoples from colonial oppression, will
extend its support for the full and speediest fulfilment of
the legitimate aspirations of the Namibian people to
national self-determination, .genuine independence and
social progress.

The meeting rose at 9.05 p.m.





