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The meeting was called to order at 3. 30 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.
THE SITUATION IN NAMIBIA

LETTER DATED 23 OCTOBER 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF MADAGASCAR
TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL
(8/19230)

%gﬁLEITER DATED 27 OCTOBER 1987 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ZIMBABWE TO
* THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL- (S/19235)

| 'Hlﬁ*wThe*PRESIDENT:W‘In accordance with the decisions taken at previous~
meetings, I;invite the representatives of Algeria, Angola, Bangladeéh; Botewaﬁa,<
Burkina Fesb,’éaﬁefooﬁ.*éeheda.'Cuba, Cyprus, Egypt, Ethiopia, the German
Democfafféyﬁeéublié.EéﬁYéna. ihdia,'Jamaica; Kenya, Kuwait, the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,’
Senegal;vSouth Africa, Tunisia, Turkey, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
the United Reéhblic of Tanzania, Yugbsiavia and Zimbabwe to take the places’
reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Djoudi (Algeria), Mr. De Figueiredo

(Angola) , Mr. Siddikg (ﬁengiedesh), Mr. Legwaila (Botswana) , Mr. Dah (Burkina k

Faso) , Mr. Engo (Cameroon), Mf;'Svebode:(Ceheda), Mr. Oramas Oliva (Cuba), =~

Mr. Moushoutas {Cyprus) ;, Mr. Badawi gEgzg ) ; Mr, Tadesse gEthloglaZ,

Mr. Ott (German Democratic Republié), Mr. Insanally (Guyana), )

Mr. Gharekhan (Inéia); Mr. Barnett (Jamaica), Mr.'Kiiiu'(KenYa), Mr. Abulhasan

{

Y

(Kuwait), Mr. Treiki (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) , Mr. Rabetafika (Madagascar),

Mr. Dos Sahtos'(Mozamb14ue), Mrs. Astorga Gadea (Nicaraqua), Mr. Ononaiye

(Nigeria) , Mr. Shah Nawaz (Pakistan), Mr. Ritter (Panama), Mr. Alzamora (Peru),

Mr. Sarré (Senegal), ﬁr; Mahley (SOUth:Africa), Mr. Karoui (Tunisia),
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{The President)

Mr. Turkmen (Turkey), Mr, Oudovenko (Ukranian SovietisocialistvRepublic);

Mr. Majengo (United Republic of Tanzania),'ur. Pejic (Yugoslavia) and

_Mr. Mudenge (Zimbabwe) took the places reserved for them at the side of the Council

Chamber.

' The PRESIDENT: I invite the delegation of the United Nations Council for

Namibia to take a place at the Council table.

. _Atfthe?invitation'of“the‘President} Mr. Zuze (zaﬁbia);“President'Of:the'Uhited

Nations Councii for Namibia, and the other members of the del ation_tcoh a lace

at the Council table.

B

The PRESIDENT: I invite Mr. Gurirab to take a place at the Council table.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Gurirab took a place at the Coux';ci.l“__)w

tahle.

The PRESIDENT: The Security Council uili‘nowxresume itsﬁconsideration of
the item on its agenda., The first speaker is the_representatiye or:damaica. 1
invite him to take a place at the COuncil.table_andjto make his statement.

Mr. BARNETT (Jamaica)° The Jamaican delegation wishes‘to‘express to you,
Mr. President, and through you to the other membets of the Security Council our
sincere appreciation of the opportunity afforded us to participate in the Security‘
Council's resumed consideration of the srtuation in Namibia.

Although amoig the last s925ééés to participate in the debate undet yout
presidency of the Security Council for the month of October 1987, we have been
encouraged by the fine manner in which you have guided the deliberations of the
Council thus far. Let me also take the opportunity of extending thrOugh you to the |
‘.Permanent Representative of Ghana, Ambassador victor Gbeho, our warm

congratulations on the exemplary manner in which he presided over the affairs of

the Security Council during the hectic weeks of September.
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{Mr. Barnett, Jamaica}

It remains the fervent hope of the Jamaican delegation that the Security .
Eouncil's present deliberations on the situetion-in Namibia,willvpiovide,a much
needed opening and a refreshing change of direction out of the protracted impasse
surronnding Namibia's'independenée; As I»have had occasion to observe in the past,
the seemingly\endlees cycle of debates on Nemibia in the Security Council‘nae
served only to bring out feelings of weary cynicism, biteerness and frust:a;ien
within the international communipy; and especially on the pegg,of'the suffering and
oppressed people of Namibia. | o

V(Aireedy in this debate we;nevgdseén,an,ing:eesingvnumber of our Aftican;,“
colleagues shaking their heads in despair and disillusionment at the course of
these_debates‘and at the fact that the Security Council's impertant resolutions and
decisions have been rendeted, by inaction, indolence and comblacencyj meére
meaningless pieceeref paper. We aiso empathise with the mounting f:usttationvandi
impatience of the leaders of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO)
over the bettayed trust of Ehe Nanibian people and the statement by the President
of the United Nations Council for Namibia earlier this year that the case of
Namibia represented a Ciessic example ef_feiled collective efforts by the United
Nations. |

Those are very serong indicﬁments nhich challenge our collective wisdom and
faieh’in the United Nations as mankind’'s best hope of saGing succeeding genetaﬁibns
from the scourge of war end piotecting'the fundamental human rights, dignity and
worth of the human person and the equal rights of all nationms, latge»and.small.'
After all, Namibia ;emeins to thie-day the‘dinect tesponsibiiity of the United
Nations. The people of Namibia continue to expect that the United Nations, through
its primaiy organ, the Seeurity Council, will fulfil its obligation to bring the
Territory to independence without further delay and force Pretoria to terminate its

illegal military‘occdpation ef-the'Territory, which it has usurped.
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(Mr. Barnett, Jamaica)

In hisyiatest report (S/19234) of 27 October 1987, the Secfetaryééeneral, in
his concluding remafks, has observed that it is now over nine yéars since th;
Security Council_adopted resolution 435 (1978) ip order to enable the peoplé of
Namibia to exercise their inalienable right to self—deternmination and |

| : :
_1ndependence, under the supervision an§ control of the United Nations. Yet, he has
quite rightly pointed out, succéssive attempts in recént years to finaliie
arrangements for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group
(UNTAG) in Namibia, in order to commence the implementation of the United Nations
plan, have been biocked‘by South ‘Africa’s -insistence on the linkage pre-condition.

In the Secretary—General'é report we have also noted with interest the fact

3 e
‘o LR
el SRR

that the leadérship of the Pretoria régime has sought to convey to the
Secretary-General's Special Represenﬁative full assurances that the Govérnmenﬁ of
South Africa remains committed to the implementation of Security Council
resélution 435 (1978) and that it will not act in any manner that would abrogate4
thevinterhational'obligations to which South Africa has committed itself.

_-Buf ﬁhat are we to make of these so-called aSsu;anceS and commiﬁments? The
implementation of the United Nations plan has from the outset been undermined,

. frustrated and scuttled by South Africa‘'s duplicity and intransigence.
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(Mr. Barnett, Jamaica)

It has tightened its military and political stranglehold over the Territory,;
stepped up its repression of the Namibian people and continued to use Namibia as alv
military base for its acts of aggression and destabilization attempts against the
front-line States, with repeated incursions into Angola. Moreover, the Pretoria
regime has’ continued to hold Namibia s future hostage to extraneous issues.
involving the presence of Cuban forces in Angola through the “linkage COncept*’
which has been rejected by the international community and by the Security Council”
itself in its resolution 566 (1985).”. o

We firmly‘believe thatrany meaﬁingful credibility of the Security Council'
deliberations over Namibia can be restored only by a far‘greater resolve not.to
.acguiescelin the face of Pretoria's machinations and duplicity. It must reject and
set aside once and for all the pernicious linkage pre—condition, which has only
served to facilitate Pretoria s continued control over the Territory, as well as
its pers®stent attempt to transform the Namibiansguestion into‘an issue ofrr
East—West confrontation. o

Meanwhile, the situation in Namibia continues to deteriorate'as a result of .
the increasingorepression of the Namibian people by the south’Africanhoccupation
forces throughout the Territory, including the so-called*operational sone in ‘
northern Namibia, which has led to the loss of innocentvlivés;i"Initheir'concerted
efforts to snuff out:and forcihly.deprive the Namibian‘peopleiofvtheir.legitimate:
aspirations, the Pretoria‘régime's oCcupation~forces have resorted to new waves of

brutalities and repressive actions against the leadership of the South West Africa

L

People's Organization (SWAPO) and their supporters in the Territory. ;
The Security Council, and in particular its permanent members. must be
especially mindful of the grave implications of the failure to act responsibly in

applying the requisite pressure against South. Africa, in order to put an end to the
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A ) | ‘ (Mr. Barnett, Jamaica)
‘ ‘continuing instability and tensions in the region. We believe that the same set of
circumstances which galvanized and prompted the Security CounCil to dec1sxve action
in 1976, by its resolution 385 (1976) and again in 1978 by its resolution |
435 (1978)‘containing the settlement plans, should again inform the Council's
debate and provide the basis for enlightened decisions.
The Secretary—General himself has, despite the daunting c1rcumstances,
' remained hopefully optimistic and expressed the convrction that, if the question of
Namibia is re-examined with realism and sincere concern for the well-being of the
inhabitants»of the Territory, it shouldvbe_possible to open theivay_gor_w d
;implementationlor the United Nations plan;‘ ,{
Now that we have seen the failure of constructive‘engagement; we’strongly

endorse the Secretary-General's sentiments, We hope that his>vise counselling will
provide useful inspiration in guiding the outcome of our deliberations. Having
regard to the deliberate and painstaking efforts he has undertaken so far, qg
believe that the Security Council should seek to enhance the negotiating role of
the Secretary—General and give collective support to his actions to bring about the
implementation of resolution 435 (1978), containing the United Nations settlement
plan. The Secretary-General must be provxded with firm assurances by the permanent
members of the Council that his diplomatic efforts will be fully backed up by
sustained pressure on the Pretoria regime to agree to a final and definitive -
timetable for the implementation of the settlement plan for Namibia, since all
outstanding issues have now been resolved. In the event of South Africa’ s
" non-compliance, it must be made abundantly clear that enforcement measures under
Chapter VII will be rigorously applied.

We are all:fully aware that the inordinate delay in Namibia's independence has

" been as a result of the futile attempts by the Pretoria régime to‘buy time,ﬂin
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(Mr. Barnett, Jamaica)

order to keep in place its apartheid system and to perpetuate its grand design for
regional dominance and control of neighbouring States. Consequently, to accept the:
* independence of Namibia as a unitary State ruled by a black majority would not
merely involve admitting the inapplicability of the apartheid ideology to Namibia,
but would also deal a savage blow‘to its moral, logical and practical justification"l
in South Africa itself. | | ' | | | :

But as we have seen, even the moral and.ideological justification for
apartheid in South Africa has begun to crumble as a result of the bold and
courageous action by the oppressed majority to rid themselves of the shackles of
racial oppression and subjection. Similarly, the aspirations of the oppressed_hwﬂff'
majority in Namibia have gained sustenance and support from the indomitable
resistance of their courageous brothers in SOuth Africa.

The international community should therefore move eipeditiously‘in tackling .
the sourte of instability and tensions in the region._ We endorse the views:ofvthe
Secretary—General that the people of Namibia must”be permitted'to enjoy the freedom
and independence that is their right, and that the concerted action of the world
community should now be directed to achieving this objective. ,

It is the unmistakable duty of the Security Council to play the decisive role

in this endeavour.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Jamaica for his kind words

addressed to me.

Mr. AL-SHAALI (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): I

wish at the outset to congratulate you, Sir, on the wisdom and competence you have
demonstrated in presiding over the Council this month. We'are all the more pleased
to see you presiding over the Council since you represent a country with which my

country is linked by bonds of friendship and mutual respect.
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(Mr. Al-Shaali, United Arab Emirates)

I\&;gyﬂé?sé.on éﬁis\sccASion to pay a tribute to the competence and sense'of
tesgoqs;bility‘shown‘by our cgllgaQue and friena, Ambassador Gbeho, Permanent
Representative of Ghana, during‘his presidéncy of the Council last month.

The Security'Counci1 is meeting £o,conside: the qﬁestioﬁ of Namibia six months
after a meeting on the samé problem which resulted in failure. The Council was
unable to adopt the draft resolution sponsored by my country and other:membe:s of
the Non-Aligned Movement. That draft resolution Calieé for the imposition of
comprehensive mandatory sanction§ against the racist Government of Séuth Africa.
The Council failed_tq adopt:ig begausgroflthe negativé.Qotes of certaih of its
permanent membe;s. Our co—qunsorship of the drgftvresblution and suépoft of it 
étemmed from our historical exper{gnce and the deep conviction we reached from the
failure 6f the endeavours'of the‘interﬁatidnal community‘to cénvince the'facist
régime to cqmply with the wishes of mankind embodied in the United Nations Charter
and the numerous resolutions adopted by various United Nations organs.

However, the Council's'failure to adopt a resolution does not mean that we
have reached tbe end of the road. The history of any people is that which the sons
of the people carve for themselves.. It/is a history recorded in the blood they

shed in defence of their right to live as human beings. .
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A (Mr. Al—Shaali, United Arab: Emn:ates)

The problem of Namibia is a question of colonialism. However, it is a .type of
colonialism which by its very nature is unique. That is the réaSon for the
international community's stand againet it. while theftraaitional_type.of»
colonielism dominated the peoples of Asia and Africa under the pretext that they
were not able to govern themselves, South Africa dominates Namibia in order to. . . -
entrench a system that has been rejected by th_einternational community - that .is, -
apar theid. Traditional colohialism used to camouflage .its excesses by claiming..-:-
that it was exe;cisihg‘a"sacred ;t&st' vis-a-vis the peoples of Africa and Asia. .
South Africa does not bother.. Tb.it,gthe,people;of:Namibia are anwobstacle-in=the~
way of apartheid and are dealt with as such. "rradition’al colonialism was a 's,obr,txaqfv
" club whose several members believed in the same ideology, even if their. in.teres,.tsj
and ambitions differed and clashed. The Govetnment,of South Africa is a racist
- gang motivated by an ideology that compounds the worst excesses of colonialism.. -

That is éhe reeson for the unique stand of the international community on the
question of Namibia.‘ This has been reflected in the way it has sought to deal with
the problem through the numerous resolutions on the matter adopted. by the General
Assembly and_ the Security Council - particularly Security Council resolution
435 (1978), which calls for Namibia's accession to independence, and General
Assembly resolutioh-2145 (XXI), which terminated South Africa's. Mandate over
Namibia and made the ?erritory the direct respohsibility of the United Nations.‘,we
must also bear in mind t,heh 19')1 Opihion of the Interhatio‘nal Court of Justice,
which affirmed the iliegality of South Africa's :oooupai:_ion of Namibia.

In the teeth of euch unanimity, the South African Government continues to -
refuse to withdraw from Namibia and continues tokexport agartheid to that:
Territory. It does this‘noh only to continue to rape the Territory and plunder its

resources but also "to consolidate aErtheid in South Africa itself and use Namibia
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as a front line of defence of apartheid and a‘léunching pad for aéts of aggression

against the front-line States,

Thus, we are faced, in the question of Namibia, by two interielated issues:
the issue of independence.for the Namibian people and the issue of the struggle
against apartheid. vWe can achieve neither of:those aims uniess we force the South
African régime to submit to the international will. Since the present situation
threatens peace and rewards aggression, it is the intérnational community‘s duty to
take steps to solve the question and ensure that the will of'the 1nterhational '

~community is not flouted. The United Nations Charter méde this the Security
Counci;'s responsibility, as is clear from the Articles of Chépter VII"af the
Charter. That Chapter sets out the philosophy of the founderé of the -
Organization. 'It'was‘a philosophy drawn from the bitter experience of thé past,
and the lgsson it teaches us is that, in our epoch, regional problems cannot remain
regional, as was the case before. ‘They are problems that affect the international
community as a whole. All nations are now interdependent, by the ve£§ nature of

modern life. Moreover, we all have a common interest in safeguarding international

peace and secur;ty.

Therefore, Ch;pter VII of the Charter should bé se;'in motion, if only to give
credence to the significance of international unanimity and uphold the credibility
of the Organization. The application of Chapter VII may a156 prove to be a.useful
and much-needed leéson to certain GovernﬁentsAthat h;ve made it a:p:actice of
flouting the resolutions of the Organization. Iﬁ‘may be a deterrént, tbd, to fhose
who may find it éxpedient'and feasible to defy the international will.

That is why we have called and continue to call for the imposition of
mandatory sanctions against the south.African régime. It is a régime that should

not be allowed to continue to defy the international will. The loopholes in the
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solid unanimity of the international community, which enable the agartheid régime
to defy and prevaricate, should be closed, as they shpuld be in thg case of‘any
other delinquent régime. |

Lbréc_:ver, we believe th’a_t there is no place for any linkage between the
impleméﬁtation of resolution 435 (1978) andAthe presence of Cuban troopé in
Angola. .They are two completely different issues, | |

The draft resolution before the Security Council i$ a practical text. It is
based on the}SeCtetary-General‘s report to the Council of 21 March this yeaf and
his further report of 27 October. It authorizes the Secretary-Genefal to organize
a cease-fire between South Africa and SWAPO. ‘

_Wé support the Secretary-General's efforts and hope that he will be able to
achieve positive results that will permit the people of Namibia to exercise their
inalienable rights, foremost among which is the right to self-determination and
independence. We hope that this draft resolution will be suppdrted by all the
-members of the Security Council. |

In conclusioﬁ. I pay a tribute to the people of Namibia for their courageous
struggle under their legitimate representative, SWAPQ. We are convinced t.hat} that

struggle will be rewarded by freedom and independence.

| The PRESIDENT: I thank the tepresentative of the United Arab Emirates
for his kind words addressed to me. |
The next speaker is the representative of Ruwait. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

‘Mr. ABULHASAN (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic): First, I

congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of the presidency of the Security Council
for this month. You represent a friendly country, Italy, with which my own has

very close relations and ties. Your experience and diplomatic Skili,‘which we have
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noted dﬁking the c§unc11?s coﬁsideratiqn of other items tﬁis month, ensure that you.
will guide&the Cbuncil's déliberations go a successful conclusion.

I‘éxpress also to the rep;esentative of Ghana, Ambassador V1§tor Gbeho, our
deep grétitude for the exémplary way in which he presided over the Council last

month, I pay:a'tribuie to him for the success that was achieved during that-

—

month, o
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| Twenty-one yéais have elaésed since the termination of Souﬁh Africa's mandate
over Namibia, and nine since the adoption of the resolution establishing the United
Nations TransitiohkAssiétance Group (UNTAG);‘ The racist Pretoria régime, however,
still stubbornly réfuses to leave Namibia.‘_Indeed,'thevraciét iégiﬁe has used
these years to introduce legislative, structural and administrative.changes in
order more deeply to.enttench its»gutho;ity and illegal occupatidn of Namibia, énd
to further its criminal, heinous exploitation of its human and natural ;esoufces,

7 ;t.uséd Namibian tettitoryvto 1aun¢h acﬁé of aggressionvégainst the front-line
States, thereby destabi}izinggghgm‘and causing untold human and material suffering
in‘thOSe.cqunt;ies. Thg result is continued deterioration of the situation in
Namibia, which fugther inc;eases the gravity of thé.plight éf its friendly people.

- These practices constitute a flagrant violation of international instruments
and valueé and of-tespiutions 6f_the Security Council, especiai;y
resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). They_ar’e,. further, a violation of
Decree No. 1 of thebUnitéd Nations Council for Namibia. A11 this, without doubt,
constitutes a real thréét to intérnational peace.and security.

The pre-condition of linking Namibia's independence to‘thé resolution of
irrelévant and extraneous issues is not part of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978). The proof of this»is that the,Seéurity Couhcil has rejected
such linkage in its resolutions 539 (1983) and 566 (1985),135;‘13 not logical to
link Namibia's right to independence to Angola's right to security. The presehce
of Cuban forces in Angqla'is a completely separate issue, especially sincé they are
there at the’tequest of ﬁhe’Angolaﬁ~Governmgnt, whefeas South Africa is present in

Namibia illegallycand contrary to the kish of the Namibian people;y Therefore, the
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pre-condition of linkage is the only obstacle to implementation of the United
Nations plan for the independence of Nemibia. |

jThe7teachings of Islam and its eternal values recognize the principles of
freedom, JustiCe, peace, fraternity and the equality of all mankind ‘without
discrimination as tovcolour or race. They do §0 to enable the human being to findl
his proper place in accordance with Islamic lnw; which stipulates that the most
important‘ffeedom‘is‘ebhuman being‘siiiberation‘f:om'51avefy to another human being
and the liberation of a people from slavery to another'peopie. Invoking these'hioh
Islamic principles, the Isianid'nation has always attaohed great importance to
issues related to the African human being, especielly questions of liberation and
self-determination in Namibia and other pattS'of southern Africa. The spirit of
Islam is diametrically opposed to all the pnactioes‘to’which the racist régime
resorts in South Aftioan and Namibia, which'teflect the most hideous form of
enslavement and exploitation of man by man.

The TIslamic nation, tepresented:in'the Orqgnization of the Islamic Conferencei‘
which Kuwait has had the honour to chait, has given particular attention to
supporting the causes of liberation in southern Africa. This support for the
liberation struggle‘of the peoples of Namibia and South Africa was clearly
teflected in the deliberations and resolutions of the Conference when it was
convened in Kuwait in January of this yeaf. Those :esolutions renewed the call of
the Islamic nationrfot the implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples in order to enable the people of
Namibia to exercise its inalienable right to self-determination and independence.

‘They also supported the just armed struggle of the South West Africa People's
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Organization (SWAPO) to achieve‘national independence in‘a’nnified Namioia and to
enable the Namibian people to eradicate the system of a parthei end exercise its :
fundamental rights and democratic freedoms. '

The summit Conference in Kuwait again expressed the Islamic nation's
condemnation of the Pretoria régime s insistence on linking the withdrawal of Cuban
forces from Angola to Namibia's 1ndependence as a pre-condition., The Conference -
expressed its satisfaction at resolutions of the Security Council and the General i
Assembly rejecting that kind of linkage.

I should like here, on behalf ofvmy delegation, to pay tribute to SWAPO for
having sincerely expressed the actual situation in Namibia, for having presented
the international community with the different options available. and for having
stressed the urgency of speedy action to ensure Namibian independence. Kuwait
supports SWAPO in its armed sttuggle and diplomatic quest. It lauds SWAPO'S
flexibility, which it has witnessed on apnumber of occasions. |

Kuwait also supports,the United Nations plan for the independence of Namibia
and paragraph 3 of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), by which it decided to
establish a United Nations Transition A551stance Group (UNTAG) in Namibia to ensure
the early independence of Namibia, which~will eradicate all forms of racial
discrimination and apartheid and establish majority rule through free, just and
’ impartial elections under the supervision and control of the United Nations.

We call upon the Security Council to meet,its responsibilities and maintain
-and preserve international peace and security. We call nponvthe security Council

to work for a settlement within the framework of the United Nations, even if it

<
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has to compel South Africa to comply with resolution 435 (1978) and other
resolutions or to invoke the provisions of Chapter ViI of the Charter.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Kuwait for his kind words

addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representive of Guyana. I invite hfﬁ\to‘take a place

a£ the Council table and to make his'statement.
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- Mr, INSANALLY (Guyana) 3 Like g0 many others who have spoken, my

delegation finds no real pleasure in coming before the Council time and time again
to demand freedOm and independence for Namibia. Our pleas have been completelyl
ignored by Pretoria in the past, 80 that our words now appear to have become empty
and ritualistic. ‘We believe, however, that so_longvas the_people‘of Namibia remain
in bondage we cannot and should not remain'silent.

Our disconsolate spirit, however, has not made us pessimistic or, worse yet,
ungracious. I therefore wish first, to express our sincere thanks to the members
of the Council for allowing‘us to speak in this debate. May I also ‘be permitted to
convey my delegation's best wishes to you personally, Sir, on your. assumption of
the presidency of the Council for the month of October, and to offer
congratulations to your predecessor, the Ambassador of Ghana, on the able mannerviniﬂ
which he conducted the Council's work during‘september.

On this occasion, I do not propose to be long.v We should not, I believe, at
this stage be discussing extensively or exhaustively ‘a situation that we have all
agreed is intolerable and reauires immediate action by the United Nations._ Indeed,
if our Organization is to be taken seriously by this and future generations, it

‘must ensure that. situations such as that existing in Namibia are not allowed to
prevail with impunity.: The Security Council, as the body charged with the
'maintenance of international peace and security, has a special responsibility to
take decisive action to force the Pretoria régime to obey its call for the
~unconditiona1 liberation of Namibia. L |

| Guyana is therefore fully supportive of the initiative taken by the Chairmengw,
of the African Group and the Non-Aligned Movement .to request a meeting of the

- Council and to advance a draft resolution which would give a clear and unambiguous
.mandate to our Secretary-General in response to his call for a

"determined effort on the part of all those directly concerned, &S well as by
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“the international community as a. whole, to emplace UNTAG in Namibia in 1987."

(S/18767, para. 33)

The Secretary—General has already informed us that in his view there are no
outstanding issues which should impede the implementation of the United Nations
plan for Namibia.b This asseSSment is conveyed in the report made to the Security
COuncil in March and in his latest report. which is before us. vThere can therefore
be no further pretext for not fulfilling the terms of resolution 435 (1978).
bottom -‘and‘this we seriously believe - the independence of_Namibia is a
decolonization matter, to be settled in accordance.with General;Assembly_resolution
1514 (XV). The Pretoria‘régime,‘however,Thas'successfuily managed,'with greatﬁ
cunning and.clevervohfuscation,'to cloud the issue'with a cover of extraneous\\g .
considerations. The most deplorable of these is the strategic argument ‘and the = T
continued linkage of Namibia s independence with the presence ‘of Cuban troops in
Angola. :

At the same time, the spokesmen for Pretoria are bold in.their asseveration of
rits readiness to honour the provisions of resolution 435 (1978) and, further, they
say, to co—operate with the United Nations in their fulfilment.; Let the Council
therefore call Pretoria s bluff by endorsing the call made by the South. West Africa
People’ s Organization (SWAPO), the sole and authentic representative of the
Namibian people, for a cease—fire. Such a proposal, which proves in our eyes the
'political courage and determination of SWAPO, deserVes a positive reply from
Pretoria. For SOuth Africa to reject it would not only signify the rejection of a
peacefui sdlution 6 the conflict in the region, but reveal the true motivation of .
the white minority rulers. It is not too late, however, for Pretoria, if it 80
wishes, to respond to the voice of reason and to relinquish control of the o

Territory.
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The signinjlof a céasé—fire agreement, accompanied by arhalt in the policy of
repression pracﬁiséd by Pretoria, would, we believg, be a firsf step towardé
| implementation of resoiution 435 (1978), and ﬁhus foster the opportunities for
peace in Namibia. With a cease fire in place, it should not ‘be too difficult for
the.Sec?etary—Genefal to carry éut consultations ﬁecessary for'the,launching of £he:
United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG). As the name of tha; body -
guggests, it is intehded to facilitate a peaceful transfer of power, and we thing
that it can, if it is allowed to do so.

As the Commonwealth Héads of Government recognized at the Conference in
Vancouver only a matter of days ago,

*The impasse in Namibia'é progress to independence seems to have assumed the

proportions of a permanent stalemate.®
The challenge, theréfbte, they said,

*is to develop én effective process leading to the resolution's

implementation.” |
We venture to think that UNTAé, if alloﬁed'tb function as intended when it was.
conceived, could‘prbvide an effective response to that challenge and create the
material conditions that would aliow resolution 435 (1978) to be smoothly
implemented. The Couﬁcii must therefore, ve urge, presegve the idea and quickly
translate it into reality.

It is now 21 years since South Africa's Mandate over ﬁamibia was te?minated by
the United Nations. A whole generation of Namibians has come of age'not knowing
what peace is. 1Is it to be condemned in perpetuity to a life of humiliating
'sérfdom?_ Furtherniore, how can be profess here at the United Nations a concern for
women, youthf the aged, the disabled‘and all such grbups unless we‘can also assure
the people of Namibia of a safe and secure future? In echoing hére the cries 6£

the'Namibia'people for the right to freedom and self—determinatidn,‘my delegation
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finds renewed courage to carry'the struggle forward. We therefore urge the Council
to do whatever it must to dislodge the oppressive minority régime in Pretoria from
its illegal occupation of Namibia. Let there be no hesitation, therefore, in the
adoption and urgent implementation of the draft resolution before the Council.

It is my delegation's hope that the next time we have cause to come before the
Council on this matter, we shall be able, if not to celebrate Namibia s
independence, at least to feel that freedom is not far off and that the Council's
purposes are not in vain,

- This debate is taking place, significantly enough,,during the Week of
Solidarity with the suffering people of_thatherritory_deciared b§ the Council of
Namibia. Speeches and statements have, with abundant and suitabie rhetorio;:
attempted to demonstrate the sympathy and support which thelinternational community
has for the Namibian cause. Houever, as we have determined, words willknot suffice
to convince an oppressed people that-they are not alone in their struggle.

The Security Councilimust therefore now go:beyond rhetoric to assist Namibia
in the practical ways suggested in the draft resolution before us to defend and

free itself from ruthless domination by South Africa.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Guyana for his kind words.
The next speaker is Mr. Jai Pratap Rana, Acting Chairman of the'Special :
Committee against Kﬁartheid. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and

to make his statement.
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Mr. RANA hANA (ﬁepalj, Acting:Chairman of the speciaigcommittee against
Agartheid- Allow me at the outset to express my appreciation to you. Sir, and
through you to other members of the Security COuncil, for giving me this |
opportunity to speak on behalf of the Special Committee against Apartheid on thé
agenda item now under consideration by the Council.‘ At the same time, 1 should
like to extend the warm felicitations of the Special Committee to you on assuming
the presidency of the Security Council for the month of October and to express ‘our
confidence that you will, as usual, guide the deliberations of the Council witn
wisdom ‘and skill. May I also take this opportunity to’ express our appreciation to
Ambassador Victor Gbeho of Ghana for his active and c0nstructive role as President
of the Security Council last month. | |

on 7 April 1987, when the Council met in urgent session to consider the
question of Namibia, the Special Committee against Agartheid drew the attention of
the international community to the responsibility of the United Nations for the
Territory of ﬁamibia. During that debate the Special Committee against Apartheid,.»
along with the majority of speakers, emphasized that Security Council tesolution B
435 (1978) should be the basis for bringing about the speedy and 1ong-overdue
independence of Namibia. However, this was‘not possible due torthe negative votes‘
cast by two permanent memberSCOfpthe Council. The failure'of”thefcouncilito
implement its own resolutiondhas not'only emboldened thefapartheid'régime'of
Pretoria‘toiprolong its illegal occupation of Namibia,‘but has also helped it to
carry out, with impunity, acts of Oppression and exploitation of the people and
resources of that Territory. ‘ o

Furthermore, the Pretoria régime is today:intensifying'its‘ruthless repression
of its majority anddis.actively pursuing a policy*of‘aggression and'destabilization

against independent neighbouring African States. Clearly'such an unacceptable
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state of affairs cannot continue without seriously undermining the principles and
credihility’of the United Nations. | ’

The Special Committee has therefore asked to speak today as much to express
its deep concern over  the deteriorating and dangerous situation in Namibia and
southern Africa as to reiterate its support for and solidarity with the heroic ’i
people‘of Namihia who, under the leadership of the South West Africa People s
Organization (sthO),'theirvsole and authentic repreSentative, are today continuing
their. fight for freedom and dignity.

while highly appreciating the Secretary-General's initiatives and thpse of his
Special Representative for Namibia to find ways of expediting implementation of
ISecurity Council resolution 435 (1978), the Special Committee strongly condemns the
apartheid régime s insistence on linking Namibia's independence with the presence
of Cuban troops in Angola, an issue which is irrelevant and extraneous to the
independence plan. It remains imperative for the international community to
resolve'this impediment to the implementation of resolution 435-(1978). Likewise,
the Special Committee considers any established so-called interim administration in
Namibia to be illegal and contrary to relevant General Assembly and Security
Council resolutions.

The intransigence, duplicity'and badvfaith displayed by thepracist régime to
prevent the implementation of the United Nations plan'for‘the independence of
Namibia only prolongs and aggravates the conflict in southern Africa and the
suffering of the people'livingiin that area, thereby denying to a whole generation
the right to live in dignity, peace and security, 'Therefore,'the Special Committee -
‘urges the Council immediately to impose comprehensive and mandatory sanctions under

Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations as the most appropriate and
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effective peaceful means of forcing South Africa to tétmihgte apartheid and its

illegal occupation of Namibia. In this connection, the Special Cbmmitteé‘eﬁddfseéf‘ h
the proposal made by the President of the United Nations Council fofnuaﬁibia that
the Secﬁrity Council decide on arrangeménis for a cease-fire and the deployment of
the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in conformity with its
resolution 435 (1978). |

In conclusion, the Special Committee takes this 6ppbr£ﬁnit§tio:édhméhd the -
people of South Africa and Namibia for their heroic struggle,agaiﬁst:égéfthéid;"fﬁ
illegal occupation, repression and terror and to reaffirm its éupp§ft fbr;éhéii‘r
right to self-determination and liberation. o

The PRESIDENT: I.thank the Acting Chairman of the Special Committee

against Apartheid for the kind words he_addressed to me..
Mr. GBEHO (Ghana): On behalf of my delegation and on my own behalf I.
wish warmly to congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of thevptesidgncy of the

Security Council for the month of October. I am proud to re¢a11'tha£ your‘couhtry,

Italy, was one of the first in Europe to establish diplomatic telations with Ghana; "

soon after our attainment of independence from colonial rule in 1957. Since then
co~operation between the two countties, particularly in the economic fieldﬁ has
widened and deepened, no doubt.go our mutual benefit. We have confidgnce éherefore
in your 1eadership‘as we again debate the vexed question of the siguation in;
Namibia.

I should also like, with your kind permission, to place on record my.sincére
gratitude for the kind words expressed to me‘by several delegations on the conduct
vof Ghana's presidency for the month of Sgptember; ﬁithout the genuine suppo;t-of

. all Member States without exception our task would have been very difficult to

carry out.
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Membé£ S£ate§‘of the‘Afrjcén Group at the United Nations redquested the Council
to meet urgently in order to consider the gituation_ihAthe Territory of Namibia.
’In the words of ﬁhé Chai:mgn and‘épokesman ofﬂthevGroup, Mr, Rabétafika, Permanent
Representative of Madagascar, the action has been taken |

"to express the concérn of ;he Group not only at the tragic plight of the“

Namibian,éeople, the victim of one of the most brutal and cruel forms of

colonial exploitation, but also at the chfoniq inaction of the Security

Council»with regard to thg\question of ﬁém;bia,.which remains a special

tesponsibili;y of the United ﬁagipns and, in fact, of the international

community in general®. (S/PV.2755, p. 8)

‘The Group's perception of thé Council is of course based on the fact that numerous
resqlutidns,have been adopted in the past only to be contempiuously set aside by
South Affica without an appropriate response from the Council. Indeed,

; tesolﬁtion 566 (1985), inter alia, sttongly ﬁarngd South Africa to co—operate in,'i
ensuring the 1mp;ementat19n of resolution 435 (1978) or else the Council would be-

obliged to take appropriate measures under the Charter, including action under

Chapter VII thereof..



(Mr. Gbeho,  Ghana)

That warning, predictably, has been tejected by South Africa and the,councilfnaSa
yet to take action as it promised it would.

Members of the Council will recall that in November 1985'and’again in
April 1987 the question of Namibia was thoroughly debated in the Cooncil; but=tne
request to impose comprehensive and mandetory sanctions against South Africa in
accordance with the relevant provision of the Charter was frustrated by the
negative votes of some permanent members. In what way, therefore, is the current
debate,warranted and how should it differ fron:previous‘ones?’

The Ghana delegation is of the view that the situation in Namibia today -is so
threatening to life, property and international peace and security as to warrent'
this urgent meeting of the Council. Furthermore, the African Group and other
members of the Non%Aligned Nbvement have chosen to .request the Council’to,COmpiete
action mandated in resolution 435 (1978), -adopted nine years agos that‘is, to seek
a cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People s Organization
(SWAPO) as a first step in the events leading towards the establishmént of a United
' Nations transition assistance group in ‘the Territory.

since last April, when the Security Council considered the issue of Namibia,
the racist régime has, true to fbrm, continued its systematic repression and brutal
treatment of the people of that Territory. Homesteads have been raided and scores
_of‘people arrested and detained. In short, there has’been a steady worsening_Of
the situation in the Territory. which South Africa continues to occupy iilegally.

In his testimony before the Fourth Commi ttee on 9 October 1987 the spokesman
of a Namibien-based non-governmental organization, the Lutheran Worlo Federatiori.

gave several examples of the conduct of South Africa in the Territory. Allow me to
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quote but a few i;ldstrations of south Africa's continued hérassmeﬁt of Namibians?

"(a) In April 1987, at least 13 schools wéte bombed or set on fire in Northerﬁ
Namibia. Also bombed and burned was the Lutheran Clinic at Onheneliwas, as

- well as the state schopl offices next door. Eye-witnesses reported seeing
uniformed membefs of the South African Defence Force’in the vicinity;
"(b) On Sunday, September 20, 1987, the Roman Catholic Church at Omulukila in
- Northern Namibia was fire-bombed. The South African military blamed the
attack on SWAPO but the quén CathoIiC'Chufch authoritie; said they did not -
believe that SWAPO was responsible. This Church was built about ten years ago
with.the aid of WeSt Ge:ﬁan fund$;  o

*{c) On April 23, 1987, 65 year-old Lutheran Pastor Frederick Nghihalwa, from
Ohaiushu,.in‘Northern Namibia, was dragged from his office in tﬁe af;ernoon by
Souﬁh African soldiers, beaten uncgnscious.,ahditheﬁ driven in a truck several
miles iﬁto tbe bush,  He was released at two‘in the mbrning. He died'in
hospital on July 22 as a result of the asséultr

*{(d) On March 17, 1987, security fOrces'ébdﬁ;ted Nathaniel Shikongq-from the
Lutheran Hospital at Onandjokwe sﬁortly after his admissibn.' He was waiting
for an X-ray of his leg, broken andiwoundgd by a bullet. ‘He has not been seen
since;

"(e) The Principal of the Lutheran OShigambo High Schdol, Timoteus Ndakunda,
and his wife, Ndahafa, were detained by sbuth African #oldiers on -

March 14, 1987. They were brought from the sChoél to a nearby miliﬁary base,
where they were chained to the fence for the night, apparently as hostages

against a possible attack by SWAPO guerrillas;
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*(£) On July 14, 1987, South African troops invaded Lutheran church grounds at
Berseba in the South of Namibia and with tear gas, rubber bullets, and
sjamboks dispe;sed a peaceful gathering of 300 parents and étudents who‘haé
come to celebrate -the opening worship service for a new secondafy school. ;A
Roman Catholic priest and a Lutheran teacher were among those seriously hurt
in the police action; and

"(3) On August 18,1987, the offices and homes of student organizations, SWAFO,

and union officials in Namibia were raided in cities and towns thtoughpu§»the

country. Five internal leaders of SWAPO were arrested under the Terrorism

‘Act. This was tﬁe suﬁject of a protest by the United’Nafions Sgcurityvi

Counci1.  On September‘ll, in a courageéus and unprecedented ruling, Judge Ken

Buthune of the Supreme'Court of South WeSt_Africa ordered the release of those

five detainees, plus two others bein§ held under the Terrorism Act. He said

that the Terrorism Act was 'draconian' and that the arresting officers had not

‘acted in strict compliance with the Act. The State will appeal.”

:Of‘course; in recounting this array of>acts of brutality testified to py the
report of ﬁhe Secretaty-General; by Governments, and by non-governmental
orgénizations and other humanitarian groups ali4over the world, we are not '
gpmindful that the violencé of South Africa's illegal occupation‘of Namibia in its
ﬁanifdld aspects has beqome‘for some the normal order of business in that
Territory, at beSt.bo be profited from, at worst to be tolerated and checked with
rebuke and an ongoing "constructive" parley.

Human sensibilities are ofﬁen_bluntgd by the repetition of ills. Even the
worst forms 6f brutality in Namibia replicated with frequency on a massive scale

over several decades are apt to make of each new act of violent repression just one
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more incident té be philosophically endured asvthe price for poiitical and economic
engaéément; And yet Namibians; because of the humanify that they share with the
rest of us, even including the South Africans who oppress them, are expecéed to be
protected by the Charter by international law and by the »Security Council. So let
members of the Council agree.that violence and brufality are.unacceptable:
gspe¢i311y wheh used by an illegal power against a defenceless colonial people.

It is necessary for fhe SecuritY>Council, therefore, to bring to»book thér
illegality and violence of South Africa's occupation of Namibia as often‘as it
must, so as to impleﬁent its own solemn deciéions in resolutions 385'(1976).

435 (1978) and 566 (1985), decisions which, in their scope, authorize the
Secretary-General to initiate contacts with racist South Africa to resolve

outsténaing 1ssues envisaged within the purview of resolution 435 (1978)_towards

its speedy'implementation.
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Acting on that mandate, the Sec:etaryeceneral repotted to the Council on 31
Marchl 1987 that: ‘v |

"in November l985, agreement was reached with the pacties concerned on the

system of‘proportional tepresentation for tne elections'envisaged:in security

Council resolution 435 (1978). wWith this agteement, the last outstanding

issue relevant to the United Nations plan was resolved.' .(S/18767;-para;-31)
It is that conclusion of the'Secteta:y-Genetal that promides the basis for the
Security . Council to take the tequisite.stepsvto\out into place the p:eliminary
machinery.anticipated in tesolution 435 (1978). The steps envisaged by operative
paragraph 5 of the draft tesolution are logical -in the scheme‘measures required to
implement_that resolution. No doubt tne'cease—fire and emplacement of the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) are actions predicated on ‘the
willingness of - Pretoria, as well as on the willingness of the. legitimate
representatives of the Namibian people, to engage in negotiation34and to co-operate
with the SectetaryeGeneral. The South West Africa People's Organisation (SWAPO),
for its part, has in»this spirit~indicated its readiness to fulfil its obligations.

'But’what of the otneriparty? ‘Consistent with itsvhistory of equivocation, it
continues to hold out on the pretext of requiring'the»résolutions of certain
elements, namely the‘mithdrawal of Cuban troops from soqereign}nngola,'as the basis
for its future compliance with the'security‘Council-mandated plan for the |
independence of Namibia, an issue.notkonly within the SOve;eign competence of
Angola and Cuba but also a matter over which the Security Council has no competence
or jqrisdiction; Indeed, the Council has rightly declared this issue to be
irrelevant and extraneous to the implementation of resolution 435 (1978) .

Herein 1ies an interesting paradox: South Africa is seeking to perpetuate ‘its
illegal administration and‘occupation of Namibia by an invalidjproposition which is '

~vitiated as of no effect and consequence in its essence by the terms of
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resolution 435 :(1978). By 1tsAinsis£ence on this pre-pondition South Africa is
flouting the authority of the.Counéil and failinglto comply with the Council's
decisions. Because of an inieresting, if hot cynical, play:of:forces, the»Counéil
is hamstrung in ‘its effort to bring South Aftica to book by the negative votes of
some membér,stapes. It‘cannot therefore‘implement its own decisions. Meanwhile,
by reason of this default, the Security Council is in practice held hostage to the
concept of lirkage, which it has.repéatédly réjected. If the Council must redeem
its_promise'and‘reputation,in the ﬁatter; thén those-whose negative'votes give.
succour to illegality must strive, in the name of principle and international
morality, to move in support of the Council and not South Africa at all cost.

The. time has come for the Council to show unity and purpose in face of South
Africa's contempt for the Council.. This judgement of South Africa's conduct in the
matter is no speculation, becauée members of the Cpuﬁcil'themse;ves heard the
'representative of that country state yesterday, on 29 October 1987, its insiétence'-
on linkage and, therefore, its intention to ignore once agaih the Counéil‘siv
rejection-of that theory. 1Indeed, that representative even implied that the
Coungil's stand-is becauée it is blinded by rhetoric»and‘propaganda; :

Héving,listened to the’représenfative'of South Africa's gratuitous and
selffrighteogs statement,}we are convihced.that no one can be fooled by sSouth.
Africa. 1It is simply obsessed with Angola because its ward,’UNITA, does not run
that country. Its hatred for the legitimate. Government obf Angola and its
disproportionate dissertation on the present economy of Angola were a deliberate
attempt to shift the focﬁs of our debate. . Well, South Africa has said its piece,
and it is up to 'the Council to show the world, and eépeciaily Namibians, that it is-
capable ofuupholding the principles and purposes of tbe Charter angyghat‘it can

defend right from the evil machinations of wrong.
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It is to achieve this objective that'rhe Ghana delegation has joined'our other
:COuncil eolleagues of the Non;A1igned Movemeht in submitting the draft resdlﬁtien
now before us. It offers the Security Council-eh epportueity to re¢laim a méssure
‘of coherence and authority by mandating the taking of concrete steps towards the
1mp1ementation of the objective stated in operative paragraph 2 of
resolution 435 (1978), namely. that

"the withdrawal of South Africa's illegai administration from Namibia and the

trahsfer qf power to_the'people of Namibia With'the.assistance.bf the'Uhired

Nations in accordance with Security Council resolution 385 (1976)'.' o

In that sense the present’meeting of the Security Council is a ﬁistoric one,
ahd my delegation fervently hopes that the draftrresolution can beiadopted ﬁiﬁh the
affirmative vote of all members of the COuncil. It weuld send a clear messagevto
Pretoria that the Council will no longer underwrite 111ega11ty and: equivocation on
an issue on which it requires no new lessons.

The people of the international Territory-of Nemibia, a Territory held in
sacred trust by the‘United Nations, Sleed»ih anguish'and unenaingltormenr. It is ﬁ
the‘hOPe of the.Ghana delegation rhat a unanimous decision on the draft'resolutioh

will give this sacred trust, so long trampled upon, a new vitality anad meaning.

‘The PRESIDENT- I thank the representative of Ghana for his kind words

-addressed to me.

Mr. OKUN (United Stares of America)r Sir, let me expressbthe sincere
congratulations of the United States'deiegation_on-your assumption of the
presidency of the Security Council. Your»statesmanship and broad vision are well
known to all. i also wisﬁ to express our sincere/appreciation £0'1ast;month's
President,‘Ambassador Gbeho of Ghana, for his extraordihary contributieh to the

‘work of the Council.
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,: ‘The United States uelcomes this debate on Namibia. In the nearly seVen months
since the last meeting of the‘Seouritf Council on this question‘muoh has hapéened,,
and‘I am pleased to berable to bring.members up to date on recent efforts to |

resolve‘this iong-standing international problem.

Let me make my country's position absolutely ciear from the outset. The issue
that we are—facing‘today stems from the fact that the Renublic of South Africa is
illegally occupying the Territory of Namibia. VSouth Africabhas no right to be in
Namibia, no right to control the internal and external policies of that country and
no right to use it as a staging area from which to violate the borders of
neighbouring States.

Since 1978 the United States has fully: suppor ted, and has actively sought, the
impiementation of Security<cOunci1 resolution 435a(1978)‘f0r the indebendence’of
Namibia. The United States is currently actively involved in negotiations to
aéhieve this goal.

| Great progress has beenvmade in clarifying the proceoural technicalities of
implementing resolution 435 (léfé) inside Namibia. Election timetables have_been_i
estabiished, basic political freedoms for all Namibians are guaranteed, a
constitutional and security framework for a future independent.Government have been
outlined and United Nations supervision to ensure an orderly’transition has been

agreed upon.
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The United States takes a measure of pride in having been part of the successful q
efforts of the front-line states, the United Nations, the contact group and the
parties on the ground in arriving at a successful framework for the future of an'ﬁ
independent Namibia. | ‘ -
The'international pre-conditions for anvagréement, however, remain to be“
achieved. Without ‘a settlement that addresses the security concerns of both Angola.
and South Africa. the 1mplementation of resolution 435 (1978) will not in fact be
achieved. The South Africans, in particular, have made clear that they will not
relinquish their hold over Namibia until the presence of Cuban troops in Angola is
addressed. The Angolans, in turn. have made it clear that they will not consider
their borders secure until the South African presence in Namibia is a thing of the
past. | |
All parties to the Namibian conflict acknowledge that a meaningful and lasting
agreement on Namibia s future can be achieved only if the security concerns of both
principal outside parties involved are addressed. Angola and South Africa-have |
also supported our role as mediator in the efforts to reach a settlement. |
Previous resolutions ignore the fact that the parties to the conflict in
Namibia recognize the hard political realities of the region and the possibility of
further prolonged stalemate, and are therefore willing to work towards the ‘
'implementation of resolution 435 (1978) in the context of the withdrawal of Cuban
troops from Angola and of South African troops from Namibia. |
Securing the withdrawal of foreign forces from the region so that resolution
435 (1978) can be 1mplemented remains the objective of the United States in its
negotiations with the Governments of Angola and South Africa. Since April of this
year, Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs Crocker has met with Angolan

Government representatives four times in an effort to accelerate the negotiations
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towards a. successful conclusion.> Recent discussions have been serious, detailed
and business—like. They have helped to clarify what steps must be taken for an
agreement to be reached, an agreement that is’ acceptable to all sides in the
conflict.; . | | A | |

United States-Angolan contacts are continuing. The United States remains
committed to achieving a settlement of the Namibia problem that will protect the
security interests of Angola as well as of ‘other parties involved, and that brings if
independence to the long-subjugated people of Namibia..v. | Sl

It is in this context that the United States Wishes to address the draft
resolution before the Security Council. We share _the expressed goal of achieving
the rapid implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We,also share
the continued concern at South Africa s illegal occupation of . Namibia. We support.
| as has been established through the lengthy negotiations on the technicalities of
implementing resolution 435 (1978), a cease—fire prior to the date of
implementation, and the emplacement of the United Nations Transitional Assistance
Group (UNTAG). We welcome the constructive role played by the Secretary—General
and the Secretariat in the search for a solution to the Namibia question.,

None the less, we think it is unrealistic and inappropriate for the: Council to
ask the Secretartheneral.tprroceed to the final procedural steps - on which all
parties are agreed in principle - prior to the establishment of an agreed political
settlement; and we do rot believe the Council would add to its credibility by
calling on him to do so. For those reasons, the United States will abstain in the
vote on the draft resolution now before the Council.’ NegotiationS'on a settlement
continue and we sincerely hope they will bear fruit.«f | B

In closing, let me note the request ‘made by Mr. Kozonguizi of the so~called

transitional government,of Namibia that he be permitted to participate in the
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Council's deliberations as representétive of the parties comprising the Multi-Party
» Cohference. As the Council knows, the United States believes that it is important
for this Council to maintain studious impart;ality and that therefore a request by
a person wﬁo might have legitimate‘contributions to make to the oebate should be
granted considoration‘regardless of political affiliation. 'As in tﬁe Council's
April deliberations, however, this latest request comes in phe guise of'entitieo
that form fhe:transitional goéernment of national unity of Namibia - a body whose
existence has been declared null and void by this Council. My delggation therefore
does not believe that the Council is obliged to consider favourably

Mr. Kozonguizi's request as presented.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United States for the
' kind words he addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Pakistan. I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. SHAH NAWAZ (Pakistan): Allow me to extend my sincere congratulations
to you, Sir, on your assumption of the presidency of the Security Cooncil for the
month of October and for quiding its work,dufing this month with such distinction:
ahd suocess. Your great experience and diplomatic skills give us cause to feel
confident éhat the isoues befo;e the Security Council, and in particular the
question of Namibia which ié the subject of_this débéte, wil; recei&e the attention
and guidance they most deserve.

Allow me ‘also to<convey,‘through'you,‘oor profound-gtatitudé to your
- predecessor, Aﬁbassador James Victor Gbeho, for his outstandiog leadership of the
Security Council during the last month. | |
| May I also avail myself of this opportunity to pay a tribute to the

Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, for the great efforts and energies
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he has devoted to carrying out the mandate entrusted to him by tne Security Council
of ending the»iliegal occupation of Namibia and hestening the achieuement of its
overdue independence. . | | |

The question of Namibia has been debated by the Security Council for more than
20 years and a total of 19 resolutions have so far been adopted on this issue - not
to speak of those which have been vetoed. It‘is a matter of great concern to the
international community that the Pretoria régime has treated the Security Council
resolutions with contumély and has continued with impunity its-policiee of
oppression, racist domination, violation oflthe fundamentel principles of the
Charter of the United Natione and repeated aggression aéainstAneighbouring States,
in pursuit of its objective of perpetuating its illegal and racist stranglehold
over a proud and unconquerable people. The euppression of Namibianrindependence has
entailed.neavy loss of life and incalcuiable damage to-property inside‘Namibia and
political and economic destablization in the neighbouring States.

Security Council resolution 435 (1978) lays the internationally accepted basis
for the independence'of-ﬂanibia. It is_incumbent'upon the Security Council to
assert its leadershin and tate’the necessary measures to enforce its authority and
ensure the implementation of the plan, which envisages the early independence of
Namibia through free elections under the'supervision and control of the United

Nations No excuse or diversionary tactics by Pretoria should be allowed to impede

the inplementation of the plan.
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It is an established fact that it is only South Africa s defiance of the
.1nternational community s will that stands in the way of Namibian independence, -We
all know that in December 1983 the Secretarybceneral informed the Security Council
that all major outstanding issues under Security Council resolution 435 (1978) had
been resolved. The Secretartheneral reiterated this assurance“in his report to
the SecurityvCouncil.in 1986 in which he said once agaih{thatﬁall»the‘conditions
for implementation,of‘thelﬁnited_Nations plan for‘Namibiaiasxlaid dovn by the’

Security Council had been met, but, nevertheless, the right'oflself?determinatiOn

was being unjustly denied to Namibia because of the illegal perpetuation of control

by South Africa,vwhich continued to inSist on inadmis51ble extraneous linkages.
In his latest report on the implementation of Security Council resolution

435 (1978) concerning the question of Namibia, the Secretary-General informs us of

his total rejection of the linkage pre—condition and his call for the -

implementation of Security Counc11 resolution 435 (1978)’without furtherédelay.

The Secretary-General concludes his report by saying that : |
"successive attempts in recent years to finalize arrangements for ther
placement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) in
Namibia, in order to commence the implementation of theKUnited Nations plan,

have been blocked by South Arica s in51stence on the linkage pre—condition.

(S/19234, para. 25)

Nevertheless, the secretary—General remains convinced that concerted action by the
international community can ensure ‘the achievement of freedom and independence by
the people of Namibia, as is their right. ) L \

The continued'efforts of the Security Council to pave the way for ‘the earliest -
achievement of independence by Namibia were greatly reinforCed by the convening of

the ministerial meeting of the United Nations Council for Namibia early this
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month in New York. The meeting was held as an expression of the serious concern of

the members at the continuing defiance by the SOuth African régime of the will of

the 1nternational community and the denial of the inalienable right of the Namibian -

people to self—determin&tion and independence.-

The Security Council is obliged to heed the appeal addressed to it by the
ministerial meeting of the United Nations Counoil for Namib-a that the time has
come for thevSecurity Council's own cecision'on Namibia to be implemented. Indeed,
this urgent meeting of»the Security Council‘has been convenedkas a result of the
transmisSion'of this‘very appeal to the Security Council by the African Group.

It is>our>hopeithat the Security»Council will fulfil our expectations in this
respect by unanimously'adopting the draft’resolution'before it, which{is balanced
A and non—controversial in every respect. It has been introduced by the nonsaligned
members of the Security Council in order to authorize the SecretarybGeneral to |
'arrange a cease-fire between South‘Africa and the South West Africa People's
_ Organization (SWAPO) , which has already expressed its readiness to sign and observe
a cease—fire agreement with South Africa to facilitate the 1mplementation of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) .

' The cause of freedom inrAfrica ano‘the welfare and well—beingvof the people of
Africa are very close to the hearts of the people of Pakistan. ‘Emerging as a
nation‘by the exercise of the right to selffdetermination).we have never forgotten
the circumstances of our birth and the acclaim with which the peoples of Africa;
then under colonial rule, received the neu sovereign State. True to our origins,
we have been most consistent'and active in‘promoting‘the processiof freedom from
colonial rule in the continent of Africa. We shall continue to do 8o until the
last vestige-of colonialism is renovedzfron.Namibia. We salute the South'West

Africa People's Organizatioq,the sole and authentic representative of the people of
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Namibia, under whose leadership the freedom movement in Namibia has matured and
Namibia is poised to take its place among the sovereign, independent States of the

great continent of Africa. : ' .

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Pakistan for the kind words

he addressed to me.
The next speaker“is the representative of‘Cyprus. I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. MOUSHOUTAS (Cyprus). I should like, first of alli, sir, to
congratulate you most warmly on your assumption of the presidency of the most
important organ of the United Nations. We are confident that under your guidance
_the work of the Council will be conducted efficiently and effectively. At the same
time, we should 1ike to express our sincere appreciation to your predecessor, ’
Ambassador Victor Gbeho of Ghana, for his able presidency over this body in the
"month of September. | |

In a few days the question of Namibia will be dabated in'the plenary sessiokor
the General-Assembly. The fact that the Security Council is seized of the same
question at this stage is indicative, we belieye; of the seriousness‘and urgency
with which we must deal with this issue. |

‘The independence of'Namibia.is long overdue, despite the‘overwhelming support
it receives from the international community. Since 1966, when South Africa's
Mandate over Namibia:nas terninated, the General Assembly'and the'Security Courncil
- have adopted'countleSS'resolutions and‘decisions affirming and reaffirming’the
legitimate and inalienable right of the people of Namibia to independence and
national sovereignty._ | . ‘

It is regrettable that South Africa has found it possible to. ignore the wiil

of the international community with impunity. It is regrettable that for decades
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solemn resolutions of the United Nations dealing with such an important issue as
the decolonization of Namibia have remained unimplemented. This represents a basic
weakness in the United Nations system and we can only hope that the question'ofithe
non—implementation of United Nations resolutions}and decisions will be taken up'tor
consideration in the context of our efforts to strengthen this Organization. |

On 27 October we observed the Week of’Solidarity withtthe People of Namibia
and their liberation movement, the South West Africa People s Organization
(SWAPO). On that occasion, in his message delivered to the United Nations Council
for Namibia, the President of the Republic of Cyprus, Mr. Spyros Kyprianou,
reiterated the support of the Government and people of Cyprus for the struggle of
the Namibian people for the realization of their inalienable rights. The message
of the President, inter alia, rejected

"any attempt to link any other issue vith a settlement of the problem in

conformity with Security Council resolution 435 (1978). We<therefore call for

the immediate and unconditional implementation of the United Nations plan for

’Namibia, as contained in Security Council resolution 435 (1978), including a

- cease~-fire." |

Also, a few weeks ago, on 2 October, the United Nations Council for Namibia held a
special ministerial meeting during which member States had the opportunity to
express their support for the just struggle of the Namibian people'and to call tor

the implementation without further delay of United Nations resolutions and

decisions on Namibia.

All this activity in-the context of the Eortszecond session of the éeneral‘
‘Assembly leaves no doubt that the question of Namibia is at the‘forefront:of the
agenda of the international community. At the same time, we cannot but realize the -

urgency with which we must face this problem.
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We believe that there can be no further delay in proceeding with the
implementation of Security Council resolution 435 (1978), which forms the .
universally accepted basis for a peaceful solution to the problem of Namibia. The
~ human suffering'in Namibia resulting.from'the suppressiVe and racist policiesfofr
" the South African regime brooks no further delay in the implementation of the
' United Nations plan for Namibia.

The position of the Nonfhligned Movement on;this matter, reaffirmed only.a'few
weeks ago at the_Ministerial.ueeting'offthe*uovementfheld at.bnited'Nations>
Headquarters between 5'and 7 October, is clear and unequivocal.-“At that"Méeting}
| H'The,Ministers and Beads of Delegation reaffirmed the right of ‘the

Namibian people to selfedetermination and independence withinaan»untruncated '

‘ territory, including Walvis Bay, the Penguin Islands and- all\adjacent .offshore -

.islands, in accordance with the relevant United Nations resolutions. They
‘stressed that it was legitimate’for the Namibian people to use all available
'means, includinggarmed,struggle,'in their quest for the realization of this
right, and requested all States‘to render increased'political,_diplomatic,_y

military, financialland material support to the legitimate and herbic armed

struggle being waged by the Namibian people under the leadership of the South . .-

West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), their sole, autheriti¢ and
legitimate. repreSentatiVe.
*The Ministers and Heads of Delegation reiterated their support for the
SecretarybGeneral in his efforts regarding the settlement of the Namibian
N question and urged him to begin implementing United Nations Security Council
vresolution 435 (1978) without any further delay.
NCyprus, as a non—aligned country and as a member of the United Nations Council

foreNamibia.‘fully subscribes'to the position of thé Non-Aligned Movament,on:this:.f-
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matter. Responsibility for the stalemate we are witnessing in the implementation
of resolution 435 (1978) lies solely with the South African régime, and our
responsibility is to ensure the full compliance b& that régime with-United Nations

resolutions.,

The PBESIDENT:‘ 1 thank.the representativekof Cyprus for the kind words
he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the representative-orfzimbabwe,,who‘Wishes to make a
statement in his capacity as Chairman of-the3Co-ordinatingiBureau of the Movement
of Non-Aligned Countries. I invite,him.to take a pPlace at the Council,table and to
make his statement.

Mr;.MUDENGE (Zimbabwe) ¢ Let me at;the-outset‘convey my congratulations
to you, Sir, on your assumption of the orfice_of President of the Security Council
for the month of October. We regard your.country,-Italy;-as_a friend in our:
struggle for justice and freedom in southern Arrica. We are therefore confident
that with your rich diplomatic skills and wide—ranginc experience‘the Council will
be guided to a successful.conclusion ofiits deliberations.“Allowime also to
express the appreciation of my delegation to your predecessor, our brother the
distinguished son- of Africa Ambassador Gbeho of Ghana, fot the able and skilful
manner in which he handled the’ affairs of the Council 1ast month.” |

It is oftenrsaid that 'world history is the world's court‘, Ifjthatﬁbe.the
case, 1 wonder what:the‘future‘historians; those jurists of_tomorrow, uill have to’
say of us, of the United Nations and indeed,of our contemporary‘uorld when our
actions or inactionsiwith regard to the plight of the,Namibian‘people -~ their
struggle for freedom and independence - are brought before,them. I wonder too what
they will say{of,the,gteat:nations of today, which, having reached the dizzy

heights of modern technological civilization, found themselves impotent in the face



BCT/mw ’  §/PV.2759
A 53

(Mr. Mudengel Zimbabwe)

of a barbaric racist regime, a mutant from yesteryear, that flouted every norm of

civilized behaviour. Wlll _they not wonder why these great nations which overcamev

1deologica1 differences and united to fight the racist doctrine of nazism in the
'Second World War found their will to act sapped when a similar crime against o
humanity in the form of the racist doctrine of apartheid was committed against the
people of Namibia and South Africa? what could have immobilized these nations?
what indeed makes many of us so reasonable and cerebral about the suffering in
Namibia and South Africa? "Let us not be emotional," we are counselled. fWe
should be rational. The situation in southern Africa is very complicated.é It
requires patience and persuasion.®™ In another era such voices were accused of
appeasement and collusion. ‘&et;on the question of agartheid they are said to be
wise, moderate, balanced and realistic voices. Why this difference? Couid it be
that the hue of the victim's skin has something to do with our hesitancy'and
prevarication, our reasonableness and moderation? - If it were so, it'would be a
grievous fault, and grievously shall we answer to the court of history.

Yesterday the Council listened to the usual charade of half-truths, untruths
and complete falsehoods.from<Pretoria's representative. Some of these havevbeen
ably exposed by my colleagues the representatives of Angoia, Botswana and Ghana. I
‘just want to expose one of them in particular, to make the point of how such
falsehoods might occasionally escape an unwary listener.

.In his statement Pretoria's representative said°

'An examination of the record of the Namibian issue during the past 40 years

shows that South Africa has consistently sought the peaceful resolution of

this problem”. (S/PV.2757, p. 21)

That seems harmless enough. But the truth, as everyone knows, is that for

much of the past 40 years South Africa has been trying to bring Namibia, first,
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intcvtbe Union and, later, into the Republic of South Africa. To demonstrate to
the Ccuncil the so—called consistency of South Africa in peacefully solvxng the
Namibian problem, let me quote from a statement made before the South African

Parliament on 17 February 1949 by Prime Minister D. R. Malan of South Africa in

connection with Namibia:
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"We shall place SOuth West Africa in a position where it will be
invulnerable against any type of p;opaganda and incitement. Knit South:West
Africa and the Union in such a manner, knit them tbgether‘constitutionally in
such a way that the two areas will be in future inseparably bound togethérQ
In order to achieve this, let us make use of the unquestionable right wﬁich
Soutb:AfriCa,bosSesses, the rightrwhich South Africa also possessed when the
Mandatglwas-stili in existence Apd.the principle in regard to the Mandate had
not yet disappéared,rand_bting‘About'avposition of clo#ei'affiliation of the
two territories, the Union and South West Af:ica,"évenrif; at least for the
present, .we do'not>go-éo:far as the—ﬁltiﬁaté limit of incorporating South Wgé£ s
Africa into the Union. Even if-we'dovnot go to that limit of incorporating
South West Africa into er'céuntry, we'éan sﬁilljknit South West Africa and
the Union so cloéely‘toéeﬁﬁer cons;itutionally that they can never again be‘
éepatated.' | '
Consistently peaceful about the future of Namibia? South Afriéa's'sense of

peacefulness is the killing of Namibia's independence for evet; ‘This statement is
full of such half-truths and falsehoods. We have heard that Angola's»Government_ié
militaristic. Well, all the Angolan Govethment's‘troops.are.in Angdla. It is the
South Africén Government which has its troﬁps in Angola. It 1? South Africa which
"is militaristic, not'Angolaf And so it'goes-on and on, ali # tissue of lies. |
The history of the international community's involvement in the issue of
Namibia is well known. We da not need the South African represantaﬁive to warn thé
Council against what he calls being blinded by rhetoric and propaganda. It is he -

who hésrbéen'guilty,of rhetoric and propaganda, not anyone else.
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The decision of the United Nations in 1966 to assume formal responSibility for>
and authority over the Territory of Namibia was a- milestone on that Territory s'
long and arduous road, to freedom and independence. Equally significant was the
adoption by the. Security Council of resolution 435 (1978) endorsing an
internationally agreed plan to bring Namibia to independence. These actions by the
United Nations brought hope to the Namibian people, who for years had suffered
under German colonialism and subsequently Pretoria's racist occupation. But,
‘'regrettably, all these hopes have'come to naught.’
.‘Over 20 years have passed since the dnited Nations assumed authority over
’ Namibia, and it is now nearly 10 years since a plan for Namibian independence was
‘adopted.: Yet the right of the Namibian people to self-determination and
independence remains unfulfilled. ' Over 100 000 South African troops occupy that
Territory of less than a million inhabitants. And Pretoria~is doing all in its
- power to consolidate its illegal stranglehold on the Territory. Those who dare to
‘oppose the,racistirégimeis\sChemes are incarcerated.in detention camps. Reportsr.
from Namibialspeak of gangs of the notorious South African special death squads,

‘known as.Koevet, armed,with;pick handles, knives, machetes and iron bars, roaming

th countryside, committing acts of terrorism against innocent civilians, assaulting .

and raping women and children. Despite the blackout of‘news~and information
imposed by the racist regime, fresh reports*of Pretoria‘s acts ‘of brutality and
murder -filter daily to the,international,community. For this we have to thank the
,uariOUS church organizations, human rights bodies and other non—governmental
organizations, some of whose reports we have just heard this afternoon.

The. tragedy of Namibia lies in the fact that &ll this is occurring in spite of
" the existence of an internationally negotiated framework in the form of SeCurity

Council resolution 435 (1978). This resolution was .adopted byra,consensus of'all
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‘the members of tﬁe inﬁernationél community, including South Africa. It provides
- for the holding of ftee~ahdvfair elections under United Nations supetyisioh_a§§~3
control. But before this can take place a cease-fire must be signédiby‘:he South
West Africa People's Organizétion (SWAPO) and South Africa. After that,_the:,hi
Security Council will pass an enabling resolution for £hevarrival of the United
Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNTAG) and tﬁeHSpéciallRepresentative of the
Secretary-General to administer»thé t:ansition;_

Sinée 1978,.the Secretary-General, against odds, has madeAvaliant effortg:td
clear the way for th?ximplementatioﬁ of resolution 435 (1978). But to date Namibia
is still occupied,and still not frees fge blame for the non-implementation_of
resolution 435 (1978). must, first and forembst, be squarely placed at the door of
the apartheid régime. Pretoria's intransigence on,the;Na@ibian question is well
known to all. It was South Africa that torpedoed the so-called high level |
simultaneous consultations held in Geneva in 1979. It was Pretoria that sabotaged
the so-called pre-implementgtion télks held in Geneva in 1981, It ié the same‘
apartheid régime that now seeks‘to impése'an internal édmihiétration on tﬁe
Namibian people in a futile attempt to circumvent the internationally agteed:plan
for Namibia. And it is the samé racist régime that now holds Namibia hostage to
extraneous and. irrelevant issues through the so-called linkage pteféondition. Yéé,
Pretoria is the principal culprit in this saga.

But we would be less than candid'if we said that the agattheid régime is
acting aloﬁe,bn this issue.,lggfo:tunately, the racists have their accomplices in
this sordid affair. Linkage, as a pre-coﬁdition, did not exist in 1978 when the
United Nations plan for Namibia was born. It did not exist in 1980. Then, South
Africa had no security concerns involving Cuban 1ntexnationaliét.troops. These .

so-called concerns were foisted on South Africa from outside. They were



IsM/tg ‘ : §/PV.2759
_ | 59-60

(Mr. Mudenge, zimbabwe)

'jconcocted in 1982 and adopted the same year by South Africa. The origins of
linkage are in Washington. SOUth Africa only co—opted linkage as a convenient
pretext for delaying_Namibia s independence. Washington bears a heavy
responsibility in this mattgiEY‘The secretary-General, in his report
dated 31 March 1987, states: o A

' "This linkage pte;condition, which'dates back to 1982. now constitutes'the

only obstacle to the implementation of the United Nations plan for Namibia.
(5/18767, para. 32) B - TN

We want the United States, as the originator of linkage, to be left in no
doubt as to the strength of feeling of the international community on this matter.
We regard linkage as heartless and immoral. It is extraneous and irrelevant to

Namibia's right to fzeedom and independence.

P~
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We have said'before.‘and we say it again here, that Namibian independence is
being held hostage to the linkage pre-condition. It is a mere pawn on an |
international chess board. This the Foreign Minister of zimbabwe has previously
characterized as blackmail and hostage-taking, a practice we deprecate,
irrespective of its victims or perpetrators. " We recall that the Security cOuncil
in resolution 539 (1983) has itself categorically rejected the so-called linkage as
irrelevant to the plan for Namibia.

. Furthermore, those who have given solace to the apartheid régime through their
negative votes in the Council are eoually guilty in delaying Namibian '
independence. We hold them responsible.

-~ As on past occasions, we have been told that there are secret negotiations
under way that have a bearing on our: meetings here and the draft resolution before N
the Council. The truth is that we have heard this line before. That argument‘is
now threadbare. We have rejected, and continue to reject, these bilateral
negotiations as irrelevant to Namibian independence. I eubmit that the time has
long passed for the Council to continue to‘allow‘itself to be put off by such |
irrelevant issues before assuming-its responsibilities on the question of Namibia.
The time for the Council to act isvnow, because all the relevant elements are
already in place. | R N

In November 1985, the Secretary-General reported to the Council in March this
year,

*"agreement was reached with the'parties concerned on the system of

proportional representationrfor:the elections envisaged in security Council

resolution 435 (1978). With this agreement, the last outstanding issue

relevant to the United Nations plan was resolved,® (S/18767; para. 31)

Nearly two years have now elapsed since, as the Secretary-General reported,

all outstanding issues relevant to the United Nations plan were resolved. The
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auestionﬂwe:have for“the Council is this: If allioutStanding isSues relevant to
the United NatiOns plan for Namibia have been resolved, why has resolution
435 (1978) not been implemented? "By not proceeding with implementation, when all
the relevant issues have been resolved, the COuncil runs the risk of being
misunderstood, for it would appear as if the Council as a whole, through its
inaction, now condones the surrepti*ious introduction of extraneous issues.ﬂ

The Council has an obligation to proceed with the immediate implementation of
resolution 435 (1978). We therefore urge it to adopt the draft resolution in order
to trigger,the_implementation’of resolution a3s (1978) before the end of this
year, That‘is the leastithe Council can dor' To tarry anynlonger'can only mar and '
tarnish its-imaée; ﬁeﬁhave7waited too‘long for the implementation of the United
Nations planvfor'hamibia. Further delay is intolerable. The unanimousbadoption of
the draft resolution before the Council is crucial, not only for the sake of the
people of Namibia, but, more important, in ordervto redeem the honour of the United
Nations and in particular that of the Council.

Let the Council make it clear to south Aftica that should it continue to’
obstruct Namibia‘s independence the Council will have no alternative but to invoke
Chapter VII of the Charter in order to impose comprehensive mandatory sanctions
against that régime. ‘The Council has recently demonstrated commendable resolution
in the Gulf war. It is,honourfbound to ehow similar conviction in fighting racism
and occupation in NamibiaL~jThe situation in Namibia isrnoiless serious, It spells
grave danger to the stabilityiOf southern Africa. It»threaten5fworld.peace‘and
security; We hope the countries which constitute'this‘important_body, charged*with ’
the responsibility for the»maintenance of world peace and securitv, will_not'be
found wanting on this issue.’ . | i

In the meantime, the international.community-shouldbincrease-its diplomatic,

materfal and moralxsupport for the people of Namibia through their legitimate
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represenﬁaﬁive SWAPO in ordef to enéble them to intensify their strugdle for
indepgndenqg. ﬁefin the Movémené of Non-Aligned Countries have pledged ourselves.
to sﬁpport the liberation movements of southern Africa and the front-line States
throﬁqh the Movement‘s Action for Resisting Invasion, Colonialism and Agartheid v
(AFRICA) Fund. We thank all those countries which have already generously
contributed to the Fund and appeal to others which have not yet done so to join in
this noble cause. |

In my opening_remarks, I refertéd to the saying that "world history is the
world's court". I should iike to end with it, The way in which we are judged
tomorrow depends on our actions or inaction of today. Here, I submit, what is at
stake in our deliberations on thé:auestion of Namibia is more than the independence
of that Territory. What is at sﬁake is the very autho;ity and credibility of our
Organization, the United Nationé, particularly of the Security’Council, the body
empowered by the‘Charter to maintain peace and security. Has the Security<Council
the political will to uphold its'éuthdrity,andycredibility in the face of a régime
that has flouted evety semblance of qivilized behaviour? Or éhall it be said of it
in future that the great nations of the twéhtieth‘century, whose technological
advanqes conauered the skies above and which prided thémselves on eﬁjoying the most
advanced technological standards ever achieved by man, were found to be too feeble
to act to restore the most fundamental right of a people - the right to
self-determination? This is the challenge before this world bodx._

Finally_,j let us not forget that the question of Namibia is not just about
self-determination. It is'also about agarthéid.and racism. As that famous
African-American scholar and author, William Edward Burghardt Du Bois, stated early

this century, the great question of the twentieth century is the problem of the
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coldur line. 1In Namibia'and South Africa we all come face to face with that great
question. For that reason the Council bears a heavy responsibility on our behalf
in the judgement of history

The PRESIDENT: 1 thank the representative of Zimbabwe for his kind words

addréSSed to me.

Mr. Peter Dingi Zuze, President of the United Nations Council for Namibia, to
whom the Council extehdéd an invitation uhdet ruié 39 of its provisional rules of
procedure at its 2,755th meeting, wishes to make‘q further statement; and I now
call on him. |

Mr. ZUZE (Zambia), President of the United Nations Council for Namibia:
I thank you for oncé more calling on.me, Mg. President.} As our débate on the
question of Namibia cqmes to a close, may I also takeathis oppottunity‘to thank you
personally for Ehe efficient manner in which YOh have guided our’deliberations. We

have all benefited from your wisdom and experience.
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A review of the statements made during these proceedings reveals a common
element.  All who spoke have accepted the United Nations plan for the independence

- of Namibia endorsed by Security,Council resolution 435 (1978)«as the only basis for

an. internationally recognized settlement of the Namibian guestion. There is also

Pt g2

unanimity with regard to the essentials relating to the implementation of the

—

plan. Such unanimity of views is also reflected in the assessment of how the .

implementation of the plan has been hindered by issues that are irrelevant and

alien to the plan itself.

The main obstacle standing in the way'of the independence ovaamibiagremains
the refusal of the Pretoria régime to abide by the resolutions'andfdecisions of the
United Nations. The attitude of thatvrégime towards,the‘United‘Nations has.been
characterized at every turn by contempt, duplicity,‘bad faith and intransigence.

This has been clearly established in the history of the negotiations on the

imp1ementationvof”the,United~Nations-plan»for~thewindepen_enggigfmthat Territory.
The ?retoria régime's continuing illegal occupation.ofnthevTerritory. its
plunder of the natural and human resources of Namibia and the ilagrant and massive
violations of human rights perpetrated by its troops inuthe ferritory constitute a
challenge to the world community, specifically to the Security Council, which bears
primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and securityq
The Council for Namibiaphas an*abiding.concern about how South Africa's
attitudes‘undermine the‘authority and prestige of. the United‘Nations and of the
Council itself as the legal Administering Authority of.Namibia;ﬂntil'independehce,
Our concern is wider and deeper since resolution 435 (1978) represents the only
internationallp accepted'framework for the peaceful transition of_Namibiavto

independence. The adoption of resolution 435 (1978) was significant:not least for

T
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the fact that it was introduced to and negotiated before the Security Council by
five Western States which maintain close ties witﬁ SOuth Africa. :

' The draft resolution before the Security éouncil’constitutes a renewed and
determined éffort tobexpédite the impleméntation of résoiution 435 (1978) sé that
the péople.Pf Namibia will be able tokexefcise their inalienable right to
self-determination, freédoﬁ and independence without>furthet'deiay. _;t-ié a matter
of grave concern that, déépité'protractea and tirelesé efforté by the United
Nations to bring about the indéﬁendencé of Namibia, the Territory remﬁins illegélly
occupied by~racist‘sbuth Africa, which contihues to launch armed attacks against
the*f:bnt—iineIStatés from Namibian'territor§ii |

It is indeed 1méetativé to underscore the gravity of the lack of progress on
‘the Namibian question.> Two and a half yeafs_have glapéed*éince the Seéurity
‘Coﬁncil adopted resolution 566 (1985) teaffirming.its rejection of sduth Africa's
insistence on linking the indeﬁéndence of Namibia to suéh extraneous issues as the pn———
presence of Cuban forces in Angola. Since then, we have come no cidser'ta the
implemehtation of resolution 435 (1578).

In contrast to the intransigencé;of the:raciS£,tégime of Ssouth Africa, the
South Wes£ Afticé Peoplé's Organizétion (SWAPO) has once again expressed its
readiness to/sign a cease-fite-leadingjto the implementation of resolution
435 (1978);‘-As a‘Counéil,.we commend’SWAPoufor'ité statesmanship And positive
a;titude. oo i |

-+The:Council forfﬁamibiafcalisiupén'all States to restore the central role that
the United Nations should play in ensuring Namibia®'s independence and to support |

the unanimous adoption of the draft resolutioh before the Security Council.
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- The PRESIDENT: I.thank thevPresident'of the United Natioas’CQuncil for

Namibia for the kind words he addressed to me.

e S

I call on the teprésentative of the United‘étates of America, whérwishes’to

speak in exercise of the right of tgply. | |
 Mr. OKUN (United States of America): Uni;éd Stafes poliéy Qas hard to

recognize amidst the distortions éf-gée tép;esent#tive of zimbabwe, _Hé Qeli‘knpﬁs
that our policy favours thg earliest in5épendence for Namipia, As a matter of
reality, however, until there is Sgregment on thg withdrawal ofVCubathroops in
Angola, troops:ﬁho are fighting not sSouth Africans but other Angolans, it will not
be possible to implement the Unitéd Nations indepéndence plan fq;vNag;bia.

It is truly hard to coﬁplain abogt the glieged irrelevanc;.of the éresenégjgf
Cuban troops'in Angola when the Angolan gl&taforma itself, the g;atgfqtma of
November 1984, specificallx addressed that issue, a;though it did so inadequately

in our view.

The United States desireé»peace in thg region and ;peedy iédependgnpe:fo?
Namibia. These desirable goals, however, wil; not be achieved ;hroggh an |
unwillingness'to face faéts, however unéalatable they may be,

The PRESIDENT: Thé representative of zimbaSVe w;shes'tq speak inr
exercisevof the right of':eply. I invite him to take a place at the Council table‘

and to make his statement. ‘ ' o
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Mr., MUDENGE (Zimbabwe). I just want to make one point, and one point
alone, in response to the representative of the United States."

The representative of the United States said that the representative of
Zimbabwe is quilty of distortion. I want to assure the representative oi"the>
United“states that the representative of zimbabwe isvnot'guilty of‘distortion; it
is the representative'of the United States who is‘guilty-of distortion;'nhs far as
Namihia!s independence is concerned,yand as'far as the internationalicommunity is
concerned, the reality {s that all the issues relevant to‘the pecple of Namibia -
who used to be colonial subjects ofAGermany and are now the victims of apartheid -
have beenzfulfilled;‘ What we have‘tried to do'this afternoon - and we‘have tried
before and shall try again - is to say thatfthe United'states introduced’al
reality. I do not want to refer to the reality which was started at thextime of
Angolan'independence, withmthe introduction of,forces assisted by the Central
‘Intelligence Agency (CIA) that wanted to topple the‘Government of Angola: that is a
reality which isnnOW'over. But, having accepted that Angola was now fully.
independent, the ﬁnited States resurrected its intervention in'Angola in l982 vith
the coming of the present Administration, and it is that reality which the United

States wanted the international community to accept by forCe majeure, by Stinger

missiles, and various other surreptitious interventions.

It is that reality that wevrefuse.to accept. We refused to accept it in 1975Q
we were forced to take cognizance of it in 1982; but we shall continue to refuse it
and the international community is right to continue to refuse it.

What Angola and the‘United States do is entirely their own affair, but the
United States has no right, no moral.right,vto keep the people of Namibia victims
to apartheid, tovmurder, rape and assassination. The United states has no'right,
for any reason, to do that., The Namibian people‘have a God-given'right to be

free. They should not be pawns on the table of an international chess game -



MLG/tc ‘ o S/PV.2579
: 72

.i(Mr.jhudenge, Zimbabwe)
an immoral table. Are weimesnt to expect and'accept that? No, we dofnotaﬁilr
We would go further and say'that if only God bad been kind enough to make |
Mr. Gurirab white instead of black,‘he would not be the victim he i{s now. T
thought I should clarify that. | o

The-PRESIQENT: It is my understanding that the Council is ready to

.proceed‘to the vote on the draft resolution submitted by hrgentina,‘Congo, Ghane,r'
"the United Arab,Emirates'and‘Zembia and contained in document‘S/19242. ‘Unless: I-.
‘hear any objection,'i shall.put the draft’resolution to'the vote now."Tbere:being -
no objection, it is so decided. ‘ | ‘ |
L 1 shall first call on those members of the Council who wish to make statements
before_the vote. |

Mr. RIKUCHI (Japan). 1 welcome thisbopportunity»to'conératulate'&ou,

sir, on your assumption of the presidency of the Council for the month of oOctober.

I am confident that, with the benefit of your wisdom and broad diplomatic

experience, you will conduct - as indeed you have conducted - our deliberatiOns in‘
a most skilful and fruitful_way. | | |
1 wish also to express our sincere‘gratitude to’Ambassador'James'Victor:Gbeho :

for the superb manner in wbich he guided the ‘work of this Council as its Presidentu
'during the month of September. | _ ‘
Two decades ago, the Genersl Assambly terminated South Africa's Mandate over
Namibia, Nevertheless, in defiance of world opinion, South Africa remains unm6ved‘
_oand continues its,illegal occupgtion of.the_Territory.lig;;ﬁte the ceaseless
efforts of the international community, the Namibian‘people are still being denied
their.right;to seff—determinatiogzj7‘ | |

| _ Jepan's position on;this.issuefis_firm’and uneouivocalz‘ Namibia's »
_independence nust be achieved in accordance with the wishes of its 1nhabitants, as

L}
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e#ptesSed through free elections to be held under the sﬁpervision,and control of
the United Nations. Japan steadfastly suderts Securify Council reéoluﬁ;én

435 (1978), which embodies the only univetéallyvacceptable framework for a peaégful
transition tp 1nde§endence.- ' ‘

1t 1s-teca;led thaﬁ,both the Government of South Africa and the SOuth West

Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) ﬁave 1ndicated their acceptance of the
settlement plan endorsed by that resdluﬁion. But South Africa, while professing
willingness to co-operate with the ;ntetnational community, has in fact been
working to prevent implementation of ﬁhe resolution. Its obstinate insistence on
the linkage pre-condition is a éase in point. ﬂByAinsisting on this particular
point, South Africa has biocked:‘ ) |
- "successive attempts in recent years to finalize arrangements for the
emplacement of the United Nations Ttansiti@n Assistance Group (UNTAG) in
Namibia, in order to commence the impiehentation of/thevuhited'uatiohs plan®.

(S/19234, para. 25)

Moreover, South Africa<qont1nhes to mount érmedAattaéks a;aingt neighboﬁring
countries, destabilizing the éituatipn thrbﬁghqut the regiéntgnd‘ﬁﬁkiné the
poséibility’of settling the~Namibian quesﬁion even more teﬁot;:‘*qa§an is graVely
concerned over the continuing degerioration‘of the situation in Namibia, and
condemns in particular the_artest df'fivé_sﬁAPO leaders and_thevtepressive measures
South Africa has been takihékagainsg students ap& labour organization leaders since
lastiAugust. ) .

-Japan has téken-vigérous measures to urgéVSOuth‘Africa to end its illegal
occupation of Namibia and abénddn its racist policy ofiagartheid. In demonstrating
its disapprcval of South Africa's ;llegal occupation of Namibia, Japén refrains

from any action that would in effect acknowledge the present status of Namibia.
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For example, the Government of Japan does not extend grants, loans orrtecnnical :
assistance of any kind to South Africans in Namibia. It prohibits direct
investment in South Africa and Namibia by Japanese,nationals or corporations undet
its jurisdiction. -

Japan has long been extending assistanee to the Namibian people through {its
contributions to the humanitarian and educational funds and progtammes‘aéministered
by the United Nations, dincluding the United Nations Institute for Namibia. It will
provide such assistance as long as the need continues.

When the United Nations Transition Assistance Group (UNfAG) comes into being,
Japan is ready to provide assistance in the form of financial contributions and
personnel. And once the independence of Namibia is achieved, Japan looks forward |
to extending;bilateral economic’and technical aasistance for the nation-buiiding of
Namibia. | g

.For'these reasons, and also as an expreaaion»of its unqualified support for
the cause of Namibian_independence, Japan will vote in favour of the draft /

resolution now before us.,
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Before concluding, I wish to state that the main thrust of the draft
tesqlugion before us is to authorize the Sec:etary—Genéral to prbceed to arrange a
cease-fire between South Africa and the South West Africa People's Organization in

preparation for the emplacement of the United Nations Transition Assistance Group.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Japan for his kind words

addressed to me.
I shall now make a statémentvin my capacity as thé representatjve of Italy.
. This debate has éhown tAe extent of the concerns which exist for the lack of
progresé towatds-thg implementation of the United NationsAsettlemeni élan for
Namibia and an intetnatidnally acceptable solution to the Namibian problem. It has
shown the impatience of the international community for the achievement of such a
solution. There was a s;riking‘unanimity in thé_views which were expressed in this
regard by the’overwhelming'majorit§ of'the speakeré who have preceded me.

My Government fully shares the concerns and 1mpat1encé. The United Nations
has a special and direct résponsibility for the Territory of Namibia andlfér the
exercise by the people of that Territory of their fundamental right to
self-determination, freedom and independence. The terms for the achievement of‘
thesé goals were set out with the adoption of resolution 435 (1978). That
teso;ution, which is the only uniéeisally accepted framework for a peaceful
transition of Namibia tb'indeéehdence, endorsed a settlemqnt\plén which, we want to
point out, was accepted by both the Go@ernment of Soétﬁ Africa ahd the South West
Africa People's Organization (SWAPO) . Yet, 9 years later, Namibia is still un&er
an illegal administration and no‘progress has been achieved towards the
implementation of the Uniﬁed Nationé plan. | |

On the contrary, the South African Government has addpted a number of measures
that run cohnter to the requireménts of the séttlement plan and that Italy ‘

considers null and void. It has raised difficulties in order to create arEificial
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obstacles to the prompt impleméntation of resolution 435 (1978}. It insiéts on
introducing extraneous elements in all discussions concerning the application of
the settlement plan. The statement made yestetday in the debate by the
representative of South Africa was a further-éxample of that unwillingness.
The policy of the South African Government with regard to Namibia can only be
explained by the existence in South Africa itself of the problem of apartheid.
Apartheid is at the centrekof all the proplemé ofiéouthein Africa, and the lack of
progress in the solution of the question of:Namibia seems clearly to be én external
projection of the inability of the South African Government to resolve its deestic
confrontationvbetween the majority of its population and the ruling”minority. (This
is a further :eason for the United Nations to stand firm on i?s principled
position, which has found 1ts‘expreSsipn in resolution 435"1978) and which is
consistent with the pést gibribusf:ecord éf the Organization in the field oﬁ
decolonization. We'must insist on these p#inciples, whiéh‘refléct_the path of
histény and of realism thatrcannot be abandoned witﬁout.sgrious prejudice for
southern Africa as a whole énd.for gll of us. |
Ifaly is deeply concerned»at'thé situation'p;evailing iﬁ Namibia and the
‘prolongation of South Africa's illegal-rule over the Territofy'in'defiance‘of
, _United Nations resolutions and the'cleat‘and'expresged.will,df the igternationa1
community. We strongly déplore the serious violations of human rights which o¢cur
in the Territory as a cohsequence of that illegal rule. We view with great
preoccupation the destabilizing policies pursued by South Africa in the tegion,
often using the territory of Namibia as a~baée'f0t military'éctiqns against its
neighbours. |

Therefore, my Government is convinced‘thét there is a need fotggfeatéi
harmonizatioﬂ;of ﬁheveffortslqg ﬁhe 1nternationa1,community aimed at achieving. an

early transition of the Territory to independence on the_basis‘9f~the<ﬂni£ed Nations
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plan, We:believerthat the unanimity‘of viewskthat exists on the need for early
progress towards the independence of Namibia and the existence of a universally
accepted framework for such a peaceful transition should aIIOW‘greater coherence in
the efforts of the members of the international community to exercise against
South Africa the pressure needed to convince it to abide by Security Council
resolutions on Namibia.- We also believe that these efforts should translate into -
concrete programmes of~assistance to and cowoperation with the countries of the
region and the victims of the illegal occupation of Namibia in order to help them
resist the destabilizing policies of the Government of SOuth Africa.

Accordingly, my delegation welcomed the non-confrontational tone of this
debate and the sense of solidarity with the front-line States and SWAPO which
emerged from it. We think' that this is the correct approach to be followed in
order to: ensure greater effectiveness to the efforts of the international
communityr. My delegation intends to vote in favour of the draft resolution before
us and will lend its full support to the action,the SecretarybGeneral-will
undertake to implement it. | |

I now resume my function; as Presxdent of the Council.u,

1 shall now put to the. vote the draft resolution contained in document 8/19242.

_Arvote was taken by show of hands.
~ In favour: Ar“gentina, B.dulgarian China, Congo, France, Germany,b.Eederal
| : Republic'of, Ghana,‘Italy, Japan, Union of Soviet Socialist
o “;;Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
| Britain and Northern. Ireland, venezuela, Zambia

Against: None
Abstaining: United States of America
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The PRESIbENT: The result of the voting is as follows: 14 votes in

favour, - none against andkl abstention. The draft resolution has beenvadopted es
resolution 601 (1987). | |

I snali now call_on the representative of the United Kingdom,who wishes to
make a statement following the voting. | .

Sir Crispin TICKELL (United Kingdom): I am sorry that I have had to'wait

 until the end of the month to convey to you, Sir, my best wishes on your assumption
of the presidency of the Council. My best wishes are none the less sincere. Our
thanks, equally belated, are due to your distinguished predecessor for his conduct
of our business during September.

My delegation did not intervene in this debate as our views on the question of
Namibia were fully set'out in our statement to the Council on 9 April of this
_year. I shouid also like to draw the Council's attention to the passage on Namibia
in the Okanagan statement and programme of action on southern Africa 1ssued at the

'Commonwealth Heads of Government meeting at Vancouver on 16 October. That passage

clearly states the views of my Government and of other member Governmentsrof the
Commonwealth. |
‘Like others who have spoken, our aim‘is to see the Territory achieve
internationally recognizedbindependence at the earliest possible time and by the
nost peaceful means. We welcomeAany measure designed to give new impetus to
efforts to give effect to resolution 435 (1978), whichrwe renard‘as essential to
the discussion. We therefore supported the adoption of resolution 601 (1987) and
are pleased'that the sponsors of the draft resolution'did not insist on including

elements unacceptable to certain members of the_Council.
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As a matter of principle my delegatioh believes that the Council should not
ask the'Secretary-Genetal to undertake tasks which are unrealistic either in
theméelves or by virtue of their ﬁime frame. Indeed, for the Council to act

otherwise would undermine its authority and‘its'stahding.
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It seems to us that operative paragraph 5 of the resolution strikes the right

balance in this respect. The resolution should not only preserve the elements,of
the United Nations’settlement plan but also give the SecretarybGeneral discretion
to conduct hisvnegotiations in the way'best‘designed to produce a suCcessful__
outcome. We are‘content to leave this difficult task to his excellent judgement.
But if he were forced to report to the Council that he had not been successful my
delegation would not consider that'the Council was, as a result, obligedkto p:oceed
to action undeerhapter VIi. The Council would;in‘suoh.oireumstances need to
reassess the situation and take the action it judged best to lead‘to independgncg
for Namibia and, in the words of several speakers during this debate, end the
‘sufferings of the Namibian people. |

The fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs of the resolution we have just
adopted refer to a number of resolutions previously adopted by the Council and the
General Assembly not all of which ny delegation was able to support. Our
acceptance of“resolution 601 (1987) implies no change in our position‘on those
earlier teuts; | | N

My delegation has noted the request that Mr. Kozonguizi should be permitted to
participate in the Council's discussions on this agenda item. The position of the
British - Government in this matter is straightforward.‘ We/do not and shall not
recognize the soécalled transitional‘goyernment of national unity, We remain
firmly‘committed to United Nations Security_éouncil resolution 435 (1978). But the
Council should be impartial in providing opportunities to address it to all those
individuals who are eligible to contest the elections to be he1d in Namibia in
accordance with Security Council resolution 435 (1978), eleotions‘which we'shbuldil

all like to see take place as soon as possibie. The request before the Council is
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in conformity with rule 39 of the provisional rules of procedure. In keeping with

that important pnindiple of impartiality my Government sUpporté the request and
would have wished topsee.Mr. kozonguizi‘to be given,an epportnnity to address the
Council. - = | o

’ in‘coneluSidn;'I emphasiie that it‘tenaine enrkfirm intenﬁiennto continue our
efforts to bring about the ea:liest possible implementation of the United Nations
settlement plan;'~We'ﬁieh'ﬁhenéeeretary-General'well:in his'discuaSions and we hope
that in due course he will be able to deliver a favourable report to the Council.
South Africa's illegal occupation of Namibia must end and the people of the |

Territory must be allowed to exercise their right to self-determination.

. The_ PRESIDENTe I thank the representative of the United Kingdom for the
kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. Theb—éen Gurirab, Secrefary for Eoreign Affairs of ehe South West Afficav
People's o:éanization, to_ﬁhom the'Councii'has extended an invitation under rule 39
of its~provi$ipna1 rules of proéedure at the 2w75§th meeting, wishes to make a
further statement. With the consent of the Council, I call upon him.

Mr. GURIRAB' I am grateful, Mr. President, for the opportunity accofded~
to me to make.a brief concluding statement and eravepthe indulgence of the Conncil
membexs.’ You,'Sir} have been effeétive and generous in thefcourse of €hese
meetings. ,Yéun éense eﬁ,justice and fair play'has teuched,us deeply.

I have a cdnfession to make. In preparing myself for the debate on the
critical situation in Namibia, which has just concluded, I thOught that my mind was
playing a tantalizing trick on me. I started thinking abOut‘the'spitit of the
approaching holiday ‘season and‘I had this nagging‘idea which kept:e#ercising ny
mind that the noble ideals of peace and generosity usually associated with this

time of year might actually manifest themselves during this debate and engender
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' open;mindedness and compassion for the suffering Namibian masses on the part of
certain delegations. I thought it would be possible for the Council, this time, to
adopt unanimOusly-the draft resolution - now reéolﬁtion 601 (1987) - that was put
before it. Need I say I was wrong, that is as far as ﬁhe question of unaﬁimous‘
adoption was concerned. |

That I was guilty of the ctiﬁe of day-dreaming was made clear to me when I was
rudely jolted back tb the real world of the linkage-pushers and‘die-hatd racist
murdérérs of Pretoria = the world of those who, by their sinister use of verpal
terrorism and vicious name-calling, would want to turn the victims of thei:
unmitigatéd actions into villains. It is indeed‘ttue that those who make peaceful
change imgossible‘make violent change inevitable. History is replete with many
examples' which corroborate ihat truism - no leSS,’I dare say, in Namibia.  The very
reason for the founding of SWAPO itself in Namibia in 1960 and its 1auncﬁing,ofrth§
armed: struggle 21 years ago bear out that inevitability. |

AThis debate was about a cease-fire, about ending violence and about giving:
freedom and democracy a chance in ﬁamibia. The drafters of the resolution were
very meticulous in.ensuring that all the elements that might invite objection from
some people would be left out - and they did just that. The members of the
non-aiigned”caucus in the Council also sought in earnest unanimity of views on the
draft which would lead to its unanimous adéption. I know for sure that they tried
their level best. Well,‘unaﬁimity we did not geﬁ; but 14 votes in favour is an
outcome that is very géod indeed. In particular, the mix OfrpositiVe votes . shows
some new converts, whom we welcome and urge £O'stay put in that mix of decent world

citizens until Namibia is free.
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Unanimity in decision and in the message that the Council sends to Pretoria is
very important. ihe Seéretary—General would need that kind qf reaésuradce,in order
to be able to forge ahead in goodchnscience and wiﬁh‘confidence, fortified in the
knowledge thﬁf he enjoyed the full backing of the Security Council ih’implementing
the preséﬁt resqlution;‘“WhOIe-héattéd support for him by thé United States in this
regard is indispensible. We, as so many others before us have done in this debate,
call upon the United Statés of Amériéa to play a positive role in assisting the
achievement of our freedom‘now.

Who is for a ceasé-fire, peace and democracy in Namibia and who today stands
in oépositioﬁ to that noble gdal? We'ali°listenéd to all thévstateménts made
dufing the debate, and it is not aifficﬁlt ;o draw the obvious conclusion. ﬁearly
all the délegations, particularly those of the ftont—line Stateannd of SWAPO,
reiterated fheir'positiOns'in favour of an immediate cease-fire, ﬁhé.emplaééhént of
the United Nations Transition Aésistance Group (UNTAG) and democratic elections in

Namibia, as envisaged in resolution 435 (1978).
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’:Are we to conclude that those who are half-hearted about a cease-fire are in

I

fact for war and violence in Namibia?

The rude awakening that.I sustained came about first when a warning shot was
fired in the- form of a statement in exercise of the right of reply at the end of
the opening meeting on this 1tem by a certain delegation whose unswerving support
we need most to set the process in motion. Following that warning shot, we learnt ;
‘later that the very same delegation managed to £ind some difficulties in the draft
resolution and said that it could not vote in favour of it as then drafted. But
the amendments it suggested were retrogreSSive and would have turned the draft
resolution into something else, contrary to the wishes of the Co-sponsors and the
aspirations of the Namibian people themselves. That is the only delegation that
abstained today in the.vote on the draft resolution. which essentially, 1 repeat,
calls for a cease—fire and the beginning of Namibia s independence process.

1 should like to refer to Ambassador Okun's statement, with much pain and with
a great sense of disappointment. The expreSSion security concerns' is a euphemism
for 'linkage". Many speakersvaddressed this issue, and 1 am very disheartened to

have heard this afternoon various attempts to Justify and seek to legitimatize

i

linkage before this Council.

While we express our indignation and disappointment at this unconscionable
behaviour by a country which was the principal author of the settlement proposal,
we nevertheless hope that this lone abstention w111 not be used as an excuse for
not rendering all the necessary practical assistance to the Secretary-General in
doing his Job and implementing‘the present resolution with speed‘and efficiency.p

The scurrilous and‘belligerent language that we heard yesterday from the lips
of the apostle of apartheid'does not belong in this Chamber. It belongs to-the
world of extraterrestrial creatures.'about whiCh Hollywood has made a few

horrifying movies. He may delight in the'theatre of the absurd. Our people are
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~dying and we have no time to play around. How audacious, pretentious and arrogant
it was of him to allege that he or his fascist régime cares about}the plight of the
very people that they are butchering daily. Our people know this only too well.
They also know that their own sons and daughters, represented in SWAPO, could never
be responsible for carrying out terrorism in any form or shape against them, let
alone killing our own little children. That is an outrageous 1dea. It is they,
the Namibian people. who give SWAPO the necessary support and strength as their own
liberator in the struggle. We reJect With the contempt that it deserveS'the
vicious and ridiculous allegations made against usvby:that filthyiBoer.
Our ‘own people also know that it 1s ‘the Botha regime that has turned our

country 1nto a huge army barracks and militarized the entire 3001ety, relylng on

<s s
=

violence, daily atrocities, dusk—to—dawn curfews, martial law and strict press
censorship. South African troops 1nvaded Namibia in 1915, before the birth of
Sam Nujoma, before the creation of SWAPO. Today they number 100 Q00 troops. That -
is'violence. Ambassador Victor Gbeho enumerated this afternoon a few examples of ‘
Pretoria's State terrorism in our country.

In‘conclusion, I wish to thank all the delegations that‘voted in fayour of ther
draft resolution. I am partichlarly happy to have witnessed the affirmative votes
cast:by the:delegations of the United Kingdom:and the FederaliRepublic of Germany.

I can only express my'sincere expectation and hope that they‘will now stay the
course towards ensuring the early independence of our beloved country, Namibia.
Special thanks go to our comrades and friends, the Chairmen of the Group of African
States and of the Movement of Non—Aligned countries respectively, for their timely
initiatives in requesting the Councxl to meet on the critical situation in Namibia.

Canada, one of the original members of the now defunct contact group of five

Western countries, is not repreSented on the Council at this time. It has
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recently demonstrated remarkable imagination and leadership on the burning issues
facing southern Africa. The statement made here yesterday was an exemplatyf
demonstration of its moral courage and support for freedom for Namibia. .
Let us now together proceed, on the basis of resolution 601 (1987), which has.
just been adopted, to restore to the Namibian people their inalienable right,tg

self-determination, freedom and independence, as envisaged in Security Couneil

'resolution‘435 (1978) . SWAPO is ready. It is now up to the SchritY'Councilth'

compel the Botha régime to reciprocate and accept a cease-fire as the first step in

 that process.

1 wisb,}in conclusion, to extend the season's greetings to all at the table -
and to the Un;téd Nations Secretary-General, whom we wish well in fulfilling his
ngw mandate to carry oué a mission not oniy for Namibia but also for the United
Nations.

The PRESIDENT: I thank Mr. Gurirab for the kind words he addressed. to:me.

There are no further speakers on my list. The Security Council. has thus:

[

concluded the present stage of its consideration of the item on:the: agenda.

~.

The meeting rose at 6.30xpfm.



