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2082nd MEETING

Held in New York on Thursday, 27 July 1978, at 3 p.m.

pp—
. president: Mr. William H. BARTON (Canada).

ﬁmn!: The representatives of the following States:
i, Canada, China, Czechoslovakia, France, Gabon,
wimany, Federal Republic of, India, Kuwait, Mauritius,
g@a, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United King-
£ of Great Britain and Northern Treland, United States
rica, Venezuela.

Provisional agenda (S/Agenda/2082)
‘ A%ptien of the agenda

£ The situation in Namibia

: % mceting was called to order at 3.25 p.m.
Statement by the President

b The PRESIDENT: 1 should like first, on behalf of the
;W«ﬁ. to welcome the presence at the Council table
T Ol"His Excellency Mr. Louis de Guiringaud, Minister
m‘*tugn Affairs of France, His Excellency Mr. Hans-
a;;; Genscher, Vice-Chancellor and  Minister for
i%;;z'l Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, His
Y the Right Honourable David Owen, M.P,,
Ty 0f State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs
United Kingdom, and His Excellency Mr. Cyrus

Cetary of State of the United States of America.

{4 .
' oud also like to welcome His Excellency Brigadier
5(‘2 Garba, Member of the Supreme Military Council

%l Enyoy Plenipotentiary of the Head of the

,.'hl”"”)’ Government of Nigeria.

E«\prm;o” of thanks to the retiring Presidernt
1
i oy
.4@7‘ ;ﬁ::ﬁ:fséb}if‘ijf: As this is the first formal meeting of
B tur OU_IICII for the. month of July, I should like,
: ‘_3‘0“2 to the question on the agenda, to express,
%Wiiwe te members of the Council, our appreciation
Aay 0 the representative of Bolivia, Ambassador
Df’(}?hO presided over the Council last month,
¢ Council, I pay a tribute to him for the

PO SK with i .
ingg with which he conducted the proceedings

Adoption of the agenda

ey,
Aty Was adop .

The situation in Namibia

4, The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform members of
the Council that I have received letters from the represen-
tatives of Angola, Benin, Mali, Senegal, South Africa, Sri
Lanka and the Sudan, in which they request to be invited
to participate in the discussion. In accordance with the
usual practice I propose, with the consent of the Council,
to invite these representatives to participate in the discus-
sion, without the right to vote, in conformity with the
provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the provisional

tules of procedure.

5. There being no objection, I invite those representatives
to take the places reserved for them at the side of the
Council chamber, on the usual understanding that they will
be invited to take a place at the Council table whenever

they wish to speak.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Luvualu and Mr. de
Figueiredo (Angola), Mr. Boya (Beninj, Mr. Kanté (Malij,
Mr. Svlla  (Senegal), Mr. R.F. Botha (South Africa),
Mr. Gooneratne (Sri Lanku}and Mr. Deng (Suden } took the
pluces reserved for them at the side of the Council chamber.

6. The PRESIDENT: I should also like to inform the
members of the Council that [ have received a letter dated
27 July from the President of the United Nations Council
for Namibia which reads as follows:

“The Security Council is now considering the question
of Namibia. I wish to convey to you the desire of the
United Nations Council for Namibia'to participate in this
debate, without the right to vote. For this purpose, the
Council for Namibia will be represented by a delegation
headed by mysell as President of the Council and
including the three Vice-Presidents of the Council.” ’

7. On previous occasions, the Council has extended
invitations to representatives of other appropriate United
Nations bodies in connexion with the consideration of
matters on its agenda, It seems appropriate to me to
proceed, if there is no objection, to extend an invitation,
under rule 39 of the provisional rules of procedure, to the
President of the United Nations Council for Namibia and
the rest of the delegation of the Council.

At the invitation of the President, Miss Konie {President
of the United Nations Council for Namibia) and the other
members of the delegation took places at the Council table.

8. The PRESIDENT: I wish to inform members of the
Council that T have received a letter dated 27 July from the



representatives of Gabon, Mauritius and Nigeria which reads
as follows:

“We, the undersigned members of the Security Council,
have the honour to request that the Council should
extend an invitation under rule 39 of its provisional rules

_ of procedure to Mr. Sam Nujoma, President of the South
West Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO), during the
course of the Council’s consideration of the situation in
Namibia.” /8/12794.]

9. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Council

agrees to the request.

I was so decided.

10. The PRESIDENT: The Security Council finds itself
foday at a historic juncture in its consideration of the
question of Namibia. For more than 30 years, the United
Nations has sougl{n to bring about the self-determination
and independence-of Namibia. We are on the threshold of
accomplishing this Jaudable task. It is an honour and a
pleasure for me, personally and as the representative of
Canada, to preside over the meeting of the Council which
wil] take the first of two steps envisaged to put into effect
the proposed settlement agreed upon by the principal
interested parties, I should like to add that it is with deep
egret that my Secretary of State for External Affairs is not
able {o be with us this afternoon,

11, I should like to call atienfion to the two draft
resolutions in documents $/12792 and S/12793 and to the
documents listed therein.

12, I now put to the vote the draft resolution contained in
document §/12792.

Avote was taken by show of hands,

In favour: Bolivia, Canada, China, France, Gabon, Ger-
many, Federal Republic of, India, Kuwait, Mauritius,
Nigeria, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela.

Against: None, f

»

Abs)‘m'nfng: Czechoslovakia, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.

~The draft resolution was adopted by 13 votes 10 none,
with 2 abstentions. !

13. The PRESIDENT: 1 shall now put to the vote the
draft resolution contained in document §/12793. .

Avate vas taken by show of hands.
The draft resolution was adopted unaninmousiy.?
14, The PRESIDENT: 1 have been informed that the

Secretury-General wishes to make a statement, and I now
call on himn,

I See resolution 431 (1978). t
2 See resolntion 432 (1978).

15, The SECRETARY-GENERAL: The Sccurity C

has just faken a historic decision, The complex unS'[?“’f
Namibia has been a special responsibility of the O"'f*\.‘
zation ecver since it was founded 32 yearg Bgd o
agrecment now reached here fo implement the tpp, "%
peaceful solution will enable the people of the TCrri{? “y
exercise their inalienable right to self—determ{naﬁo'
independence in accordance with the purposes andn g
ciples of the Charter of the United Nations, B

16, I have taken careful note of the task entrusted " ,,
and 1 wish to assure the members of the Councijl 1}131;,%%
exert cvery effort to carry it out in the fullest gpg f,‘:ﬁ: ;

expeditious manner possible.

17. In keeping with the Council’s decision, T ip,
appoint Mr. Martti Ahtisaari, the United Nationg ¢,
EEr )

missioner for Namibia, my Special Representative 3 ,
g 4L

Namibia. Mr. Ahtisaari will lead a mission whigy |
proceed 1o Namibia within a week to conduct a sy,
the arrangements necessary for the implementation g,
Council’s resolution. I expect that the mission wi .
plete its task within two to three weeks. On the bagjy (S
findings, 1 shall then submit to the Council detaileq *a ‘
for attaining the objectives set forth in the proposgl # . .
settlement /S/12636]. L

&

18, I am deeply mindful of the importance ubf‘ ':z“,:

Council’s decision today. It sets into motion an exti: .’
challenging operation of immense scope, which will }a.,
tax the resources of the Secretariat as well ag

rd 4 %

organizations of the United Natjons system. Is success »
require the firm support of all Member States. Above gif &
demands the full co-operation of all the parties dirsil:
concerned. 1 join with the Council in urging them o ¢
their best efforts towards the achievement of indepe
by Namibia at the earliest possible date.

19. In closing 1 should like to express my
appreciation to the parties themselves for the consirs.
attitude they have shown. My gratitude gocs to th.
members of the Council who have laboured so tirelessly «2
devotedly to achicve the agreement reached here todas 1
would also pay a tribute to the African leaders w4
invaluable efforts have contributed in such a disbes
manner to the successful outcome of the negotiations.

20. 1 am convinced that the attainment of a pcacc‘ﬁ%at@*ﬁ‘
just solution to the Namibian problem will have 2 pv:‘*»‘%"
impact on the remaining problems of southern Affisk -
will also strengthen the confidence of the intcr{lnﬂ
community in the United Nations itself -and provid
hope for the future. ‘

21. Mr. VANCE (United States of Amcrica)’: Thit
auspicious occasion in the history of the United N!
and in the work of the Security Council. After mé}i}iM
painstaking diplomatic efforts by the rep‘rcscnu\;’_
many countries and organizations, including the *°
Nations itself, we are, as you have sgid, Mr. Prtsld‘ﬂ X
the threshold of a peaceful scttlement*of a problert
as old as the United Nations itself. '

at the

22 The issue of Namibia was first raised )
rld coftt

Natjons in 1946, and the inability of the wo

e e owe o~ o
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to an internationally acceptable solution to this
qbler has over the years posad an increasingly serious
+ et to the peace and stability of southern Africa. Today,

by dint of hard work and goodwill, we have finally set in
*tion the process by which Namibia will achieve indepen-
“gence peacefully and in accordance with Security Council
© psolution 385 (1976). In terms of the purposes of the

‘nited Nations and the history of this problem, it is of
& wrmount importance that this process should take place

eactfully and through direct participation of the United
‘Nations. I am pleased that the United States and other
Western members of the Council have been able to play a
‘role In what has been achieved.

0

1 come

. It would be incorrect to single out any one country or
group of countries. Many countries have made a contri-
tion and it is fair to say that each contribution wasin its
n way vital and essential to the success which has been
ychieved. In the final analysis, this diplomatic achievement
‘helongs to the United Nations itself. It has provided the
‘fmpetus for a Namibia settlement, served as the focal point
r the negotiations leading to the settlement agreement
d is now providing the mechanism for its implemen-
lion. Secretary-General Waldheim, whose support and
vice has been invaluable throughout these negotiations
d who will have to see this process through to its
nclusion, merits our particular gratitude.

3, To the Government of South Africa and the South
# Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO) we must
press our sense of appreciation for their pursuit of a
seeful solution to Namibian independence and their
Mlingness to join with the members of the Council in
. Purking diligently towards that goal To the frontline

#ican States, without whose assistance this conclusion to
?%*f&‘%_fts would have been impossible, we must express

"]Kmtltude and our belief that in facilitating a peaceful

‘] l" a1 . .
; the peace and stability of Africa as a whole, We also wish

““tl attention to the positive role which other parties in
ia have played in this endeavour.

- In my Government's view, the importance of what has
‘" chieved has implications which go far beyond the
?:‘bm_ PfOb'lem itself. The successful resolution of this
¢ ﬁatmnal issue can encourage solutions for other press-
?,f%;t;(’blems of Africa, particularly in the-case of Rhodesia.
34 e same spirit of goodwill and compromise ex-
N by the parties in Namibia could create a basis for a
.l Seltlement. By opening a new chapter in the
“‘i c?tf Namib%a, we also open a new chapter in the
“idy gy the United Nations. The world body will now
¢ oo impetus for the emergence of a newly indepen-
m‘;{“’“- By approving this proposal for Namibian
’Nndznm’, at'onc and the same time we vote for an
gt o?t Namibia and we take a step to strengthen the
Tlivel,, the ‘U_nited Nations and its ability to respond
‘his)S to critical problems wherever they arise. Let us
Success will serve as an example to encourage all
d Drj(?g’; in seeking equally positive solutions to other
ems that confront the world community.

Ih,
1, 1 coneludes my remarks on behalf of the United

fement in Namibia they have made a major contribution

27, 1 should now like to make an additional statement on
behalf of the Governments of Canada, the Federal Republic
of Germany, France, the United Kingdom and the United
States about the resolution on Walvis Bay which hus been
adopted by the Council.

28. From the beginning of our efforts to assist in the
achievement of independence by Namibia in accordance
with resolution 385 (1976), our Governments have been
conscious of the strongly held views of the parties
concerned on the status of Walvis Bay, Since these opposing
views appeared to be irreconcilable, the five Governments
decided to take the position that they would not include
any provisions on this question in their proposal for a
settlement of the Namibian situation. Consequently, the
terms of the proposal which we submitted to the Security
Council on 10 April /S/12636] contain no mention of
Walvis Bay. This does not mean that we have no views
concerping this question. We adopted our position in

-recognition of the fact that no proposal on Walvis Bay

appeared to be capable of acceptance by the parties.
Indeed, we were acutely aware that an effort to resolve the
question in the context of our proposal would make
agreement on the proposal impossible. Thus, in our
discussions with the parties we did not seek to inifiate a
substantive discussion of this issue. We emphasized to all
concerned our belief that a discussion of the legal status of
Walvis Bay would not be useful and could only continue to
hamper a resolution of the 30-year controversy over
Namibia. Instead, we stated on a number of occasions that
the question of Walvis Bay would have to be the subject of
negotiations between the parties concerned because we
recognize, and we believe all parties recognize, that Walvis
Bay is critical to the future of Namibia.

29, In this connexion, I should like to reiteratc what the
Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada said when
he spoke in the General Assembly during its ninth special
session, on 25 April. Mr. Jamieson said:

“The General Assembly will have noted that we have
omitted from our proposal the difficult question of
Walyis Bay for the reason that we see no way of settling
the question in the context of”;he present negotiations.
We feel strongly, however, that thie issue should not delay
the long-sought-after independence of Namibia, We con-
sider that all aspects of the question of Walvis Bay must
be subject to discussion between the South African
Government and the elected government of Namibia. We
have, furthermore, obtained assurances that the strength
of the South African force in Walvis Bay will not be
increased during the transitional period and that
Namibians in Walvis Bay will be able to participate in the
political life of the Territory during the transitional
period, including by voting in the elections.”?

30. Since that time, our Governments have given further
consideration to this difficult question. We have confirmed
our position that we do not wish to enter into disputes of a
legal characteg concerning the various claims as to the status
of Walvis Bay. Nevertheless, we recognize that there are

3 Officiel Records oft the General Assembly, Ninth Spicial
Session Plevry Moetings, Indmsdiog, fura. 101




grguments of a geographic, political, social, cultural and
wdministrative nature which support the union of Walvis
Bay with Namibia. Our Governments have also taken due
qofe of the fact that political parties in Namibia hold the

jew that Walvis Bay must be part of an independent

Namibia.

31, All these considerations lead to the conclusion that it
js appropriate that the Security Council should adopt a
resolution which calls for “the initiation of steps necessary
1o ensure the early reintegration of Walvis Bay into
Namibia”. This resolution does not prejudice the legal
position of any party. 1t does not seek 10 coerce any party.
For our part we should like to state our understanding of
our role with respect to the future of Walvis Bay. The
commitment of our five Governments, our undertaking by
voling in favour of this resolution, is to stand ready to offer
the diplomatic support of our Governments to achieve the
objective of a successful negotiation. We view our under-
(aking as consistent with the fundamental principle of the
Charter of the United Nations that dispuled questions are
to be settled peacefully. We consider that the “steps
necessary”, referred to inf paragraph 2 of the resolution, are
negotiations between thetwo parties directly concerned.
Accordingly, we shall encourage negotiations on this
subject between the Government of South Africa and the
government of Namibia that will be elected in accordance
with our proposal for a settlement of the situation, and we
are pleased to note that the Government of South Africa
has publicly indicated its readiness to enter into such
discussions.

32. We hope that the adoption of this resolution will make
a positive contribution. In our view the support of the
Security Council in resolving this question is entirely
sppropriate in view of the responsibilities which the Charter
bestows upon this body. Qur Governments pledge to exert
our best efforts in order to promote the achievement of an
early, peaceful and successful result to the negotiations on
Wa!vis Bay for the mutual benefit of the people of the
region.

33. Mr. DE GUIRINGAUD (France) finterpretation from
French): Mr. President, 1 should like first of all to greet you
as President of the Security Council and as Ambassador of a
geat country with which we are very friendly. At*a time
when the Council is seized of a particularly difficult
question, your outstanding talent, which we all recognize in
you, will be sorely needed. I am aware of your personal
interest in the question before us today. You may be sure
of my delegation’s full support and complete co-operation.

34, 1 also wish to express my thanks to the representative
of Bolivia, Mr. Mario Rolén Anaya, who was President of
the_ Council for the month of June and who so skilfully
guided its proceedings.

35. The debate this week in the Security Council on the
qllﬁstif)n of Namibia represents a historical event. In
ndoP‘ung the plan for a settement, the Council has
provided the Organization with the means of applying an
fnlernationally acceptable solution to one of the most
Mractable: problems it has ever had to deal with, and we
are sure that it will also pave the way for a new era in all of

southern Africa.
{

36. The question of Namibia has been on the genda
the Council for almost 30 years. On 30 January 197 t;’
Council unanimously adopted resolution 385 (1976) ’Itl.c
on this basis that the Governments of Canada, Francé [hu
Federal Republic of Germany, the United Kingdom ané the ,
United States on 10 April last submitted a proposa] £ :
settlement. | believe 1 may say that the efforts undertakr
by those five members of the Council were withjy "in
framework of resolution 385 (1976) and in conformy
with the spirit and the objectives of many resolutjgp:
adopted by the General Assembly on the question :‘} v
Namibia. 1 would add that the plan was amived at afyy,
lengthy negotiations with the parties ooncerned, both
South Africa and SWAPO, the principal Namibian national.
ist movement, and in close consultation with the Secretary
General, the front-line States and Nigeria, Gabon and
Mauritius, which are members of the Council, as wel) s
numerous other countries, This proposal for a peacefy) and
democratic transfer of powers to the elected representatiyeg
of Namibia is therefore 2 collective undertaking whick
required an exercise in imagination and political maturiry
on the part of all. It is only natural that today the plap
should be submitted to the Security Council to receive thy
endorsement of the international community. Ishould li}s ¥
to point out that never has the Council been seized of such 4
complex and detailed document, nor the United Natigpy *
entrusted with a role fraught with such heavy respons.
bilities. This means—and I should like here to express the
firm position of my Government--that the United Natjons,
to succeed in its task, will need the support, understanding
and co-operation of all. We are convinced that all wiif
sincerely wish to participate in this work of peace angd
freedom. ' '

37. France voted in favour of the two resolutions jus{ ,
adopted. In this connexion, 1 wish to specily that my .
delegation entirely subscribes to the interpretation given s .
behalf of the five members of the Council by the Secretary -
of State of the United States in respect of resolution -

432 (1978).

38. In agreeing o the proposals which have now becom#
the plan adopted by the Council the parties concerned have
already proved their constructive attitude. We have taken
note of this and we are cerfain that, in keeping with theit
commitments, they will fully coniribute to the implemens

tation of the plan.

39. No one is unaware that initially some doubtéd
whether the United Nations really had the capacity 8,
accomplish the task which it is about to assume; others did
not believe that the Organization was in practice able 3
undertake such an endeavour. We, for our part, have alway$
believed that the United Nations would be equal 10 ¥
responsibilities and we have tried to convince all the partet
concerned that this was so. The contacts which we hae
maintained with the Sccretary-General have shown u$ thi
personal interest which he took in {he efforts undertahe.
He was informed of the role which might be given (0 bt
United Nations and we know that he has been con

with this for a long time. The Organization has, furiie
more, had some experience in this field It has alrt&
played a role in the accession to inde pendence of IO‘TY‘
Territories. In each case it acted competently and imp#t

tially.



Today time is of the essence. The plun which the
;cp‘uﬂcil has just adopted constitutes a practical means to
; plement resolution 385 (1976), but prompt action is
”uirci The people of Namibia have been waiting only
00 long; we must respond to their appeal and pay a tribute

the pmiscworthy efforts of all those who have striven for
e independence and freedom of their country.

{. As long ago as 1975, at this very table, T myself, as
nesentative of France, proposed that general elections
ould be held in Namibia on the basis of “one man, one
1" and within the framework of a single electoral roll for
he entire Territory. It is that provision which constitutes
he basic element of the plan just adopted, and this clearly
" ghows that there is continuity in our action and that it is in
cordance  with the principles and purposes of the

(rganization.

3. France will continue to do everything necessary to
msure the attainment of the common goal. France will
poperate in every way possible in the task now being
endertaken, so that justice and peace may finally prevail in
tamibia,

3. Mr. OWEN (United Kingdom): I should first of all like
o congratulate you, Sir, not only on your assumption of
fe presidency, but also on your presiding over a meeting
~"wliich may come to rank as one of the more important held
o4y the Security Council.

#, [ should say at the outset that [ associate my
" vr;(fva\'crnment with everything that has been said on behalf of
f . @_mi‘ Governments of the Five by my colleagues in the

2 S ol

5y

4

oz 3‘."Many, indeed most, of the Council’s meetings have
%Vitably been called to deal with urgent crises and the
g Tf"ﬁbrc:mk of fighting in various parts of the world. The
b :"(lcﬂ has often been able to deal effectively with these
gg o b}’ imposing a cease-fire and in some cases by
14 tching peace-keeping forces. But it has not always
b ﬁ;n Successful in solving the basic problems underlying
i ¢ crises, Today, however, we take the first and most

e e

"*:i"\;)f!nnt step towards the actual solution of a problem
h has defied the best efforts of the United Nations for
years,
%The people of Namibia can today look forward to
4 ;ndepenc!ence achieved peacefully under leaders of
; n:’“ choice. But the decision we make today has an
°unr<11ce beyond the frontiers of Namibia. It is my
ot hope that a settlement of this problem will
Sy nme cause of peace, stability and economic deyelop-
thery only inside Namibia but in the whole region of
Africa,

. llh}:(;pe that some people in South Africa wil]‘ today see
; “'Orkug!l patient negotiations they and their cgunt‘ry
toulg r“th the international community, not against it,
1l the oday be starting an evolutionary process _where~
t“ﬁfhni Pepple of South Africa see the United Nations as
%‘1«;1 [ éatmn which can help them resolve their diffi-
%*b?q Ope also that we shall demonstrate today to the

7" O Rhodesia that Zimbahwe too can become

independent with the help of the United Nations, through
negotiation and compromise,

48, Above all, our action today has shown that even a
problem as intractable as that of Namibia can be solved by
patience, goodwill and the process of negotiation. Thislisa
victory for the concept of the peaceful settlement of
disputes as enshrined in the Charter. We are demonstrating
today that there is an alternative to the armed struggle,
with all the bloodshed and suffering which that entails; that
people of different views can, even while fighting each
other, still come together and negotiate for peace.

49. I am proud that my Government along with the
Governments of Canada, France, the Federal Republic of
Germany and the United States has been able to help Africa
resolve one of its most difficult problems. Many African
countries have contributed—many around this table here
today. We have acted at times as a catalyst, but without the
wisdom and statesmanship of the leaders of the front-fine
States we could never have reached this conclusion. Nor
could we have succeeded without the willingness of all
parties to work for a peaceful and internationally accept-
able settlement and to make concessions—gven on points of
important principle~to reach a compromise agreement,

S0. The first resolution we have adopted today is only the
starting point of a process which will lead Namibia to
independence. It is our hope that the Secretary-General will
be able to act speedily in order to install the United Nations
transition assistance group in Namibia at the earliest
possible date, in accordance with the proposal which has
been negotiated and agreed by the parties, The task before
the Group will require great skill, good judgement and
immense hard work, and everyone must wish the Secre-
tary-General's distinguished Special Representative good
luck in his task. But I am confident that the United
Nations, under the distinguished leadership of the Secre-
tary-General, will prove able to discharge the vital role of
guaranteeing the stability and security of Namibia, at the
same time as supervising the clectoral process. My Govern-
ment stands ready to help in any way we can.

51. At the end of the transition period, the newly
independent Namibia will enjoy the full support of the
United Nations, It will of course face problems. The
question of Walvis Bay will have to be resolved, as envisaged
in the second of the two resolutions we have just adopted.
And there will be the enormous and challenging task of the
development of the country's substantial natural resources.
The international community will have an important role to
play in supporting the Namibian Government, and the
United Kingdom will play its full part in this vital task.

52. Mr. GENSCHER (Federal Republic of Germany):4 It
is a great honour for me to speak in this august body for
the first time. It is a particular pleasure for me to do so
under the presidency of a distinguished Canadian. This is all

‘the more true as our two countrics are linked by manifold

bonds of friendship and common interests. Mr. President,
your country has rendered outstanding services to the

4 M. Genscher spoke in Genman. The English vension ot hiy
staternent was supplied by the defegation.




d Nations, especially in most difficult peace-keeping
have greatly contributed to Canada’s active
wle in the Organization. The experience you have thus
wined will be of great help in solving the important

question before us.

{nite ;
operaiions. You

53, 1 should like also to pay a iribute to Ambassador
Rolén Anaya of Bolivia, who presided over the work of the

rouncil with great skill and efficiency during the month of

lune.

54 On behalf of the Federal Republic of Germany, I
should like to express my great satisfaction at the fact that
the Security Council has, by its decision to confer a
| mandate on the Secretary-General, created the basis for the
atainment of Namibia’s independence under the auspices
of the United Nations. All parties involved and the
| international community must be gratified to learn that the
conditions for the peacqful solution of a burning issue are
heing created, an issue hich has for a long time been a
surden for the peaple in southern Africa—and not only for
{hem. This decision taken by the Council serves effectively
i confirm the peace-keeping function of the United
Nations, to which the Federal Republic of Germany
| aftaches great importance within the framework of its
policy for peace and co-operation on a basis of partnership.

55. The fact that it was possible to achieve a peaceful
wiution of this problem was due to the readiness for
negotiation and compromise of all parties directly and
indirectly involved, to their patience and their vision.

56. Even though initially the positions of the parties
directly involved were far removed from each other, thanks
to the good offices of the Unijted Nations and the mediating
role played by a number of States, in particular also by
members of the Organization of African Unity, it was
finally possible to reconcile their points of view to such an
extent that the way for a peaceful transition of Namibia to
independence has now been paved. In this context I should
like in particular to mention the endeavours underiaken by
the front-line States and by Nigeria.

57. The decision of the Security Council is, however, only
the first step along Namibia’s road to independencé. In the
future, too, considerable efforts will be required in order
that the people of Namibia may finally shape its future in
free self-determination and work towards the well-being of
ea.cii of its citizens. That this may be achieved is our sincere
wish,

58. The Federal Republic of Germany is determined
actively to support the United Nations in the implemen-
tation of the Namibia plan in all its par(s, We shall support
vou, Mr, Secretary-General, and your Special Represen-
tative for Namibia in the fulfilment of the mandate assigned
1o you by the Security Council, We shall support the
United Nations in fulfilling the task of ensuring gencral and
free elections in Namibia, and we are also determined to
make our contribution lowards the operational readiness
and maintenance of the United Nations peace-keeping
iroops.

h) H s .

;‘9- An independent Namibia will, as a new member of the
& : . - .

nternational community, require the economic support of

;

_tation of the Namibia plan. We hope in particular that ay

NG

its friends. As you are aware, the Presidency f
European Community is at present in the handsof
Federal Republic of Germany. I should therefore 1?k
draw your attention to the declaration on Namibiy made
the nine foreign ministers on 25 July from whic \c\'ilh'

the 5
g

2.

0

your permission, Mr. President, I should like to quote.

“Having frequently expressed their support fy, -
peaceful solution of the Namibian situation basesr‘
Security Council resolution 385 (1976), the Forgies
Ministers of the nine countries of the Europeay C(k-
munity, meeting in Brussels, noted with satisfactipp (;’w
the proposal of the five Western Security Cou“& ;
members for the settlement of the Namibian situation h?i ‘
been accepted by all parties concerned. The way hag the
been opened to an early internationally acceplabl
solution of one of the major problems in southern Afy
This is proof that peaceful solutions to such problemg :?
possible. It has been done in close co-operation and wijp.
the active support of {ront-line States. "

“The nine Foreign Ministers declare that, shoulg a

internationally accepted independent Namibia so requey ..
the European Community and its member States yq
prepared to render their support as far as possible
promote the economic well-being of the country,”

60. The Federal Republic of Germany will endeavour L
assist Namibia after it has acquired its independence in thg
development of the country on the basis of equality grg
partnership. We renew and reaffirm our assurance to thy
effect given before the thirty-second session of the Genen

Assembly.

61 As I said in Brussels on 24 July last, in my capacity g
President of the European Community, on the occasiond ™.
the solemn opening of the negotiations on the ntw
co-operation agreement between the European Community
and 53 developing countries from Africa, the Caribbean ar
the Pacific, the Community is willing to include all Africse
developing countries south of the Sahara, which hiv
acquired their independence, in the negotiations on s
extension of the Convention of Lomé, This offer sl
applies to an independent, iniernationally recognized

Namibia.

62. We arc hopeful that the consensus and the wil fot
co-operation as manifest in the consensus of the Sccurii;f
Council will be kept up throughout all phases of implemes

further problems and differences of opinion possibly ar‘isiﬂg
among the parties involved will be settled in a spirit
co-operation and not of confrontation.

63. As to the Security Council resolution on Walvis By
which has just been adopted, 1 fully associate myself “’“ﬁ
what has just been said by my colleague from the Unitex
States. I should like to add that I fully associate my?
with what has been said by him and by the representalife
of the other Stales which have engaged in the initiative “‘%
me, that is to say, the United Kingdom and French For
Ministers and the representative of Canada.

64. We hope that Namibia will become a modd E;;g
peaceful relations and co-operation among a]] sections #72



s of the population. It is our hope and our wish that
- mibia’s road to independence will always be un example
‘f‘i"”;ww to achieve a lasting settlement of conflicts not by

put only through a fair and peaceful balance of

© fAee . fag )
W™ e and co-operation among all parties involved.

[orests an

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker on my list is
m’sm Nujoma, President of the South West Africa

Fople's Organization.

Mr. NUJOMA: It was our understanding earlier that
Q‘ﬂ: statements would precede the voting on the draft
“wiplutions. Now that the order has been revised, [ should
sge fo indicate that some parts of our statement need to be

wnged accordingly. However, the substance of the state-
aynt has not been affected in any way.

“ga; Once again it is my privilege and pleasure to be
corded an opportunity to address the Security Council on
he question of Namibia,

~u-#8, This privilege was initially bestowed on us when [
2 gppeared before this esteemed Council in 1971, in this very
thamber, as the first freedom fighter to be so honoured.
e then, my colleagues and I have been making frequent
fopearances to put our view across to the Council and to
#ganize the world community in support for and soli-
Zndy with the struggle of the Namibian people, under the
£ kadership of SWAPO, for national and political liberation,
s5343] emancipation and economic self-determination.

&f” Indeed, I felt on that first occasion in 1971, and I feel
i %iay even more intensely, that it is the inevitable historical
~ Bedesses and victories of our people in Namibia which have
timpelled nations, countries and peoples of the world to
Ugnize and appreciate our devotion, determination and
mitment, as well as our willingness and preparedness to
g:fzﬂ‘ to sacrifice and to die in order to liberate our
.jﬁ»;;;‘;;land and to reassert our dignity and national sover-

Y'Ihf“, the Namibian people have assumed the direct
mis‘bmty and duty to liberate themselves by any and
. ™eans at their disposal, in particular armed struggle, is
- *Prtof contemporary history. This is a proved fact.

W\Z;le. fact that [ appear this time before the Security
gn;" 8 not, in our view, accidental. Rather, it is a result
i Y Yeurs of untold sufferings, sacrifices and hardships
¥ men gpd women, and children--born and unborn-as
’:3 ?n:jhe e{dﬁly, at the hands of the racist rulers of our
e in their imperialist masters, who support‘ and ab-et
m;nm_the perpetuation of colonial oppression, racial
P 0“. and foreign exploitation of our country and
; mcss\\t’lthout their heroism, patrio.tism and selfless
2 o Yo pay the price for freedom, it would not have
i $sible for me to receive this recognition and hoour.

lgx;gmfflrsfny own part, the dynamics of the historical and
¢ tor E_Uatlon inside Namibia and the wishes of SWAPO
g al\J ‘med to put on my shoulders the responsibility
"'-’Sts‘auége- to represent and defend the legitimate
b M inalicnable rights of the oppiessed people of
€re, and at o) stages thronghout the decoloni-

zation process, which is now unfolding in the Security
Council and through the Secretary-General.

73. While we, in the first instance, belicve in and draw
courage and inspiration from the gallantry and magnanin:-
ity of our own oppressed masses and from the patriotism
of the militants of the People’s Liberation Army of
Namibia, we have over the years of the struggle received
material, political, diplomatic and moral support from the
overwhelming majority of the world community This has,
indeed, enhanced our integrity and standing and has further
strengthened our own efforts to liberate Namibia.

74. During the past five months, we have been extremely
pleased to witness and welcome, with sincere thanks and
appreciation, political support and concrete, material assist
ance from the United Nations, the Organization of African
Unity, Socialist countries, from the African front-line
States and from other progressive countries, international
organizatiofs, support groups and individuals.

75. For example, the United Nations Council for Namibia,
meeting in its plenary sessions held at Lusaka in Macch,
rencwed its support of and co-operation with SWAPQ in
the struggle until general independence is achieved in
Namibia. Then, in Apdl, the General Assembly met in a
special session and, at the end, adopted a Declaration and a
Programme of Action, in which the continuing special
responsibility of the United Nations concerning Numibia
was underscored and consecrated [resnlution S-9/2/. These
documents express full support for and reaffirm unequiv-
ocal political solidarity with and material assistance to
SWAPOQ, as the sole and authentic represcntative of the
Namibian people. Furthermore, on 10-11 June 1978, the
African frontline States convened 2 summit meeting at
Luanda, also attended by my colleagues in the Central
Committee and me. In a final communiqué issued at the
end of the summit, the African leaders stated, in part:

“The frontline States call upon the international
cammunity to intensify their moral, political, diplomatic
and material support for the just struggle of the people of
Namibia under the leadership of SWAPQ.”

i

They concluded:

“Finally, the front-line States reaffirm their continued
support for SWAPO and the liberation struggle of the
Namibian people.”

76. Only a few days ago, the fifteenth summit of the
Assembly of Heads of State and Gowvernment of the
Organization of African Unity concluded ifs meeting. This
was a historic gathering for a number of reasons, least of
them being the record attendance by African leaders.
Regarding Namibia, all the heads of State and Government
or heads of delegations who addressed the Assembly were
unanimous in their expressions of appreciation to SWAPO
for having stood steadfast and unrelenting over the years in
the gallant and courageous struggle for the total liberation
of Namibia. Moreover, they commended SWAPO for its
statesmanship and the spirit of principled flexibility it
demopstrated in the diplomatic arena, with a view to
finding u negotiated settlemient for Namitia on the basis of



elevant resolutions and decisions of the United Nations,
gpecially Security Council resolution 385 (1976). At the
end, he Assembly unanimously adopted two important
resolutions on Namibia /5712837, amex). The first onc is a
strong, comprehensive, political resolution on all aspects of
the question of Namibia, in the context of the ongoing
struggle, and on all {ronts—military, political and diplo-
matic. The second one is a special resolution in which the
African leaders welcomed the Luanda joint communiqué of
12 July 1978 between SWAPO and the representatives of
he five Western Governments, whereby the two delegations
agreed to proceed to the Security Council in order to open
the way for the initiation of the decolonization process

regarding Namibia.

77. We feel it is necessary and proper 1o put these
developments over the last five months on record, in the

light of what we are going to be engaged in henceforth,
{

78. The Security Council is now seized formally of “The
situation in Namibia”. Obviously, this meeting is most
important and unprecedented, with regard both to the
problems it must address and resolve at this stage and to the
guarantees it must ensure for a genuine and satisfactory
settlement in Namibia.

79. Namibia is a unique and special responsibility that the
United Nations has assumed in the interests of the
colonized and oppressed people of the Territory. Since that
historic decision of the General Assembly in 1966--but
even before then and certainly thereafter—the international
community has taken unequivocal and far-reaching deci-
sions of legal and political significance in defence of the just
rights and legitimate interests of the Namibian people.
Certain basic principles and notions have emerged over the
years during which the United Nations has been grappling
with the question of Namibia. Today, as exemplificd by the
references made earlier, there is overwhelming agreement
that Namibia must be free and independent, with scrupu-
lous adherence to the principles and notions that were
adopted and have been persistently followed by the world
community
: ’

- 80. A situation should never be allowed to occur in which
euphoria and expediency would replace poljtical acumen
and careful administrative planning, in order to ensure now,
at this stage, that there will be no pitfalls, gimmicks and
chaos latér when the process has already started. 1t will be
too late then, and the likely options are cqually costly in
terms of life and limb for the Namibian people and of the
;?te]%nty and the very existence of the United Natjons
self.

.81', The process of exploratory talks, proximity talks and
indirect and direct negotiations over the last 15 months has
been cumbersome and difficult. It provided an opportunity
for SWAPO to present, articulate and defend the position
of the oppressed people of Namibia. In this regard, SWAPO
has ‘always and throughout sought to differentiate, as a
matter of principle, between the just rights and legitimate
interests of our suffering masses, on the ane hand, and the
unfounded claims of the racist South Afrcan colonial
aggressor and usurper, on the other.

82. During all the stages of the talks, the ooy

régime cmployed the so-called two-frack strategy O?Hlmﬁ :
tical character assassination, manipulation of magg pc,},g
false pretensions and public-relations gimmicks, al) ai::ed Ve
presenting racist South Africa in a positive thted;‘
suggesting that it has gone a long way in making go,mﬁrv
concessions. But actually, inside Namibia, the ré.t‘i
remained intransigent and uncompromising. The ac‘g,m&
and activities of the régime remain contradictory tol

spirit of the talks and destructive of efforts towarg, .
negotiated settlement, '

83. Suffice it to bring fo the atfention of the yy
community the following repressive measures and jllag,
acts carried out by the racist South African régimé W
Namibia during the period when the talks between the i,
Western Security Council members and SWAPO aimeg ¥
finding a negotiated settlement of the Namibian prob]eg
were going on: first, the unilateral and illegal appointmepy
of the so-called Administrator-General in August 197y,
secondly, on 28 February 1978, the enactment mff
re-enactment of numerous repressive measures and emey.
gency regulations—for example, AG 26 of Aprdl 1973
under which SWAPO leaders, members and sympathizesy
have been arrested and detained; thirdly, on 4 May 1978
wanton act of aggression against the People’s Republip

Angola and a barbaric attack on a Namibian civilig
settlement at Kassinga, killing or wounding over 1,0 -
Namibians, mainly women, children and elderly pcrsunas;f
fourthly, in June 1978, an illegal proclamation for thy
so-called registration of voters in preparation for so-called
elections in Namibia; {ifthly, the pouring of huge sums of'
money into the pockets of the puppets and quislings of the
so-called Democratic Tumhalle Alliance in preparation fof
the so-called elections; sixthly, the continued organisud
terror campaign and violence against SWAPO, amesys,
detentions, and intimidation of SWAPO members,

84. Despite the fact that we agreed in good faith 2
proceed to the Security Council in search of a negotiated
setement, arrests and detention of SWAPO leaders and
members continue unabated. The latest in this series i e
re-arrest of our colleagues who look part in the Luandd
meeting, among them, SWAPO Secretary for Forig
Relations, Comrade Festus Naholo, and SWAPO Sccrelaty
for Transportation, Comrade Franz Kambangula,

85. Even at this late stage, the régime is threatening B
withdraw from the whole excrcise and put into operatipt
the second track of its strategy, the so-called inter
settlement. We wish to bring these points out in ordef
caution that there is still much that remains to be doné.
During this debate of the Council, we shall no doubt heat
the voices of the spokesmen of the occupation g
threatening to withdraw or actually withdrawing 8”‘W
so-called concessions made. 1t is misleading to s3Y at 1&;3
stage, when we are just starting the serious busincs% mﬁ
the diplomatic process has already succeeded in Namitid

Hope is no certainty.

« "'
86. The situation is still pregnant with many unccrlam‘iﬁ%f
imponderables and dangers. 1f we are serious about ;@
business of solving the problem of Namibia in the fact

the continued double-talk and intransigence of the Ocmi




on rbgime, then we should not regard the problem as an
Wucctual exercise or an occasion for administrative
P aementation. We cannot and will not entertain such an
pdertaking. The lives of our people and their future and
{hat of our country are at stake. We accept seriously the
gsponsivility and duty to.defend and protect the safety of
ﬁurpcop[e and the territorial integrity of our country.
§7, Should this exercise end in flasco or should it, at
worst, fail, the result would be tragic in either case for the
ple of Namibia. Equally dangerous would be a situation
skin to a cover-up, in which case certain actions or intrigues
yould be conscientiously overlooked as aberrations or
minor incidents. The result of this would be that these
resumed incidents would be too numerous to be acci-
dntal and would actually become incidents of a fait
compli. Here again, the victims would be Namibians.

4, If it is a fiasco, the best that could be done would be
ot the matter to be referred back to the Council. At that
ime, what can and what will the Council do? By that time
ves might have been lost, property damaged and untold
wulfering incurred. Hopes, expectations and aspirations of
the oppressed Namibian people would, one more time, be
ugtrated and destroyed. The only conceivable action by
the Council would be a resolution of condemnation.

8§, We must think not only about present developments
W also about future eventualities, whether they occur by
dusign on the part of the enemy or by default by the
ited Nations. For our part, we will not deviate from our
cred obligation of bringing Namibia to genuine indepen-

" denee,

%"l have chosen to go to great lengths to put our point
I Yew on record before this esteemed Council and before
¢ world assembly of conscience. And we feel strongly
%’Out these matters.

,I'NOW I wish to comment in general terms about the
isiern proposal contained in document S/12636. I shall
{rain from discussing it section by section or paragraph by
Hugraph since the SWAPO delegation has already indi-

:;M to its authors which sections or elements present
‘mCUlties,

123 '
o F“M, we understand the plan to be an effort to put
Eht' Ution 385 (1976) into operational terms for implemen-

-g.on and not an ingenious scheme to supplant that
Salution,

§

: a'vcse‘coﬂdl)', we do not regard it as a final document

gpks,;“cgfporat.es all our concerns, programumes or prin-

idig Or the k}nd of sﬁociety that we are comn}ltte'd to

. Viegwm Namibia. It is a compromise plan which is, in

Stlonjgy 1 heavily weighted in favour of South Africa’s
Interests in Namibia.

'bigTuhirdl)’, ‘the language is deliberately so vague and
Wnﬂjcous that it is subject to different and unavoidably

:’,‘ﬂmy tmg.mterpretations. One area where this is partic-
Rxlhumg ring is with regard to the positiou, powers,
Nay, 7 80d working relations between  the  United
* Special Representutive and the loenl colonidl

representative of South Africa, the so-called Administrator-
General. Our knowledge of the racist rulers in Namibia and
our experiences with similar previous United Nations
undertakings lead us to believe that it is here that most,
although not all, of our concerns and apprehensions lie.

95. The success or failure of the United Nations under-
taking in Namibia this time will depend on the effective
power and authority that the Special Representative must
possess and wield regarding all stages and aspects of the
transitional administration, security measures and the con-
duct of the entire electoral process.

96. In this regard, we should like to restate our under-
standing of the role and functions of the Special Represen-
tative:

(a) He must exercise effective supervision and control of
the transitional administration, all the security arrange-
ments and the conduct of elections in accordance with
resolution 385 (1976);

(b) He must have the preponderant power and authority
to approve or disapprove any action by the colonial
Administrator-General;

(c) He must also have the power and authority to initiate
measures towards the implementation of all the necessary
steps for transferring power to the Namibian people in
matters such as the taking of a census, the registration of
voters, the preparation of voters’ rolls, the delineation of
electoral constituencies, the setting of the commencement
of the electoral campaigns, the date of the election and all
other aspects of the electoral procedures as well as the
tabulation, publication and certification of election results;

(d) He must have the final say regarding the good
conduct of the police forces and should ensure that
necessary steps will be taken to guarantee against the .
possibility of their interfering in the political process.

97. This is the interpretation of SWAPQO's understanding
of the role and functions of the Special Representative
which we expressed to the representatives of the five
Western Governments at Luanda and it was on the basis of
their concurrence, among other things, that we agreed to
proceed to the Council.

98. Fourthly, 1 should like to comment on the recruit-
ment and deployment of the United Nations personnel,
especially the civilian contingent. Without in any way
seeking to interfere with this prerogative of the Secretary-
General, SWAPO wishes to state, with due respect, that it is
not enough for someone to be an expert, without commit-
ment to the principles and resolutions of the United
Nations and sympathy for the Namibians who are victims
of colonialism, racism and exploitation. It is also not
enough for someone to be well read, abstractly, about
Namibia. Book knowledge about Namibia should not
preclude the actual situation and the real conditions
prevalent in the country, There is also a problem of
attitudes and subjective preferences. The very fact that
Namihis has been for so many years a subject of inter-
tarheal dispite has given i fomwe quariers they wrong

L ——




pre sion that we do ot know what i goud for us, 1t
woms everybody is more cager to decide for us than to
fisten to us. Paternalism is just a few degrees on the positive
side of racism or cthnic chauvinism. Both are insulting and
despicable, and we shall without fear or favour expose and
denounce anyone who goes to Namibia with this kind of

attitude.

99. Fifthly, regarding the peacc-keeping force, as the sole
and authentic representative of the Namibian people we
expect 1o be consulted about its composition.

100, Sixthly, we mainiain and insist that the remaining
enemy {roops should be confined to one base under strict
and elaborate surveillance, to prevent them from being used
for purposes of intimidation and repression of the
Namibian people or for aggression against neighbouring

States,

101, “This time we want to be certain that right from the
beginning everything is carefully planned and executed at
each stage with caufion and deliberation.

102. We are willing to take a political risk. In the first
instance, we are confident of the political maturity of our
people in their popular desire for total liberation and
genuine independence. We also know the weaknesses and
the desperation of the enemy, which create favourable
conditions for the seizure of political power by the
Namibian people. The masses of Namibia and the militants
of the People’s Liberation Army of Namibia will, if need
be, take up arms to renew the resistance and defend the
safety of our people and the integrity of our fatherland. I
repeat: the masses of Namibja and the militants of the
People’s Liberation Army of Namibia will, if need be, take
up arms to renew the resistance and defend the safety of
our people and the integrity of our fatherland. This is our
inspiration; this is our determination.

103. We want only to make absolutely certain, while we
can, that the independence that finally comes to our
troubled Namibia, as it inevitably must, will be the genuine
and complete independence for which our people—the past
generations and the present ones—have suffered, sacrificed
and died. The United Nations should not, cannot and must
not falter and relinquish its unique and specjal responsi-
bility over Namibia until that independence is achieved. In
this respect, it is our continuing belief that the United
Nations Council for Namibja remains the only legal
authority over Namibia until independence and must
accordingly be effectively involved in the decolonization
process. In the meantime, the United Nations Council for
Namibia must continue to camry out its responsibility
towards implementing the mandate entrusted fo it by the
General Assembly.

104. Before I conclude [ wish to say something about
Walvis Bay. As far as the people of Namibia and SWAPO are
concerned, Walvis Bay is and will forever remain an integral
part of Namibja. SWAPO therefore strongly rejects and
condemns racist South Africa’s decision to annex Walvis
Ray. We regard that decision as illegal, null and void and an
act of aggression against the Namibian people and a flagrant
violation of the territorial integrity of our country SWAPO

10

Security Couneil to epe,

therefore requinsts the . L -
committing itsell 1o expediting the frncdiste \x'itf:!l;‘ "
of all enemy troops and administrative machinery ;\"&3
Walvis Bay, that it will be speedily and U“CO”ditiOnauy

restored to Namibia.

105. 1In conclusion, Mr. President, 1 would exteng to v

and to the members of the Council our sincere aPprecia?-,
and gratitude for this opportunity to address the C(,m:tm
and to put our views on record, I thank you persomﬂﬁ

Mr. President, for your understanding and goodwi, I hop

and trust that you will steer this serious business of the &

Council 1o a successful conclusion that will pave the W
for a lasting settlement in Namibija. N
106, We would also express our gratitude and apprecialinﬁ
to the Secretary-General, Mr. Kurt Waldheim, for ﬁ-’%
professional and personal commitment {o assisting {hy

efforts of the intermational community aimed at the .

realization by the Namibjan people of their inalicnable and”
just rights to self-determination and genuine independcnce,

107. We congratulate Mr. Martti Ahtisaari on his appoig,
ment as the United Nations Special Representative fi;
Namibia, wish him good luck and state our wish g
co-operate fully with him in the realization of the goals anj
abjectives for which he has been appointed.

108. Finally, I would wholeheartedly thank my Africs

brothers the Honourable Ministers for Foreign Affairs anj
the representatives of Gabon, Mauritius and Nigeria fiy

their initiative in supporting our being heard in this debate, ™ :

We are confident that they will continue to back g
throughout this process, until the Security Council hay

satisfactorily completed its tasks concerning Namibis, .

Through them we wish also to thank the Chairman of the

African Group for this month and the Group as a whole foy ~ #

their continued confidence in us and their generous
political and diplomatic support.

109. Mr. GARBA (Nigeria): Mr. President, as this is the

first time that my delegation has spoken in the month of

July, I should like first of all to extend to you my warmest
congratulations on your accession to the presidency of Uk
Security Council for this month. My delegation welcomes
Canada’s positive contribution to the search for a peaceful
settlement in Namibia and, indeed, in southern Africa as4

whole.

110. Tt has been a long and difficult journey for all the

parties concerned. Now that, it is hoped, we are approach .

ing the end of the journey, there is an even greater necd fo'l’
circumspection and sober judgement, so that Namibia's
progress towards independence under the auspices of the
United Nations will not be interrupted either by design of

default. :

111. We should be clear in our minds as to what hab
brought about the situation in Namibia today and aware
the untold sufferings to which the hapless people

Namibia have been subjected. The manner in which 4

Namibia was handed aver 1o South Africa by the League (’5,
Nations in a fit of absent-mindedness is a ]esson’ for &«‘
mankind. The failure of the international community ovel

-




I vears to insist upon and secure South Africa’s with-
;{n*’a' from Namiibia is a blemish on everyone concerned,
" qhig s no place to rehash all the efforts and attempts by
e United Nations to secure South Africa’s withdrawal
romm Namibia. But all these efforts, no matter how genuine,
gere bound to fail as they lacked a sense of purpose and
determination. So many lives have been lost in the ensuing
hloody conflict in Namibia, which could have been avoided

the international community fully discharged its
mponsibilities towards that Territory.

TR would be uncharitable at this stage to dismiss the
fforts of the five Western members of the Security Council
fs working for a peaceful settlement in Namibia. The
pegotiations have certainly been tough and no agreement
tould have been reached had it not been for the efforts of
e five Western members and the Secretary-General to
eert pressure on the racist régime in South Africa.
imilarly, we wish to pay a tribute to SWAPO for its
wlism during these difficult negotiations. Despite very
rutal treatment and harassment of its members, SWAPQ's
ltitude to the talks has been constructive and pragmatic.
fhete has been no display of peevishness, despite persistent
provocations by the South African armed forces.

13, In light of this, we must recognize the fact that
SWAPO's acceptance of the settlement proposals is an act
f faith in the United Nations and not in the South African
meists. It is therefore essential that SWAPQ’s faith in the
United Nations and, ipso facto, in the international
emmunity be not abused, It would be a tragedy for the
fited Nations if by error of commission or omission it
Ould in the end prove unworthy of the faith which
SWAPO has reposed in it.

4. More specifically, there should be no ambiguity
Ut the future of Walvis Bay. If necessary, clarifications
$ be sought and obtained now about aspects of the
Oposuls relating to Walvis Bay. It is my delegation’s
dcfsfnnding that Walvis Bay will be reintegrated into
3:“'b'la as speedily as circumstances permit after Namibia's
R'an to independence. There should be no prevari-
O0s ‘or subterfuges on this matter. The Secretary-
™tal should be given fully authority to ensure that all
VSIS of resolution 385 (1976) relating to Walvis Bay will
Wy implemented. It is only after this objective has
Asecured that we can consider our task completed.

s'_.w‘f have undoubtedly made substantial progress in
i 'l:‘g the conflict in Namibia. But let us not forget that
‘herno?\lg-the first step in resolving the problem of
fqual rica as a whole, In Zimbabwe we are faced with
: 0nY dal}gerous situation which, if left unattended for
nﬂgragt’~ Wil certainly lead to a major world-wide
lon. Men of goodwill throughout the world have a
& 57 Morg] tesponsibility to ensure that reason will prevail
: liala fWe. The writing on the wall is very clear and it is
i‘b\uy t0r the minority and unrepresentative régime at
2 this 00 heed t.he warning on Zimbabwe, We therefore
) Pportunity once again to call upon all the parties
In Zimbubwe to choose the path of reason and
fkiﬁu( _Megotiation. The alternative is a ghastly war, the
ons of which cannot be in anybody’s interest,

£s
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116. As we take these initial steps towards the decoloni-
zation of Namibia, we should not forget the series of
broken promises which have characterized South Africa’s
behaviour in the past. Even after having adopted today the
enabling resolution authorizing the Secretary-General to
appoint a Special Representative for Namibia, we have a
collective responsibility to ensure that no impediment will
be placed in the way of Namibia's speedy transition to
independence through free and fair elections.

117. We for our part will continue to give SWAPQ full
moral, political, diplomatic and material support in its
heroic and legitimate struggle for the liberation of its
country. More specifically, we stand anflinchingly with it in
its determination to maintain Namibia’s territorial integrity.

118. Finally, it is imperative for the United Nations, as
part of its continuing obligation towards Namibia, to ensure
that the independent elections in Namibia will be free and
fair and that the political will of the people of Namibia will
prevail in the end. The Special Representative must be given
very clear terms of reference in this regard so as to avoid
the mistakes of the past,

119. At stake, therefore, is the credibility not only of the
Security Council as mankind’s custodian of international
peace and security but also of the Western sponsors of the
current initiative, who, we hope, will see the wisdom of
contiauing to ensure that both the political and moral will
of the world, as well as the aspirations of the people of
Namibia, will not be frustrated To do otherwise would be
to disrupt the delicately balanced arrangement. To upset
the present arrangement in the hope of making some
short-sighted political gains would certainly set back the
march for peaceful transition to an independent Namibia.

120. Let us therefore resolve that, in these critical times,
we shall exercise fully our collective responsibility and
discharge our obligation towards the people of Namibia.
This will require our full commitment and dedication.

121, Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): Mr. President, I should
like to congratulate you on your presidency on the
occasion of this historic meeting of thé. Council, which
marks an important point in our long deliberations on the
Namibian question. I should also like to thank you for the
frank and helpful manner in which you have helped to
carry us through the difficult consultations on the matter
which have been taking place this month. Your wise
guidance as the progressive representative of a Comumon-
wealth country has been much appreciated.

122. I wish also to congratulate my colleague, the repre-
sentative of Bolivia, for the skilful and firm but courteous
manner in which he conducted the business of the Council
during the month of June.

123. I would also welcome to the Council my beloved
African brothers, the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of
Africa, who all played a crucial role in achieving agreement
on the way towards a Namibian settlement, We are
honoured to have them here and we are happy that they
can participate with us in these deliberations. [ bid a special
warm welcome to Brig «lier Garba, metither of the Suprerne



 Military Council of Nigetia Members might be interested in
_ ypowing that Brigadier Gurba is a young and most eligible
pachelor, and, who Kknows, he is perhaps a prospective
son-in-law to me.

124. I should also like to welcome the Foreign Ministers
of the Western members of the Council—the Secretary of
guate the Honourable Mr. Vance of the United States of
America, the Honourable Mr. Owen of the United King-
om, His Excellency Mr. Louis de Guiringaud of France
ad His Excellency Mr. Genscher of the Federal Republic
o Germany. Their tireless efforts over these long months
have helped to bring a Namibian settlement within reach.

125, 1 also salute the presence among us of my comrade
_and beloved African brother, President Sam Nujoma of
SWAPO, to whose statement [ listened with special atten-

tion, Aw

126. 1t would be wrong to enter into our discussions
(oday without taking note of the importance of the
occasion. The question,of Namibia is unique in the annals
_of the United Nations. As a result of decisions by the
General Assembly, and as a result of the Security Council’s
own previous discussions and decisions, the Council has
assumed an important, indeed historic, responsibility—the
responsibility for taking action to end South Africa’s illegal
occupation of Namibia and for assuring the transfer of
power, by means of free and fair clections, to the people of
that Territory. In the context of the deepening crisis in
southern Africa as a whole, it is a crucial responsibility. For
by our actions we can show that we can fulfil the legitimate
hopes and aspirations of the Namibian people, however
difficult that may be. Qur ability to carry through with our
obligations-indeed, our determination to do so-—will have
important consequences for the standing of the Organi-
zalion in the international community. By bringing an end
to colonialism and ensuring a period of transition in which
there can truly be a free play of political forces, the
Security Council can reaffirm the principles of the Organi-
zation, on which the peace of the world depends. If we
should falter, it would be tragic, not only for the people of
Namibia but also for the United Nations itself—not to say
for the entire international community
¢

127. We must therefore be glad that we have come so far
already. The commitment to a settlement, hard work,
perseverance and skilful negotiating have carried us very
near our goal. My delcgation would like to express its
recognition and gratitude to all those involved in the
negotiations, especially SWAPO, the front-line States and
the five Western members of the Security Council, for their
efforts to secure a settlement. I should like also to pay a
special tribite to my beloved Afro-American brother,
Ambassador Andrew Young of the United States, whose
personal spirit and dynamic and sincere enthusiasm for the
service of the cause of the oppressed people of southern
Nrica have certainly forced the wheels of progress to move
in the right direction. Mr. Kurt Waldheim deserves our
deepest appreciation for the constant, indefatigable, quiet
);et most effective role he has played over the years, ever
Since he assumed his almost impossible duties as Secretary-
General,
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128. At the sume time, it is impartant to note

probleins have not yet been solved. Even as we havm “ly,
decision to request the appointment of a specig| : m*"’g Zf
tative for Namibia, there is a danger that the Nepr“% :
people will be denied real independence and the oam%j
of free political expression. For South Africy I;assﬁ,,‘gn
actions which, in the absence of counteractions Wi]sli %
undermine the settlement which is now in vie’w 1 m%‘
here of South Africa’s refusal {o agree that Wa]vis.Ba R
integral part of Namibia, and of the campaign of 3,
dation and violence which prevents {ree political ey :m
in Namibia today. The agreement reached at Luasd? e
weeks ago has carried us very near a settlement, Thcsc‘ _

problems, however, must be solved. ‘%‘ "

.<
ey

Walvis Bay is an integral part of Namibia. Quite apa”&g
historical and legal arguments, there are important ey, |
why it has done so. Let me remind the Council, if [ 4,
what they are.

129. The Security Council has répeatedly affirmeq ;}

130, Walvis Bay is Namibia’s only deep-water oceay P’m
Namibia would be practically a land-locked country s, .
out it. There are no economically feasible alternative P»w
The continued occupation of Walvis Bay by South Afy -
would make an independent Namibia economically deney,
dent on South Africa, Indeed, Namibia could su,rw,yg,
economically only if South Africa were willing. Suyf
Africa would have pear-complete control over Namitie -+ %
trade. The country could be subjected to quotas g <
financial burdens. Namibia would probably be compelled " *
enter into the South Africa Customs Union, about whij %
there have already been many complaints, Furthcrmt;%fﬁ g
South Africa would take possession of one of Namibiyy®.
most important industries: the fishing industry. Walvis B4y
is the only port which can accommodate the large gt
now used for commercial fishing. It has all the &7
processing facilities of Namibia. The continued i:yw -

occupation of the enclave would therefore mean a substsy ]
tial loss to Namibian national income, a loss which a newly . |
independent and developing country could scarcely afTors

to sustain.

131. It is clear, however, that South Africa wishes 1
maintain its hold on Walvis Bay for strategic reasons also. k
has a naval base there, with the most modern commurik:
cations facilities, There are also important army and ot
force bases, According to the most recent reports, the Jatle
facilities are now being expanded. Several thousand trodp
are already based in Walvis Bay. Indeed, the forces in \\'aimy
Bay are among the most modern and well equipped which -
South Africa has. They can be transported by air to al gl
any point in Namibia within a few hours, ‘

132. Thus the possession of Walvis Bay by South Afric3
creates an immediate military danger to the independensd
of a future Namibia. A Namibian government would in'ma'?&‘;' :
circumstances exist under the constant threat of inted 7
vention by South Africa, whose overwhelming milﬂsfi
power in the region it could hardly oppose. The Unﬂs*.. ;
Nations cannot accept such a situation. It cannot ﬂ”’?”‘*
Namibia to be born in such conditions. It cannot hqlp bf’f:’ﬁ ‘
Namibia into being and at the same time allow its life 1037

so threatened.

-




There are a number of other considerations which

hould be taken into account, but there is really no need
i for further details. Tt is clear enou.gh that the Sout‘h African
< pccupation of Walvis Bay undermines any possibility of real
! |pdependence for Namibia. ,

34, My delegation therefore wishes to express its concern
pout the omission of the question of Walvis Bay from the
ommuniqué issued at Luanda earlier this month. The
uestion of Walvis Bay must be settled in accordance with
revious decisions of the General Assembly and of the
Security Council. There cannot be a real settlfement which
oes not recognize Walvis Bay as an integral part of
Jmibia. That is why we support the resolution on Walvis
. Pay and why we regard that resolution as necessary if we

« to begin the process of transition to majority rule in
umibia. 1 feel that the Council, especially its permanent
members, must undertake to ensure the territorial integrity

{ Namibia.

35 There is a second issue which needs to be discussed
ere and which we must begin to resolve. That is the
uestion of the powers of the United Nations Special
epresentative for Namibia. I should like, if I may, to
wplain why my delegation regards this as a critical issue.

133

36 We must remember that resolution 385 (1976),
. which we are seeking to implement here, calls for the
withdrawal of South Africa’s occupation forces, the with-
“drawal of its administration, the ending of repressive
; kgislation, territorial integrity, the release of all political
risoners, and free elections under United Nations super-
¥ision and control. '

B30It is understandable that in the course of long
fegotiations some concessions should have been necessary
: 0n both sides Consequently we stand on the threshold of
he transition period without having satisfied all the
onditions laid down in resolution 385 (1976). South
ltica will gradually withdraw all its troops except for a
g mall force However, it continues to administer Namibia.
" And it governs, in effect, through the new Administrator-
Jeeral, 3 South African judge. Its police continue to
Antain what South Africa calls law and order. Large
Umbers of political prisoners are in gaol. And the

Ministrator-General has already begun preparations for
Nelection,

;03:3 ”:Ve must examine the implications of this situation
‘ 5(199 achievement of the objectives of resolution
‘¢301ut'76)' Clearly the situation is a difficult one. For
‘f°°ntr0110r-l 385 (1.976) envisages the end qf South African
Namip, In Namibia and the transfer of power to the
ce :}m people. It prescribes that the transfer shall take
upcms_"‘)ugh free elections held under United Nations
5(19‘7°6ﬂ and control. The drafters of resolution
Vete gz ) emphasized the word “control” because they
Were aware of the need to ensure truly free elections. They
Alricy mfe that elections which were controlled by South
oulg inlght b.e fa'r less than free and that South Africa
“l'teZiN Certain circumistances, frustrate the aims of the
ations by a guileful use of power.

39

1 .

friey wdo not think there can be any doubt that South
Ould like to avoid free elections in Namibia 1t is

1

well known that Pretoria is strongly opposed to the idea of
a SWAPO-led government at Windhoek. Yet the fact
remains—and South African sources acknowledge it-that
SWAPO commands the loyalty of the vast majority of
Namibians. Free elections would lead inevitably to a
SWAPO victory, that is, to a result which is apparently
anathema to the Pretoria racist régime,

140. The difficulty we confront now, the difficulty which
remains, even after long months of negotiations, is that
South Africa is still in a position to prevent truly free
elections in Namibiu. And there is ample evidence that it is
seeking to use the power it has to frustrate the aims of the
Council. ‘

141, 1 should like to indicate briefly why my delegation is
alarmed about the present situation in Namibia, In the first
place, South Africa has created a political grouping in
Namibia, the so-called Democratic Turmnhalle Alliance
(DTA), which has already organized an intensive electoral
campaign. The Alliance is closely tied to South Aftican
interests. According to numerous press reports, it receives
funds not only from South Africa but also from Europe. It
is believed to be spending something in the order of
400,000 rand per month. It is well known that South
Africa is actively seeking to ensure an electoral victory for
the Alliance in order to ensure the protection of its
interests in Namibia,

142. 1t is worth noting that Namibian citizens are being
more or less dragooned into the Alliance. It was recently
reported that at one missionary hospital DTA men were
distributing party cards to incoming patients, telling them
that if they did not take them they would not be treated.
Elsewhere in Namibiy, people have been threatened with
the loss of cattle, pensions and jobs if they refuse to join
the Alliance

143 At the same time, South Africa has been proceeding
with the registration of voters in Namibia, including the
preparation of voting rolls. There have been reports of
forced registration and even of the registration of Angolan

citizens "
144. All this is to say that South Africa clearly is already
taking control of the electoral process. Yet this process is,
according to resolution 385 (1976), supposed to be con-
trolled by the United Nations.

145. Far more serious, South Africa has organized a
widespread campaign of violence and intimidation designed
to make it impossible for SWAPO to participate effectively
in the electoral process. According to various reports, and
most notably that of the Anglican Church of Namibia,
there has been a significant increase in the numbers of
troops and security police in Namibia in recent months.
Two observers recently returned from Namibia indicate
that there are likely to be far more than the 50,000 troops
and police SWAPO has spoken of in Namibia. Reverend
Heinz Hunze, recently expelled from the Territory, has
shown that torture has now been institutionalized in
Namibia. SWAPO leaders have been rounded up and jailed,
Hundreds are interrogated and threatened every week, At
Katatura township o Windheok, DEA supporters have b



¢ 10 acquire guns frum the Buntu Administration or the
tecurity Police.

46 In short, while preparations for so-called elections are
made, and while sympathizers of South Africa are favoured
od assisted, SWAPO is being prevented from organizing an
pctoral campaign. Its leaders in Windhoek have either
cen detained or have Jeft the country. Lucy Hamutenya,
e only SWAPO leader still at Windhoek, said a few weeks
go (hat, and I quote: “At the moment it would be suicide
o organize SWAPO meetings or to distribute openly our

aterial”.

sy
o

47, Thus, South Africa is already making a mockery of
e central idea of resolution 385(1976), that of free
ections under United Nations supervision and control.

148, We-can ignore that fact only at the peril of losing

verything for which. the Namibian people have been
riving, and everythinp for which the Council has been
siriving. The Council cannot countenance a situation which
would prevent SWAPO, the sole and authentic represen-
tive of the Namibian people, from even competing in the
‘electoral process on equitable terms. It cannot allow South
Africa to subvert its fundamental objectives in Namibia by
force or by fraud.

149. The question, of course, is how to deal with this
sitvation, The answer is clear and is already provided in
resolution 385 (1976). We have only to specify carefully
the powers of the Special Representative for Namibia in
order to put an end to the abuses now accumulating in
Namibia. Resolution 385 (1976) calls for United Nations
control of the electoral process, We must specify —~perhaps
at a more appropriate {ime~-powers which will enable the
Special Representative to initiate actions he regards as
necessary to ensure free and fair elections and to prevent
actions on the part of the Administrator-General which
would interfere with that aim. That js, we must specify
powers, in detail if necessary, which will truly give the
Special Representative control of the situation in Namibia
when his mission there begins,

150. My delegation would emphasize that these must not
be paper powers. The Special Representative must‘have the
aufhority to use United Nations military forces to do what
he deems necessary to prevent inferference with free and
 fair elections, to prevent intimidation and to prevent fraud.
- There must be an agreed mechanism to ensure that he will
- be able s0 1o act without constant recourse to the Security
- Council, which would, of course, be impossible. There must
~be no doubt in anybody’s mind that it is the Special
~ Representative who is in control und not the South African
- Administiator-General.

I31. T would hope that the first report of the Special
- Representative would provide clear recommendations about
- e powers and amangements needed to ensure United
ations control in this matter, including control over the
dministrative system which determines the environment in
vhich the electoral process takes place. There should be no
mbiguity about these matters. For if our aims should be
vberted by force and fraud, and as a result of our own
nability 1o assert the patential power and authority of the

=
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Uniied Nations, we can expect ncthing but g (raves . %
clections and the effective continuation of South Af) of g
rule in Namibia. Meay o g

i

152, Mr. CHEN Chu (China) (interpretation. /i

Chinese): The Chinese delegalion has Ystened attemivc]ra”-‘e
the statement made by Mr. Sam Nujoma, Presidemy ‘s
SWAPO, and ihe statements made by the Ministery frﬁ
Foreign Affairs and the representatives of some coUnte}
We have also studied the related draft resolutiong y,,
participated in the voting. i

153. Now, | should lLike to state briefly the Chine
delegation’s position on the relevant questions, *
154. First, the Chinese Government and people hy
always firmly supported the Namibian people in achieﬁ:{
their national independence free from any outside inteé“
ference and on the basis of territorial integrity and unity”
We sternly condemn the South African racist régime for m
illegal occupation of Namibia, and we have always held thai
the South African racist régime must immediately, totyp,
and unconditionally withdraw all its military and pobis
forces as well as jts administration from Namibia g4
immediately terminate its illegal occupation there, so thys
the Namibian people may achieve genuine indcpendence rg
the basis of the above-mentioned principles. This s the oply
correct guideline and means for the settlement of e

Namibian question.

155. Secondly, over a long period, the heroic Namibiys
people have carried out valiant and unremitting strugghs
against colonialism and racism and for national indepses.
dence and liberation. In their just struggle they have weg,
extensive support from the African pevple at large and thy
people of the rest of the world. In recent years, undet &
Jeadership of SWAPOQ, the Namibian people have activey
waged and ceasclessly stepped up the armed strugge
winning one victory after another and dealing increasingly,
heavy blows at the South African colonialist authorit
The South African authorities have also met with ofe
tinuous setbacks and failure in their political schemes i
institute the bantustans and a so-called internal settlement,
in Namibia. It should be noticed that the South Afrias
racist régime has finally been forced to commit itsell to
gradual withdrawal of its troops from Namibia and an e
to its illegal occupation there as a sesult of the protra¢t
struggle, particularly armed struggle, carricd on by th
Namibian people with the support of the entire Afriest
people and the people throughout the world.

156. Thirdly, we have noted that the draft resolutig
contained in document $/12792 refers only 1o the Secutitf
Council “*taking note of the proposal for a settlement of 4

Namibian situation™ submitted by the five Western Power,
without asking the Council to approve of the “propow
question, Therefore, the Chinese delegation’s affirmat 1
vote for the draft resolution does not signify our 8?[’@%
or total endorsement of the “proposal”. In fact: !
“proposal’”™ has serious defects. '

157. In the first place, we have always held a dnt,'f:*;
position in principle with respeet to the dispatch Of. ‘
Nations forces, and hence we have serious reservaliayd




ontent of the “proposal” concerning the dispatch of
he so-calted United Nations transition assistance group. At

(e samME time, we hold that the Security Council should
¢njoin the South African racist authorities to withdraw all
heir military and police forces as well as their adminis-
#qnation from Namibia immediately, totally and uncondi-
jonally, put an immediate end to their illegal occupation of

the ¢

f Pg;opltf.

“158. But the “proposal” of the five Powers would allow
the South African racist régime to retain in Namibia
“wduring the transition period™ part of its military force and
f’;ll its police force, as well as the whole administration
headed by the Administrator-General appointed by South
“Africa and so on. Furthermore, at present the gradual
withdrawal of the South Aftican racist régime’s military
*forces from Namibia still remains a2 commitment in word
and an agreement on paper, but not yet something real. As
o the Namibian people’s armed force carrying on the just
truggle, the “proposal” of the Five has not only failed to
.give support to it, but has taken an unjust attitude in its
‘gpproach. It must be pointed out that under these
tircumstances it is imperative to heighten one’s vigilance a
hundredfold and resolutely prevent the South African racist
“suthorities from taking advantage of the said circumstances
- tomanipulate the elections and carry on sabotage.

=

7 139. Fourthly, we have always held that Walvis Bay is an

- integral part of Namibian territory and that it should be
- testored to Namibia immediately, We severely condemn the
South African authorities for their illegal occupation of
Walvis Bay. It is totally unjustifiable and absolutely
impermissible  for the South African racist régime to
 tontinue its forcible occupation of Walvis Bay under any
L opretext,

160. We have noted that the draft resolution contained in
document S/12793 has confirmed Walvis Bay as an integral
Part of Namibia, that it has enjoined the South African
Rcist régime to reintegrate Walvis Bay into Namibia by
thding its illegal occupation there and that it has declared
!}“3 to be the prerequisite for assuring the territorial
Ihlegrity and unity of Namibia. Therefore, we support this
dralt resolution. But it must be pointed out that such
Yording in the draft resolution as “the initiation of steps
ftcessary to ensure early reintegration of Walvis Bay into
o mibia” is ambiguous, Consequently, we also have serious
- ®%ervations in this regard. In our view, the Security Council
mUSF never allow the South African racist régime to use this
:?blgui_ty for prolonging and perpetuating its forcible
mc“Patlon of Walvis Bay. Here we wish to reaffirm our
Rsolute support for the legitimate demand of the Namibian
; ‘P€0p1e for the immediate recovery of Walvis Bay.

;g}ld .Fifthly, the facts show that there will be no sn?all
nay fdﬂce's on the Namibian people’s road towards genuine
{ona| independence, and a number of twists and turns
Y yet emerge. The South African racists will never shun
and do good and become Buddhas overnight. The two

3
Uthery Africa.

Possible One super-Power is trying by every

’ means to preserve its vested interests in southern
A, while the other super-Power, a late comer, casting a

ygmibia and transfer political power to the Namibian,
¥

u Lo
Pr-Powers have been intensifying their rivalry over.

covetous eye, is 'sparing no effort to carry out infiltration
and expansion in that region. Therefore, in order to achieve
genuine and complete independence, the Namibian people
have to carry on arduous and unremitting struggles, guard
against and frustrate the schemes of sabotage and trouble:
making on the part of the South African racist régime, and
forestall the control and interference by the super-Powers,
particularly by that supec-Power which styles itself the
“natural ally™ of the Afvican people. However, we are
deeply convinced that the Namibian people and the entire
African people will persevere in unity and struggle, over-
come all disturbances and obstacles and win final victory in
their just struggle for national independence and liberation.

162. Mr. CARPIO CASTILLO (Venezuela) {interpretation
Sfrom Spanish): Since 1 know that the next name on the list
of speakers is that of the representative of the Soviet
Union, | should like to say that it is simply a coincidence
that I should find myself between China and the Soviet
Union. ¥

163. My delegation wishes to state how pleased it is, Sir,
that. you are presiding over the work of the Security
Council. We are certain that your lengthy experience and
your outstanding diplomatic skill and personal charisma are
credentials which guarantee the good conduct and success
of the tasks facing us. Having for more than three years
represented my country as Ambassador of Venezuela to
Canada, I should like to take this opportunity to pay a just
and well-deserved tribute to your country for its positive
contribution in all international forums, in which its
presence has been a factor of moderation for the rational
and peaceful solution of problems.

164. This meeting of the Security Council can be des-
cribed as historic because its effects will be so far-reaching
and jt represents a victory for the international community
and for the United Nations itself, which has taken upon
itself the task of saving Namibia from usurpation by the
Government of South Africa. We thus put an end, we hope,
to almost half a century of domination of a Territory—
domination which, to make matters worse, has been
exercised by a racist régime which has no respect for the
human rights of the indigenous Africans and has a strange
concept of its historical responsibility to the international
community. 0y

165. The efforts made by the five Western Powers
members of the Council have been very important in the
drafting of the agreement for the independence of Namibia
and we consider it our duty to recognize this at this time.
But the fundamental struggle, the basic pressure which has
led to the present situation, has been the result of the
unwavering sympathy and support that the progressive part
of the international community has given to the popular
forces in Namibia, whose victorles must be credited to
SWAPO because of its heroic struggle to expel the illegal
occupiers. It has been proved once again that there is no
force greater than that of the will of a people ready and
determined to achieve its independence and freedom even
at the cost of heavy sacrifices.

166. My country has always been in favour of and
supported the.e natives! anti-colonis] liberation stiuggles



;;;becausc they are just and legitimate; we understand them in
(heir true proportions since more than 150 yeurs ago in
Latin America our forcbeurs waged a lengthy anti-colonial
‘war for national liberation, which happily led 1o the
;ndcpcndcnce of more than 20 fterritories which then

‘hecame sovereign republics.

1167, Soon an electoral process will begin in order to give
the Territory of Namibia the legal and political instruments
needed by every modern State. It is our hope that that
“progess will strengthen democracy in the newly born
"country emerging to independence and freedom. As my
country sees it, democracy is the recognition of the will of
‘the majority, which can only be expressed and brought
"about by consulting the people, without pressure or haste,
and putting the results into effect so that the governments
“which emerge from these consultations of the people may
enjoy respect and acceptance. We hope and trust that the
' forthcoming elections in Namibia will represent the will of
its people so that respect will be guaranteed.

¥
168. Furthermore, m(y delegation considers that agree-
ment by South Africa, rather late in the day, to leave the
 Territory of Namibia, which it has occupied by force, can
and should positively encourage the solution of similar or
" analogous problems in other parts of Africa and other
regions of the world where the illegal occupation of
ferritories represents a threat to international peace and
security.

169. We beljeve that the satisfactory solution of the
© problem of Namibia strengthens the credibility of the
- United Nations as an international organ for the achieve-
~ ment of civilized coexistence among nations and countries.
~ But this credibility needs to be perfected and this can only
* rome about when Walvis Bay is reintegrated into Namibia,

for South Africa cannot allege that it has any valid title to

continue to usurp that sovereign part of Namibia.

170. In this spirit of renewed faith in the United Nations
and the possibilities it offers, Venezucla voted in favour of
the two draft resolutions which in a sense might be said to
constitute Namibia's independence act.

171. Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (interpretation from Russian): Mr. Fresident,
allow me first of all to congratulate you on your assump-
tion of the important and responsible duties of President of
the Security Council and to express the hope that your
exceptional diplomatic experience will contribute to the
success of the important discussions in which the Council is
now engaged.

172. 1 should like, at the same time, to express our
satisfaction .at the way the representative of Bolivia,
Ambassador Rolén Anaya, so ably guided the work of the
Council last month.

173. The Soviet delegation welcomes the participation in
the work of the Council of the acknowledged leader of the
Namibian people--the President of SWAPO, Mr. Nujoma.
The organization he heads has been leading for a period of
many years the struggle of the Namibian people for the
affirmation of their inalicnable right to freedom and
independence

'
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174, In welcoming the presence at this meeting of
outstanding figures from African und other count;ie?an'
note that their participation in the work of the ()\,l .
indicates the importance of the problem for the c(m“f?d
eration of which we are meeting here. sid.

175. The liberation of Namibiz from colonia) fach
occupation is one of the most important internationa tacg;g
and brooks no further delay. The just solution of ¢

problem will determine to a great extent the fate of Peae
and security not only in southern Africa but far beyppg l;&e
confines of that continent. The liquidation in Namibi, o
one of the last bastions of colonialism would pa "
important step on the way to the final elimination of the
shameful colonial system, a system which untj Quite '
recently held a significant part of the globe in its grip, -

176. Over the past quarier of a century, Africy h‘“;.
witnessed enormous changes. The colanial empires have
collapsed and there has arisen the practical problem of iy,
complete elimination of hotbeds of colonialism and racisry
on the African continent. The liberated African countrieg,
in spite of all the difficulties, have experienced very grey
positive changes. With growing vigour, the young States g
attempting to strengthen their independence, to raise thy
level of the social, economic and cultural developmeny «ff
their peoples and to defend, in opposition 10 imperialisg
and neo-colonialism, their legitimate and inalienable rights
The role and significance of the countries of Africa on the
international scene have grown and their contributions 1
the struggle for détente, the strengthening of peyge
disarmament and the reaffirmation. of the principles of
equality in political and economic refations among States
are becoming increasingly substantial.

177. However, we are also witnessing other trends. Certalg
international circles which clearly do not find the naticnat
and social progress of the African peoples o their taste s
pursuing a policy of whipping up tensions in Africa and
around Africa and are fomenting, for their own selfish
interests, fratricidal conflicts among Africans and trying tg,
arrogate to themselves the right to decree the fatg t}f
African peoples. The activities of such circles can only be
interpreted as clear attempts by any means possible 1o pul §
brake on progress in Africa, to divert the countries of that
continent from positions of non-alignment, 1o undermird
their solidarity and to divide them in the face of pressurtt
exerted on them by the forces of imperialism, racism #

reaction. Serious concern has been aroused throughout the
world by the efforts undertaken by some circles with a view
to preserving the racist order in Namibia and in Zimbabw

178. Over the last decades, the racist régime of i’rct@
has shamelessly plundered the natural wealth of Namibia,
oppressed and enslaved its population and extended to
territory the shameful policy and practice of apartheid. |
attempts by every means possible to repress the muvcmﬁ#
of the Namibian freedom fighters and keep the counliy
under its colonial sway. The racists arc building up ifﬁ%
military potential in the illegally occupied Territory #
Namiibia and are striving to maintain their troops Ji 3%
country, while hatching plots to take away vitally lf!f&f’*;@
fant parts of the Territory. If we have not been ;ih)lé i
far 1o put an end to the criminal policy of the Iffi%

-~

-~



~ eaders, then those who are guilty first and foremost are
(hose who encourage that régime and support its activitics.

gl

179. A myrtiad of facts shows that major responsibility for
~ {he continuing occupation of Namibia by South Africa lies
Carecisely with those countries which, in spite of the many
Jecisions of the United Nations, continue to lend South
. Africa political, economiic and military support. The rea-
swns for that support are a secret to no one. They are
~ pooted, first and foremost, in the far-reaching interests of
Western transnational monopolies in the continued exploi-
ution of the natural resources of Namibia, which they
4 earry out either by themselves directly or jointly with the
“south African racists. We cannot fail to see how the
conomic relations of South Africa and the Western Powers
Care closely intertwined. No doubt it is precisely the
cexistence in Namibia of potentially great deposits of
“minerals which explains the stubborn efforts of those
f Powers to preserve in one way or another the colonial order
n that part of the African continent.

180, The Soviet Union has favoured and continues to
 favour the enjoyment by the Namibian people of their
nalienable right to self-determination and independence on
“the basis of maintenance of the unity and territorial
“integrity of their country. The Soviet Union has favoured
“the immediate and total withdrawal of the troops and
. administration of South Africa and the transfer of power to
. SWAPO, which is recognized by the United Nations as the
~sole legitimate and authentic representative of the peaple of
Namibia.

181, The Soviet Union supports positive measures which
;- re designed to achieve a political solution of the Namibian
- problem in the interests of the people of that country. As
the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Leonid I.
‘Brezhnev, said in one of his recent statements: '

“As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, it is side by
Side with the national liberation movements in Africa as
well as those in other parts of the world. We are in
So!idarity with the just liberation struggle of peoples, But
_”"S. of course, does not at all mean that the Soviet Union
S against efforts, including diplomatic efforts, which are
esigned to achieve a peaceful solution to pressing
" Problems if such a solution is in keeping with the
*itimate interests of peoples.”

182,
for 4

The Soviet Union continues to believe that the basis
solution to the Namibian problem is set forth in the
Olehe-:(nowfl resolut‘ions of t.he SCCL.ll'ity COLfnC” and of
» mEd"Umted Nations bodies, wh'zch provide for the
el late cessation of the occupation of Namibia by the
T2 régime and the immediate withdrawal of all troops

Tro Police forces as well as of the Pretoria administration
M all parts of Namibia, including Walvis Bay. A reliable
5‘°bser\,0.f ensuring co_mpliunc‘e with the§e s’c>l}1tions is stri<‘:t
hick ‘1}?’06 of sanctions against the racist reglme.of Pretorl.a
‘g ave already been adupted by the Security Council
% Casus? the adoption by the Council of further Eaffective
‘ QYCQ?'S for the complete international isolation and
' ting of the rucist régime on the basis of sanctions

;
against it in the economic, commercial, financial and all
other spheres, in full application of Article 41 of the
Charter,

183, These remarks explain the negative view which we
have expressed on many occasions concerning the Namibian
settlement plan as proposed by the five Western States
members of the Council, especially with respect to its
provisions which refer to the presence in the Territory of
Namibia of South African troops and of an Administrator-
General, All that goes against the decisions of the United
Nations and the speedy achievement of genuine indepen-
dence for Namibia with strict observance of the principle of
the territorial integrity of the country. '

184. In the light of its experience, the Soviet Union has
the gravest misgivings as to the appropriateness of the
dispatch to Namibia, in accordance with the Western plan,
of numgrous civilian personnel and United Nations troops.
We feel that SWAPO has sufficient experience and the
necessary personnel, enjoys the confidence of its own
people and is prepared to assume responsibility for the
solution of any matters which might arise in connexion
with the independence and the governing of the country.

185. However, bearing in mind the position of SWAPO
and a number of African countries, we have not objected to
the adoption by the Security Council of a resolution
instructing the Secretary-General to appoint a Special
Representative for Namibia and to submit a report and
recommendations on measures to be taken in implemen-
tation of resolution 385 (1976). In this regard we feel that,
in solving the question concerning the sending to Namibia
of a limited contingent of United Nations military and
civilian personnel, it should be clearly specified that the
purpose of their presence in Namibia is to ensure the
immediate and full withdrawal of all troops and the South
African administration from Namibia and the granting to its
people of genuine {ndependence an the basis of mainte-
nance of the unity and territorial integrity of that country.
Further, we feel that the functions of observing and
effectively supervising the electoral process should fall not
to the South African Administratoi-General but to the
Special Representative of the Secretary-General, who
should be granted appropriate powers for that purpose. It is
also necessary for all questions concerning the establish-
ment, composition, leadership, functions and length of stay
in Namibia of civilian and military United Nations person-
nel to be settled directly by the Security Council and to
come under its strict and constant supervision. There
should be exclusion from the United Nations contingents of
personnel coming from those States that maintain close
contacts with South Africa. According to the Charter, the
activities of the Secretary-General and his Special Represen-
tative in Namibia fall strictly within the authority of the
Security Council, which is the only body empowered to
permit, supervise and direct such activities,

186. Expenditures for such operations should be borne by

those countries that are imposing a plan for a settlepent

that provides for the maintenance in Namibia of South
African troops and the disparch to Numibia of Unitec
Nations military contingeuis



187. The Soviet Union sternly condemns the activities of
South Africa designed to perpetuate the occupation of
Walvis Bay, which is an integral part of Namibia. We feel
thal that area also should immediately be cleared of the
troops and administiation of South Africa. We therefore
voted for the resolution on Walvis Bay adopted by the

Council,

188. That is our position of principle on the matters now .

before the Security Council.

189. The interests of peace and the development of Africa
require an immediate end to imperialist interference in the
affairs of African countries, respect for their right to free
and independent existence, and support for the mainte-
nance of equifable relations with all States in accordance
with the purposes and principles of the Charter.

190x,The message recently sent by the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet and the Council of Ministers of the USSR
to the participants in the {ifteenth session of the Assembly
of Heads of State dnd Government of the Organization of
African Unity expressed confidence that the leaders of
independent Africa would, as on more than one occasion in
the past, find solutions to pressing problems in keeping
with the vital interests of the peoples of that continent. The
message further stated: “We are convinced of the final
triumph of the lofty principles of real African solidarity, of
the cause of freedom, independence and social progress in
Africa.”

191. For its part, the Soviet Union will, as in the past, do
everything in its power so that matters in Africa may take
just such a course

192. Mr. EL-JEAAN (Kuwait): Mr. President, allow me
first to congratulate you on your assumption of the
presidency of the Council for this month. Although we did
not meet during the first two thirds of the month, we were
grateful for your continual concern and alertness, which
kept us rather busy with important international develop-
ments affecting international peace and security. We should
also like to express our gratitude to the President of the
Council for the month of June, the representative of
Bolivia, for his excellent guidance. p

193. Kuwait welcomes the settlement of the Namibian
problem, which has long been overdue. We appreciate in
this regard the injtiative of the five Western States members
of the Council. We welcome all the efforts exerted to tackle
the outstanding issues. We urge that the efforts by the Five
and their commitment to a settlement should not stop
short of resolving all outstanding questions. My Govern-
ment believes that any settlement of the Namibia problem
should meet with the approval of SWAPO and the consent
of the front-line States. We note the courage and realism
demonstrated in a flexible position by SWAPO. However,
we recognize the importance of securing the consent of all
parties without any prejudice to the future independence,
unity and stability of Namibia.

194 We are of the opinion that the details of a negotiated

~;EHIexncn( should conform to the terms of resclution

385(1976). adopted unanimously in Janvary 1976. It
t
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‘withdrawn from Namibia and the release of po

guarantees the torritorial integrity and unity of Namih,
a natjon and declares jt imperative that .31¢*gri()n;\1::gbla h
supervision and control of the United Nationg sho,ﬁl the
held for the whole of Namibia as one political entity dte
proposal by the Western Five has not ignored the pfo\)z" :”bz .
of that resolution. After all, it was resolution 385 (11891?.2,5
that inspired the drafting of the proposal, or so ‘5)
been informed,

we havc :

195. We are very much concerned about the Unrespdyed
issue of Walvis Bay, which is not referred to in the Westwéé
proposal. The objective of restoring Walvis Bay to Ny -;::
should be upheld. Walvis Bay is an integral part of Nanrln»jh.

That has always been reaffirmed by United Na[l; :& :
resolutions. Without Walvis Bay, an independent Nam;«?}
would be at the mercy of South Africa economically ané
strategically. It would lose both its outlet to the sea and g4°
economic asset of critical importance. Moreover, Som:l' ‘
Africa should not be allowed to use Walvis Bay as a mg,
of pressure or intimidation against inde pendent Namjbiy '

196, In spite of all our concerns, we are still full of hopé
We are certain that an independent Namibia wil] hyy
far-reaching effects throughout the African contineny, y .

will mark the triumph of the rule of law over repression, \w'(h g
believe that it will also be a clear acknowledgement of (ke
decadence of apartheid and the triumph of the right
self-determination and independence. '

197. We emphasize the leading role and responsibility of -

the United Nations in the transition process, not merely s, -
an expression of legality but also for political expedienty,
It may all depend on how effective the United Nations'ean
be. The Organization will be confronting one of its mey
difficult tasks. In addition to the complexities of the issues,
it will have to cope with a wide area having a thin densit -
of population. .

198. Most important are the conditions under which da#
United Nations will operate. The South African Govere:
ment has taken a number of measures to affect the proces
of transition. South Africa has Jong been planning to brifg
about the results it desires in Namibia. It is of vilg
importance to make it clear that the authority of th
United Nations surpasses that of the South African admin

tration in Namibia. No action by South Africa should b8
allowed to jeopardize the effective functioning of
United Nations in Namibia. L

199. The involvement of the United Nations in supervist
and controlling the elections should ensure the inlcgn:()"
the electoral process. We believe that only if the proy:si,
of resolution 385 (1976) are adhered to by all parties ¢
there be a smooth transition towards an independent, sat
and unificd Namibia. The resolution declares that "t
shall be adequate time . .. for the purpose of enabling the
United Natjons fo establish the necessary machincr)y/‘
Namibia to supervise and control [the] elections
the illegal administration of South Africa should

—

w

B

prisoners secured,

200. Lastly, the delegation of Kuwait voted in _ﬁwﬂ
the two draft resolutions in the realization that this wii
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.qum that could be achieved under existing circum-
g .

\r. NGUEMA-MBA (Gabon) finterpretation from
Q};M‘M Mr. President, I should like first of ull to extend to
o my delegation’s warm congratulatipns on your assump-
;,&;{n of the presidency of the Security Council for the

" ath of July. My pleasure at seeing you preside over the
el s particularly heartfelt because your beautiful
“atry and my country enjoy close relations based on

wpcmtion, understanding and mutual respect. The role
.t you and your counfry have played and continue to
“alsy with regard to the problem before us today, together
- gith your great qualities as a diplomat, your experience in

qational affairs and your wisdom, are all guarantees
.t our work will be crowned with complete success.

52, | should also like to join in the congratulations that
o been extended to your predecessor, Mr. Mario Rolén
nays, the representative of Bolivia, on the manner in
“utich he conducted the proceedings of the Council during
"2 month of June.

93, Turning now to the two draft resolutions which we
we just adopted, I should like first and foremost to recall
tat, to my delegation, Namibia is an entity and that its
£t territory should accede to international sovereignty
- #»Yindependence, including Walvis Bay

Y8, My delegation welcomed the Luanda agreement of
4 lly on the proposals of the five Western members of
- Council because it signalled the setting in motion of the
peess leading to a just and final settlement respecting the
M;,%‘é?ﬂim.lte interests of the Namibian people and the hopes
Y, 7 peace of all the people of that part of Africa.

; . My delegation would of course have wished the
. Fiblem of Walvis Bay to be linked to the Western plan.
" “Mimuch as it has not been, we hope that the Security
~otuneil will remain faithful to its commitment and that no
¢ will be left unturned to ensure that Walvis Bay, an
1l part of Namibia, will never be allowed to escape its
i lu{nnd that SWAPO will never have occasion to regret
" Wor concessions which it made whea it agreed not to

if “#tthat part of its territory before independence.

L3
, %‘“"'u ‘!\S far as my delegation is concerned, the acceptance
1,%1.3.,.__naff‘l\ves.tern plan by all parties puts an end to the
B “‘e‘g" Wh_xch until today had made it impossible for the
% »\’m‘ ‘gttlons to play its proper role in the settlement qf
. X (]1‘ ian problem. We hope that, in the context of this
**Mon the basis of resolution 383 (1976), the Special
;;“;ﬁfl‘futive of the Secretary-General and his transition
in “;: group will establish a genuine interim adminis-
BN ully meeting the aspirations of the Nantibian
be .o SUCh an administration, in which Namibians should
;*‘:;“;t?cn leffective part, is the only way of guaranteeing
ﬂf‘*‘“*’ﬂcez} futufe of the country by giving practical
ity In running the affairs of state to nationals of the
MY i this interim period.

5
)

9,3 ,
. HULINSKY (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation

w8 R .
u .. . ,
f"feiyim”/' Mr. President, [ should like first of all
O congratulate you upon your assumption of the

presidency of the Security Council for the month of July. [
am pleased to note in this connexion that the Socialist
Republic of Czechoslovakia and Canadu have long enjoyed
friendly working relations and that the future development
of these relations is a highly promising prospect, partic-
ularly after the recent meeting in May between the Prime
Minister of Canada, Mr. Trudeay, and the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Czechoslovakia.

208. I should also like to take this opportunity to thaank
the representative of Bolivia, Ambussador Mario Rolan
Anaya, for having skilfully and competently conducted the

work of the Council last month.
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209. The Socialist Republic of Czechoslovakia has always
consistently favoured the speedy enjoyment by the people
of Namibia of its right to self-determination and indepen-
dence. Czechoslovakia has always been a proponent of
decisive measures which would put an end to the illegal
occupation of Namibia by racist South Africa—measures
which wollld guarantee the full transfer of authority in
Namibia to the patriotic forces of the country headed by
SWAPOQ, which has been recognized by the United Nations
as the sole and authentic representative of the Namibian
people. My country’s position on the Namibian question
has always been that there should be a just settlement in
Namibia on the basis of complete and unswerving respect
for the fundamental principles formulated in the decisions
taken to date by the General Assembly and the Security
Council, particularly the latter’s resolution 385 (1976).

210. More than 10 years have elapsed since the United
Nations declared the occupation of Namibia by South
Africa illegal. Today, just as at that time, a just settlement
of the Namibian problem on the basis of strict implementa-
tion of the relevant decisions of the Security Council and
the Gereral Assembly is possible only if an end is put to
South Africa’s illegal occupation by means of an immediate
and unconditional withdrawal from the Territory of
Namibia of all South African troops, police and adminis-
tration without exception and the dismantling of all
existing military and paramilitary South African installa-
tions. Today, just as at that time, a just settlement must
guarantee the unity and territorial integrity of Namibia
including, of course, the port and city:of Walvis Bay, which
is an inalienable component part of Namibia and which is
closely linked to it through geographic, historical, cultural,
economic and ethnic ties. Today, just as 10 years ago, a
paramount condition for a genuine settlement of the
problem is the speedy and guaranteed transfer of all power
in the country to the patriotic forces of Namibia, under the
leadership of SWAPO.

211. Only if those major conditions are completely met
will the Namibian peaple be able to achieve its victory,
independence and freedom. It is in that context that the
United Nations must live up to its particular responsibility
for the full emancipa tion of Namibia.

212. Naturally, we are very cautious in respect of all
proposals that do not fully conform to the relevant
decisions of the General Assembly and the Security Council
and that endeavour to bypass those decisions. We are not at
all surprised that the provisions of many of these peo-



posals which, by the way, egnate SWAPO, fighting 1painst
the vectipation forces for freedoin and independence, with
the South African accupation régime- were unacceptable to

SWAPO.

213. Quite houestly, the delegation of Czechoslovakia
must voice its doubts with respect to the proposal for a
ettlement of the Namibian sitvation referred to in draft
resolution §/12792. The Namibian people’s right to free-
dom and independence must not be subject to any kind of
experimentation. The Organization must fully abide by the
jmportant responsibility it assumed over 10 years ago, and
must see to it that the process of the decolonization of the
Territory will be carried out without the sliglitest detriment
{o the destiny of the Namibian people. However, because of
the position taken on this question at this time by SWAPO

and the African countries, we abstained from voting on the

draft resolution.,

214." In this connexion I should like to note, already at
this stage, that Cgechoslovakia does not intend to parti-
cipate in the financing of the United Nations operations in
Namibia. That position held by my country will be
explained in due time, as appropriate,

215. The Czechoslovak delegation voted in favour of the
draft resolution on Walvis Bay, contained in document
§/12793. In this connexion, we should like to express our
conviction that in the very near future the Security Council
will do everything necessary to guarantee the ierritorial
integrity of Namibia.

216. Mr. FUENTES IBANEZ (Bolivia) (interpretation
from Spanish): 1 should like to begin my statement by
welcoming the presence here of Ministers for Foreign
Affairs of Africa and Western countries members of the
Security Council. This confirms the importance that the
international community attaches to the problem of
Namibia and to the efforts of the United Nations to
produce a suitable and just solution to that problem.

217. 1 should like also to welcome the President of
SWAPO, Mr. Sam Nujoma, and the President of the United
Nations Council for Namibja, Ambassador Konie. Without
their very valuable participation, it would not have been
possible to achieve results that are so prom'jsing for the
cause af the Namibian people.

218. It is also my honour to greet you, Mr. President, on
behalf of my delegation and more particularly on behalf of
Ambassador Mario Rolén Anaya In his name | thank you
for the kind words you said about him in his capacity as
President of the Council for the month of June. Your
wisdom and ex perience are reflecied in the success that has
been achieved this afternoon, success to which you have
contributed by the serenity and spirit of justice charac-
leristic of your great country.

219. I wish to thank also the delegations of France and
the Federal Republic of Germany, as well as the represen-
tatives "of Mauritius, the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics, Kuwait, Gabon and Czechoslovakia for their kind
words about the head of my delegation, Ambassidor Rolon
Anaya, who could not be here today.
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220, The delugation of Belivia is sincercly Dleased

been able to participate in the vote during this o fata,
the Security Council. We believe that a positi‘vemﬁmhh
real historic meaning has been taken. The rSLCp Yo
Namibia has been before the United Natio;?so _krm
creation and is one of its major responsibilitieg s
international community. Apart from the
principle—that is, the elimination of one of the Most
obstacles to decolonization—we were guided i, 0&:&
only by the aim of contributing to the best of oy, abué'"
the authentic and genvine freedom of the Namibiap pel

befor, g:g
Questiny

4 o

221. The Government of Bolivia viewed with the pyo.,
interest the efforts of the Western countries membegg%
Security Council to find a formula for a negaﬂ;
settlement that would enable the Namibian peo !j@
accede to freedom peacefully. After patient efforyg gw
which the partics displayed a large measure of deye,.
nation and faith, we are now on the threshold of the ;f
of the new State of Namibia, which will eme‘v&:
independent life after a long period of martyrdom
devotion to the true mission of freedom. ;

222. The documents that have been adopied today c;p ‘
be regarded as final; rather, they are the expression s "
firm will towards decision. My delegation shares ,; ‘
reservations expressed by the representatives of the Ky &
Union and Czechoslavakia to the two resolutions, Buy
felt that, because of the seriousness and urgency of fha
problem and because the situation cannot be allowet
continue any longer, we should accept the resolutiy
above all in view of the fact that both of them had by
accepted by SWAPO and the frontline countrier g -
accordance with the decision taken at Luanda Atanyy
this does not represent a delay but, rather, means d\at‘%
future procedure will be in conformity with the rey
mendations of the Secretary-General, whose moral rexpg.. .
sibility and executive talents give us every reason to e
the best.

223. Once we have before us the plan of action, we <
incorporate in new resolutions all those safeguards that
guarantee the achievement of the proposcd aims, As for gy |
delegation, we should like to add to the requirements %l
forth by other delegations that specific measures should 8 -
taken for the total integration of Walvis Bay into Nami
since we believe—indced we know this from our
experience--that any negotiation, if it is to be effectives
not become bogged down in rhetorical formulas or delsyig
tactics with regard to jurisdiction and competence, must 8
down definite deadlines, under the control of U
Nations authorities.

924. We did not wish to interfere in a decision acctpi?? g
by the parties and supported by members of the Secufig
Council and the countries committed to the great cma
for the complete Liberation of Africa. We belicve 0}{‘ m*ﬁ ‘
victory is at hand, the dawn of a better world. Thit 4
cause which Bolivia regards as its own. ;

225, Mr. HAIDAR (India): Mr. President, I join those ®
have spoken before me in congratulating you of {;
assumption of the presidency of the Security (os?
especially at this momentous time. Your well-knuw



Ly respected diplomatic skills have been well matched
eeds of the hour. | should also like to express our

¥

g the R f ¢ o e 1 s
| e appreciation to your predecessor for his successful
1 ypure fast month.

4t the resolutions we have just adopted on Namibia.
hope that they point towards a new era which the

¢ . . . .
f Namibia and the international community have

gple O

vy The story of colonial and racial suppression in
ymibia is a dismal one. It has provoked world-wide
gnation and has forged determination among the

ful stage in the world community’s efforts to establish
quine majority rule in Namibia. The negotiated settle-
4t that is now on the verge of being achieved, which
ams from the extended and arduous struggle waged by
mibian freedom fighters under the leadership of SWAPO,
a tribute to the statesmanship of the SWAPO leadership
especially its President, Mr. Sam Nujoma. It is also a
iute to the enduring efforts of the five Western countries
ambers of the Security Council. It represents the culmi-
tion of repeated efforts in the United Nations for the
tedom and genuine independence of Namibia, especially
¢gmbodied in resolution 385 (1976).

38, India has consistently offered its full support to
APO in its just struggle for untrammelled freedom and
nuine independence We believe that this can be achieved
Avough the mechanism of free elections unhampered by
{Bleference from outside It will now be for the United
“Hations to ensure that the Namibian people will be able to
Apress their choice freely. We firmly believe that all South
- Alftiean troups should be completely withdrawn from

l should also like to affirm my Government’s
Zf?*"l“lvocal position that Walvis Bay is an essential and
legral part of Namibia whose independence will be
 vmplete without it. This position is widely shared. It has
nlilffirmed on numerous occasions in the United Nations
oo I high-level meetings of the Organization of African
"y and the non-aligned countries.

33- t;\/hile ‘welcomi'ng the current outcome, we are aware
?u‘licuel United Nativns faces an important _zmd 'daL_ln‘tm~g
émmel task. The United Nations operation in N_axmbm is
4i!iony COmpl‘ex and full of ‘danger an‘d d\fﬁculty: in
fong o a delicate peace-keeping operation, the UI}lFed
ety 8 to undertake an extensive plan for exercising
5. o0 and control over the elections. Its presence
assure a population that has been subject to
lffd terror and suppression that it is indeed free and
Pose Ct};ﬁOSEf _the leadership it wishfes..To assure th_is
, mﬂ’be d«;vmous system of apartheid in Nan?lbiz} will
- o 1‘smantled completely. The local situation 1s'not
Maliong w_%h. and pract‘ical demands made on thc. United
‘atiVel become evident only when the Special Rep-
ﬁzb‘mina of the Secretary-General is able to complete his

""l'onr}i/ “‘SPC_CtEon and report back: The forthcoml‘ng
; um;l Namiibia .by the United Nations deserves active

Co-gperation

IAn
o

ymbian people to resist. Today's events represent a

6 My delegation shares the general feeling of satisfac- -

231. With the opening of this new chapter, my country
looks forward to the rapid emergence of Namibia as a fully
independent State. Strengthened as it is by years of gallant
and successful resistance, with gifted human resources and
liberal natural endowments, we have no doubt that Namibia
will shortly take its due place among the nations of the
world, and we look forward to that day.

232. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the President
of the United Nations Council for Namibia, Ambassador
Konie, on whom [ now call.

233. Miss KONIE (President of the United Nations
Council for Namibia): Mr. President, 1 wish first of all to
express the sincere gratitude of the delegation of the United
Nations Council for’ Namibia for this opportunity to
address the Security Council in its deliberations concerning
Namibia at this crucial and decisive stage of the efforts of
the United Nations to bring about the withdrawal of the
illegal South African administration from the Territory so
that the N#mibian people may fulfil their legitimate
aspirations for self-determination and independence in a
united Namibia. Under your wise and experienced guid-
ance, the Security Council has now taken the step which we
all hope will lead to the speedy solution of the question of
Namibia.

234. The struggle of the Namibian people under the
leadership of SWAPO and with the support of friendly
countries in the international community has brought
about, after a decade of arduous efforts and much
suffering, the prospects for the final withdrawal of the
illegal South African administration from Namibia. How-
ever, the complexity of the situation does not allow for
complacency The labyrinth of political and administrative
options could result equally in the creation of a state and
government sensitive to the legitimate aspirations of a
long-suffering people, or in the fabrication of a2 monstrous
mystification of the principle of self-determination under a
régime which will continue to serve the most retrograde
tribal interests and the most questionable privileges of the
colonialist and racist aggressor. It is the responsibility of the
United Nations to ensure an outcome consistent with the
goals and principles continuously reaffirmed by the resolu-
tions of the General Assembly and the.Security Council.
These goals have recognized above all tife inalienable right
of the Namibian people to self-determination and national
independence in a free and united Namibia. Furthermiore,
the fulfilment of these goals is directly related to the
prospects of establishing conditions for international peace
and security in southern Africa.

235. The progress achieved with respect to the future of
Namibia owes much to the unfailing support which the
Namibian people have received from the people and
Governments of Angola, Botswana, Mozambique, the
United Republic of Tanzania, and Zambia. These countries
facing the immense difficulties of national development in
an unfavourable international context gave generous and
continuous assistance to the Namibian people and their
liberation movement, SWAPO, The front-line States sus-
tained and consolidated their solidarity with the Namibian
people in spite of many sacrifices imposed on their
economy and their people. They furthermore were exposed




(o fioy ot e by South African forves wnd suffered
many cacattios nd cntly damage to property us a result
of their unslaheable commitient to the liberation struggle
of the Namibian penple.

236, The Namibian people under their authentic liberation
movement, SWAPQ, have waged a successful and protracted
struggle against the illegal South African occupation of
their country. Many Namibian patriots have sacrificed their
lives for the cause of Namibian self-determination and
independence. Many others have been harassed, imprisoned
and tortured for aspiring to live with dignity in a free and
independent State of Namibia. The early attempts of
Namibians to obtain the recognition of their rights had no
result other than intensified repression, Today, the people
of Namibia bave come closer than ever before to achieving
their goals. In this context, we take note of the efforts and
initiatives which have led to the recent developments of our

deliberations.

237, A peaceful transition to independence in Namibia is
certainly in the interest of all members of the international
community. At the same time, proposals for a peaceful
transition must not jeopardize the national integrity and
legitimate aspirations of the people of Namibia for self-
determination and genuine independence.

238, The United Nations Council for Namibia is fully
aware of the important role which the Secretary-General,
Mr. Kurt Waldheim, has played in maintaining contact with
all interested parties. The Council for Namibia had the
opportunity to benefit from his careful and informed
assessments during the early stages of the efforts to arrive at
an internationally acceptable settlement. The Secretary-
Geperal will need all the support of the international
community in the difficult months ahead as the implemen-
tation of the international settlement proceeds to create
conditions for the establishment of an independent State of
Namibia.

239. The Council for Namibia is fully aware of the
complexities related to an internationally acceptable settle-
ment. In this context, SWAPO has shown great statesman-
ship and wisdom in making concessions in order to increase
the prospects of a peaceful settlement. While aware of
developments, the Council is none the less concerned that
certain issues may hinder meaningful progress. #

240. In interpreting the crucial issues of a transition to
independence in Namibia, the Security Council should be
guided by the Declaration on Namibia and the Programme
of Action in Support of Self-Determination and National
Independence for Namibia, recently adopted by the
General Assembly at its ninth special session, on the
question of Namibia.

241. The question of Walvis Bay deserves special emphasis
in evaluating the success of any agreement on the question
of Namibia. The position of the United Nations expressed
by the Council for Namibia and reaffirmed by the General
{Xssembly on several occasions is that Walvis Bay is an
Integral part of Namibia. Its geographical position as the
main port and vital economic avenue of Namibia gives it a
decisive role in the future welfare, economic independence

22
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and netiord security of Nijbia, AN
contiaally reiterated  that the  fersitonal ;:zthc.‘.,:"’,’fk by
Nainibia must not be compromised in sny intern.::.;“‘
acceplable settlement of the question of Namibi“m%
concern of Member States regarding the future ofa\’v ‘g
Bay was furthermore ex plicitly indicated in areg
the Organization of African Unity at its fifteen

meeting, recently held at Khartoum [see S/7283
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242. The importance of Walvis Bay for the futyre wa ;
Tersitory cannot be considered a question of poli:
tactics, since its location and economic role place it“m%ﬁ'
decisive position for the future of an independent Namp,

Certainly, to compare the issue of Walvis Bay 14 Wﬁ&
historical enclaves does not do justice to the fy)) snmga
cance of Walvis Bay in the future of Namibia. Walyis Bai ,&_
not a problem of territorial claims but one of extcm:f:ﬂ,”' i
imposed and enforced partition of the Tersjjgpn w?
Namibia. An independent Namibia without Walyjs By o |
would be at the mercy of South Africa and of the pOlitkag‘ '
whims of the authorities at Pretoria. Therefore, it Y by

recognized that Walvis Bay is an integral part of Namm@ ‘
with which it is inextricably linked by geographic, histyy
economic, cultural and ethnic bonds.

243. The concept of a transition fo independence wi;

the framework of all United Nations resolutions, inclyd;
Security Council resolution 385 (1976), requires the pr
aration of the people of the Temritory for the expression of

the popular will in free elections organized under fhe

supervision and control of the United Nations. This congi -
places special responsibility on the Special Representgting
of the Secretary-General. He must have {ull authority in b
administration of the measures to implement the transitis ™ |
to independence, including the supervision and controf ¢f
elections.

244. The immense power which has been concentrated &

the hands of the South African authorities in the pag -
constitutes a pervasive factor in inhibiting the free exprze.s
sion of the political views of the Namibian people through
an electoral process. The United Nations must ensure that
the practices and symbols of political intimidation, includ

ing the presence of South African troops, will not com i

stitute a distorting factor which will falsify the very goalstg . |
which the United Nations is committed. In the exercise of
his duties, the Special Representative must be guided by Mo
United Nations resolutions on the question of Namib
including Security Council resolution 385 (1976).

245, Mr. Ahtisaari is thus confronted with a colos
onerous and daunting responsibility. He will need

¢co-operation and unstinting support of the entire int
national community if he is to succeed in his assign{:bcﬁ&
We, the members of the United Nations Council
Namibia, have come to recognize Mr, Altisaari’s many fig”
qualities. These have in no small measure contribu!cd 1o ﬁ
smooth relations between his office as Commissioner 3i -
the Council. It is the conviction of the Council ’Ji,‘,\f:
Mr. Ahtisaari will apply himself with the same diligenes # -
the execution of his extended duties. We not 6%
congratulate him but wish him success i

n his endeavosts

. ;;3“
We wish him to know that the Council will always be ¢+ ;




work with him in order to ensure the achievement of
g;nuiﬂe independence by the Namibian people.
»6. The question of the presence and location of South
African troops in Namibia must receive constant and
qareful scrutiny by Fhe Special Representative of the
S“wt;lry'-cerxeral. It is not enough that all parties con-
'«,mcd agree on the specifics. Nevertheless, it {s not difticult
1 perceive that appropriate arrangements to ensure the
dllective containment of South African troops ducing the
jansition could be facilitated if those troops were in effect
pricted to 2 single location. In order that a peaceful
fansition may lead to genuine independence, great atten-
jon must be paid to the precise implementation of the
dspositions of an eventual agreement, which must remain
ynder the constant scrutiny and review of the Security
Council. The United Nations Council for Namibia has
dways insisted on the complete withdrawal of South
African troops from the Territory in order that free
wkctions might take place in Namibia in accordance with
pevious resolutions on this matter. Whatever the final
gutcome, the presence of South African troops must not
hinder the fulfilment of United Nations objectives in the

M1. The current efforts to amive at an internationally
Geeptable settlement of the question of Namibia are to be
fommended. However, it must not be forgotten that,
during the very process of discussions, the Government of
South Africa has continued to engage in illegal acts and
ftpressive measures which have intensified the suffering of
: the Namibian people, raising serious doubts about South
| Altia's true inteations. Since August 1977, the South
Alican Government has adopted measures which are
Conlrary to the spirit of a negotiated settlement and has put
lo ?ffect aumerous repressive emergency regulations. The
. Prctices of repression and intimidation of the African
Ppulation continue. Efforts to prop up the tribal sup-
Rrters of South African interests have intensified. It is
;’;Zcfore difficult to _conceive that South African claims to
achf the eventual independence of Namibia are to be
t’cci?' ﬂtl face value, The United Nations, therefore, mw.!st act
3 vely tp ensure that any agreement on the question of
. bia will be implemented fully in accordance with the
' m“f“ objective of ensuring self-determination, freedom
X Independence in a united Namibia.

I:f'en?\\f‘- United Nations Council for Namibia, since 1967,
neraltdvoured to fulfil the mandate given to it byl the
en"\ssembly to administer the Territory until inde-
ﬁ'ade(‘e' South African lptransigence has, during the last
. [{nﬁfevented the- fulfilment of this mandate. At the
A UUOL’ t_he Cour}ﬂl has contributed to a systematic and
: OULhUS m%ernano‘nal political mobilization in support
u ’?*Ult, i African 'w1thdrawul from the Territory. As a
intyu;‘ Counc:}l.ha.s bee{l recognized as the .Iegal
ional or Namibia in an increasing number of inter-
o fCOrlferences and organizations. The increasing
%nditiunor the cause of the Namibian people crez.lted
ling f0: for thc establishment of the United‘ Nations
Mibiy atNmmbla, the United Nations Institute for
Amjh i Lusaka and the Nationhood Progiamume for
' ﬁ?mmit"“\“ these initiatives reflect the whole-hearted
Ment of the United Nations and the internativnal

Uit
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com'munit) to the aspirations of a people too long deprived
of its most fundamental right to self-determnination and
national independeace. The expetience and insight which
'the Council has accumulated throughout the years are an
mportant resource which must remain availible to all
Namibian putriots uatil geauine independence is achieved.
The. Cou ncil for Namibia, therefore, is certain that it is in a
position to make a constructive contribution in the
complex transitional phase which i the concern of the
Security Council in the forthcoming months.

249, ‘The United Nations assumed a solemn commitment
to assist the Namibian people to achieve self-determination
and national independence. It must endeavour to ensure
that this solemn commitment will be fully met.

250. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of South Africa. I welcome him and
invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make
his statement.

251. Mr. BOTHA (South Africa): Mr. President, I congrat-
ulate you on your assumption of the presidency of the
Council.

252. T hope that this will be the last time that [ speak in
this forum on the principles underlying the attainment by
South West Afrca of its independence. Very scon South
West Africa will be independent. The people of the
Territory demand it; it is their will and their inalienable
right.

253. For over 30 years South.West Africa has been the
subject of lengthy and acrimonious debate in the United
Nations. All efforts in the past to resolve the issue failed in
spite of the fact that South Africa went out of its way to
find an internationully acceptable solution. As far as the
questions of principle are concerned, we are, it is hoped,
closer than we have ever been to a peaceful settlement. We
sincerely trust that the present initiative will not be
frustrated by those like the Nujoma faction of SWAPO
who, in the name of liberation, attempt to gain by violence
that which they fear they cannot gain by peaceful means.
To them I say: if, as you claim, you have the support of the
majority in South West Africa, then prove your claim by
participating in elections; abandon the bullet and accept the
verdict of the ballot. .

¥

254. All along, South Africa has administered South West
Africa in the interests of the inhabitants and in the spirit of
the Mandate entrusted to it by the League of Nations, We
have repeatedly stated that we recognize the separate
international status of the Termitory and that it is our goal
to bring it to full independence. To this end, we have
systematically developed it politically and economically. I
have on previous occasions outlined to the Council our
positive contributions in this connexion. They are a matter
of record. The results are there for all to see.

255. But it has always been and still remains our declared
policy that it is for the people of the Termritory themselves
to decide their own political and constitutional future,
Their wishes in this regard are the paramount consideration.
As we stated as far back as 1967:

“However, at this stige it is impossible to facesee with
any degree of ucwnraey the ultir s interctions of the
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cartoms pepnlation greaps. Cironmstances will aher di-
cally What s considered amnthema today may well
pecame suund practical palitics tamorrow, and vice versa,
Nor is it necessary to embark on speculation as to what
the ultimate future political pattern will be.... The
peoples themsclves will ultimately decide,”$

: Prophetic words indeed: ““The peoples themselves will
 ultimately decide”.

256. Pursuant to the South African Government’s far-
" sighted vision and sound approach, the process of political
development can now come to fruition, The leaders in the
" Territory told us mearly two years ago that they were ready
" {or independence and wanted it by the end of 1978. It is
wmething we cannot deny them; it is something which
cannot be delayed any longer; we have no right to thwart
the will of the people.

257. “We therefore welcomed and co-operated in the
. initiative set in motion by the five Western members of the
. Security Council in April last year. Throughout the months
© of negotiations which followed, South Africa played a
¢ positive and constructive role. With the knowledge of the
. five Powers, we last year appointed an Administrator-
General whose task it is to create conditions for the free
expression of the will of the people and to govern the
Territory in the interim period leading to independence.

© 258. In the execution of his task, the Administrator-
General has, inter alia: assumed authority over 27 govern-
_ment departments; abolished restrictions on freedom of

movement; gone a long way towards abolishing discrimi
nalory measures based on race or colour—he has, for
example, instituted equal pay for equal work in the public
sector; taken the necessary steps to ensure that during this
interim period law and order will be maintained and to
prevent any disruption or obstruction of peaceful and
orderly political and constitutional development; accel-
erated socio-economic projects in education, housing, agri-
culture, trade and water supplies.

259. The negotiations on the Western proposals have
stretched over 15 munths. South Africa lent its full
co-operation to those efforts. The same cannot be said of
SWAPO who, backed by their neo-imperialist gllies from
other continents, have done all they can to obstruct the
fl(lainment of a peaceful solution. Their intransigence was
mlm}dtd lo delay the date of independence for the
Territory. These delaying tactics and statements raise strong
doubts that they are really willing to participate in genuine
free elections. Indeed, if reports are correct, it is even at
this late stage not clear whether SWAPO has in fact
“?CC})led the proposal adopted by the Council. Nowhere in
his statement today did Mr. Nujoma ex press acceptance. He
creates the impression that he is considering accepting a
proposal substantially different from the one submitted by
~ the f{ive Western Powers and today approved by the
s+ Counell,

s .
~00. 1 shall refer to a fow examples to illustrate the point.

VS Ojficial Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-second
Session, Plenary Meetings, 1632nd meeting, para. 173,

2610 Thare is no provision in the proque indieatin,

residual South Afiican force should be c'.:,1\1f{f,cdr’ty "
base, Paragraph 8 b cxplicitly provides that the to
South African force would be based at Grog
Oshivello or both - leaving the option to South

he Teé’)_‘(,ﬁ} T
thntcin [£°4 .
Alrica ilwk :
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262. Similarly, it is not for Mr. Nujoma to give

directive to the Special Represeniative of the Sec;a o
General. Furthermore, some parts of his statemen: {ar}:f
doubt on his willingness to abandon violence, Acee &3
of the proposal demands cessation of violence %,Lw
crucial to the implementation of the proposal. i.iis a
tions in regard to Walvis Bay are entirely devoid of any ;W .
or factual basis. His demands in this respect are smfwg,. ,
arrogant. We do not intend to withdraw our troops g
Walvis Bay. Indeed, the proposal does not contajp m—g‘% #
provision and Mr. Nujoma knows it. 1 shall later dc::] ?&* .

.

more detail with the issue of Walvis Bay.

263. South Affica, for its part, accepted the proposaf jy jy,
final and definitive form as far back as 25 April 1978 ‘-L‘a}: i
is to say, within two weeks of its circulation asa Scéun'"}
Council document. The proposal does not fully satisfy &
the leaders in the Temitory or, for that matter, the Sy
African Government. We do not like all the provisiom@: Y
that proposal. Nevertheless, after consultation wity gg
groups sceking a peaceful settlement, my Prime Minister,
announcing the South African Government’s decig
informed the South African House of Assembly of
South African Government's reply to the Five. Becauss of
the importance of this decision, I shall quote it in full;

“You will recall”’—and this was our reply to the Fiv
“that our main preoccupation with your proposals fofy .
settlement of the South West African situation centred oz
paragraph 8 b of your proposals, in particular the pre
sion that the remaining South African Forces would
withdrawn one week after the certification of the electiva »
of the Consiituent Assembly. In the light of yeu .
clarification, conveyed to the Minister of Foreign Affsisg”
on Monday, 24 April 1978, we arc now giving the pcoﬁg
of South West Africa the assurance that we will be gui
by the wishes of the Constituent Assembly in regard #
this very important matter. Bearing in mind also e
discussions last week in Pretoria, we are now satisfied that
the role of the Administrator-General, as all alorg
envisaged, remains unimpaired, for example, that he witf,
head the administrative structure of the Temitory; fu
thermare, that the Special Representative of the Seqr
tary-General, in carrying out his responsibilitics, will weed
together with the Administrator-General to ensure th
orderly transition to independence. My Govcrnmcn.!!ﬁw
coming to its decision, has also been influenced decisiv
by the provision that there should be a compk
cossation of hostilities, including, inter alia, mine-l_ﬂ)'%
killings, abductions etc., before any reduction i *
South African Forces takes place, that primary f¢5%
sibility for maintaining law and order during the 1
tional period shall rest with the existing Police Forees W
that the issue of Walvis Bay is not included i &
proposals. Having now been advised by the Adﬂ}
trator-General that he has consulted the various po “;M}
partics and church organizations in the Territory and ";; g
he is satisfied that the propusals are acceptable 10 ¥ 5

-



_ ;;g;.ajoril)’» he has recomme{lded a_cceptance by the South
Arican Government. Bearing this in mind, and also the

Jrarance by the Five Western Powers on the Security
~ppuneil that their proposals are now in a final and
Jefinitive form and that the Five are giving them their
-W,eservcd backing, the South African Government
accepts these proposals. In accepting them we are not
- dreing the maintenance of law and order and the security
. gf the people of South West Africa in jeopardy. You,
' }.ﬁ,umlves,”—that is the Five—“emphasized that the
gansitional period should be stable and peaceful. The
?""Plc of South West Africa are anxiously and impa-
txotly awaiting their independence which has been
pmmiscd them not later than the end of this year. We
U asume we can rely on the co-operation of the five
“western Powers, as well as others, to move rapidly in
arder to realize this goal.”

Tha! was the Prime Minister’s announcement of the
«son of the South African Government to accept the

estern proposal.

#4, Our acceptance on 25 April 1978 was based on the
gumption that the proposal would be implemented in
wod faith by 31 December 1978—and not “at the earliest
pwible date”, if this phrase were to signify a later date. We
wit emphasize that the clarifications given during the
;- *otiations and the spidit in which they were conducted
' w8 be vital to the successful implementation of the
o meposal, '

@5.’ There are several aspects of the proposal to which
: dial attention will have to be paid:

f‘ir'st, as the legislative and administrative authority in the
Stitory,  the  Administrator-General will continue to
e during the transition period.

g Sc‘condly, primary responsibility for maintaining law and

/;:,»5.%":“[ in South West Africa during the transition period
”‘"“?" test with the existing police forces.

* Thiedly, the Administrator-General and the Special
“iftesentative of the Secretary-General are required to
fﬂ‘ together and to consult each other with a view to full
CMwPration between them, to ensure an orderly and
‘r”[ frafsition to independence. The proposal has
:‘.,Q\!{?wutely been left somewhat vague in this regard but it
g ° Appreciated that, unless the relationship between
‘*M;xm Fharflcte»rized by a spirit of mutual trust and
S i ;i“tlk}ﬂ, it will be difficult, if not impossible, for them
sy S:ment their respective tasks successfully: It is in FhlS
"‘5’0.%[' my Government views this relationship. The size,
%msl“oﬂ, functions and deployment of the United
“\Gt: Transition Assistance Group are prec.xsely the sort
JHErs on which close consultation is required.

¥
LA
(thly, the reduction of South African troops in South

By
it s .
iy, Aftica will commence only after the comprehensive

“Ea;mcjo-n of all hostile acts and the establishment of" a
%%ns%"’?& The South African Government regards its
PO Wility for the security of the people of the Territory
TY Serions light.

Fifthly, the functions of the Special Representative of
the Secretary-General in respect of the electoral process are
spelt out in the proposal in that, as a condition to the
conduct of the electoral process, the elections themselves
and the certification of their results, the Special Represen-
tative will have to satisfy himself at each stage as to the
fairness and appropriateness of all such measures. In the
course of the negotiations, we were repeatedly assured that
the Special Representative would be guided by the pro-
cedures and precedents established by the United Nations
in other appropriate cases where the United Nations had
played a role in the determination of the wishes of the
people.

Sixthly, South Africa accepted the proposal in its final
and definitive form.

Seyenthly, Walvis Bay, over which South Africa has
undisputed sovereignty, is not included in the proposal
accepted by my Government.

266. 1 come now to resolution 432 (1978), dealing with
the question of Walvis Bay, adopted earlier today by the
Council. Unfortunately, the whole settlement is now
threatened by the introduction of this new element despite
the Fact that the proposal was submitted in March 1978 in a
final and definitive form.

267. T want to make it absolutely clear that Walvis Bay is
South African territory. It is not part of South West Affica,
and nothing the Council can do or decide can make it part
of South West Africa. Its position legally and histotically is
indisputable. It has been part of the Cape of Good Hope for
almost 100 years. As such it became part of the Union of
South Africa and consequently of the Republic of South
Africa. It never formed part of the German Protectorate or
of the former Mandated Territory of South West Africa.
This position was recognized by the League of Nations, the
International Court of Justice and the United Nations.

268. Throughout the negotiations leading to my Govern-
ment's acceptance of the Western proposal, the Five
acknowledged that Walvis Bay was not part and parcel of
South West Africa. They alluded merely to the possibility
that a controversy might arise abdut the issue at some
future stage. They acknowledged that they were not
arguing at all about the political and legal situation in
respect of Walvis Bay. They were not addressing the merits
of the case. On various occasions my Prime Minister also
informed the representatives of the Five that the intro-
duction of the Walvis Bay issue into the proposal would
lead to the immediate termination of the negotiations. The
Five more than once gave assurances that that was not their
intention. That position was reaffirmed by their abstention
on General Assembly resolution 32/9 D of 4 November
1977, declaring Walvis Bay to be an integral part of South
West Africa.

269. During the talks in New York in February this year it
was proposed to dispose of the question of Walvis Bay in a
paragraph stating that acceptance of the proposal would in
no way prejudice the territorial claim of any party Atmy
insistence it was agreed to delete even this implied reference
to the question of Walvis Bay.



w0, The fie Wostern Covarmments apein steted ther
pesiiion, vt in the General Assribly in Apnl 1978 and
{0 us, as Tollows: “All aspects of the question of Wulvis Bay
must be subject to discussion between the South African
Government and the elected government of Namibia.”
There is no room for any doubt. The language is clear. In
any event, the final proposal contained no reference at all
to Walvis Bay; that we all know. Nor, I may add, did
resolution 385 (1976), which has throughout formed the
pasis of our negotiations and the final proposal.

271. The boundaries of South West Africa and of the
Republic have been fixed since colonial times, No country
and no organization can arrogate to itself the right to alter
them unilaterally. In this connexion, I may also quote
briefly from a letter I addressed to the Secretary-General on
2 May 1978. 1 stated:

“Based on treaties which also define the borders of
other countries in the region, the Territory’s boundaries
‘have been intemnationally recognized for almost a hun-
dred years. F&{irthermore, most Afro-Asian and Latin
American countries have accepied that colonial bound-
aries must, under. international law, continue to be the
boundaries after independence. Moreover, paragraph 11
of the Manifesto on Southem Africa approved by the
Conference of East and Central African States at Lusaka,
Zambia, on 16 April 1969, and adopted by the Assembly
of Heads of State and Government of the Organization of
African Unity at its sixth ordinary session, held at Addis
Ababa from 6 to 9 September 1969, states in part:

““*‘As far as we are concerned the present boundaries of
the States of southern Africa are the boundaries of what
will be free and independent African States.

The Manifesto was welcomed by the General Assembly
itself in resolution 2505 (XXIV) of 20 November 1969.”
[8/12678, annex.]

272. It is thus clear beyond any shadow of a doubt that
Walvis Bay is as much part of the Republic of South Africa
as Alaska is part of the United States of America. I wish to
repeat that at no time did it feature in the proposal
accepted by South Africa.

’

273. We fully agree that the territorial integrity of South
West Africa must be assured. We agree with that. In exactly
the same way must that of the Republic of South Africa.
Perhaps there is a desire to modify the situations which
taday exist throughout the world in regard to enclaves or
islands in the immediate vicinity of the mainland in such a
way as to require them to form part of the contiguous or
mainland territory concerned. If any attempt is made to
modify such cases, then all such cases must be reviewed
simultaneously on a global basis. If that is the intention,
fmd if the responsible Powers are willing to submit to a new
ntemational  arrangement such examples as Gibraltar,
Cabinda, Hong Kong, Northern Ireland, Berlin, Belize, the
Panama Canal, Guanidnamo Bay and Macao, to mention
only some, then, and then only, would South Africa, for its
part, be prepared to have the case of Walvis Bay examined
on the same hasis.

26

274, Tn conclusion, while on 25 Apil 1978 Sy, A ¢
accepted the proposal on Sonth West Africa in igg ﬂn.\f”
definitive form, we categorically reject the reso]mid' "
Walvis Bay. That resolution, in draft form, came
attention for the first time only a few days ago.
after our acceptance of the proposal. 1t clearly
prejudge the whole issue. It never formed par of i
negotiations leading to South Africa’s acceptanee of t? )
proposal. We reject it, We object to it. We wi|] Ilm'%
prepared to negotiate with anybody—not even With

duly elected government of South West Africa—on the b?
of that resolution. As indicated in the course of B
negotiations with the Five, any discussion of this p,.,,

will be on the basis of a voluntary act on oyr pé;i‘* 2
decision taken by us in the exercise of our sovercipy ,r_;%'
to do so. That we remain willing to do. B

n (
t() (,.W; b
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275. I want to be very frank with the Council, W
shocked by reports that the five Western Powers were E":-
to support a draft resolution of the nature now bcfmévv-f;:
Council. We were shocked and dismayed. My GOVCmn;::%‘ j
concluded that support for such a resolution woulg t‘.:;:
grave doubts as to the spirit and manner in which the F‘T‘
would stand behind their own proposal. We feared {hy ,
would so destroy confidence as to make it impossibi 5\’% _
co-operate in the implementation of the proposal, 1t,
South African Government had at the time come {g ¢,
conclusion that, were the Five to vote unreservedly for s,
a resolution, South Africa could no longer co-operate i ¢
implementation of the proposal. : ‘

276. Since my arrival in New York, I have had discussyiey
with the representatives of the Five regarding the purp .
and the implications of the resolution. I have taken notg ¢
the explanation of vote made on behalf of the Five today
shall convey the statement to my Government. We gh
have to study the full import of this statement. I shalf 3!
furnish my Government with the additional elucidatz
provided by the five Foreign Ministers. It will then te £

the South African Government to make its final decisigs, . -

277. 1 cannot conclude without referring briefly to
invective directed against my Government in this deby
today by some representatives. I do feel that the time b
come to point out that there is apparently no limit to
duplicity practised within the Organization.

278. We all know what is going on in the world today, ¥
all know about the struggle to upset the balance of po
And we know that the Soviet Unjon lusts after wid
domination. The Soviet Union’s concern for Africa amf th
welfare of the African people is hypocritical and contr:
T want to ask the representative of the Soviet Union: Wh
has your country done to improve the quality ofli-fc‘on
African continent? The Soviet Union s undermining »
Governments of Africa; it is disturbing the peace, wd
without peace Africa cannot develop. It is subvcrlmaﬁpx
Governments of Africa. It is introducing into Africa bwﬁﬂl
and guns to kill people. It is not assisting the people ®
their dgriculture, their road construction, their dams. I¢!

not helping them in any meaningful sense 10 live 8 bf‘%

life.

979. 1 want to give the following advice to the ¥
Union. Withdraw from Africa. Take out your survy

Gt :



¥ to the USSR and attend to the upliftment of your
‘ wople. You will have decades to keep yourself busy
, ’?; this task. Uplift your people. Give them freedom. Give
oy frecdom of expression. Give them freedom of

sion, of movement. Give them freedom of the press and
uW them to elect their own government according to
 varity vote, which the Soviet Union tells us it supports in
opect of alt other countries of the world.

g, Instead of using every inappropriate opportunity to
age in unsubstantiated attacks on my Government, [
e (he United Nations and, in particular, the Security
gouncil to devote attention to the plight of the millions of
w.man beings who must live a life without any hope of
gueiving proper  training and education, of enjoying a
“udmeed diet, of living under conditions of personal
Cigrrity and safety—in short, of exercising in any meaning-
|44 sensc a choice between alternatives for the improvement

of their lives. Using South Africa as a scapegoat will simply
ol alleviate the plight of the suffering millions. It will not
846 their desire to enjoy a better life. We stand ready to
-gperate with all our fellow Africans in all spheres of life.
fowover, the deadly struggle between the super-Powers
L “hedy to overwhelm the many efforts of the African nations
wds developnient and stability. This struggle will bring
fant the disintegration of Africa economically and politi-
ﬁ) The African nations have so much to offer the world.
Bt seems as if this continent is doomed to be the
g%fﬂ‘ingground of the big Powers pursuirg their own selfish
ainrests.

¥

?ﬁi. I appeal to my fellow Africans to rid themselves of
‘82 lemptation of requesting outside assistance, which
k,lts in increased tension on our continent. Let us make
% tamest attempt to remove the clouds of misunder-
Bading separating us and move closer towards one another
@ﬁﬂie bright light of our African sun. Let us work together.
M us not allow others to drive a wedge between us. All of
:i:frl Afica will have to pay the price of outside
oovmnce in o the affairs of our continent, Allowing
*Blon from outside will make the intruders the victors

kg Vid . .
R %e, the peoples of Africa, the vanquished.

‘ ?‘Z‘ The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the Secretary-
ol for External Relations of MPLA, the Working
; '\.‘ﬂ;vﬂf Angola, Mr. Pascoal Luvualu, who wishes to make
T, ;n‘;w_nt.on behalf of the front-line countries. I welcome
.- o Wvite him to take a place at the Council table and

e his stateqient.

3 ‘“‘j’khh;rh LUVUALU (Angola) (interpretation from
Feda it. President, since this is the first time that [ am
£ r‘\“)g‘l should like, on behalf of the front-line countries,
¥ Acl’é‘é“uh{tc you on your assumption of the presidency
e, cutity Council for the month of July and on the
M which you have been conducting the debate.
Ly,
'5“?’9?1;( 18 an honour for the People's Republic of Angola
gy ioﬂ behalf of the front-line countries- Botswana,
"k{%‘i‘*’h»;?tue’ Fhe United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia and
i "nizat'thls meeting of the Council devqted to the
memf?ﬂ of Nﬂl:'mbla. I takfs this oppqrtumty to thank
e e . front-line countries for this expression of
”,’*“rach In my country, its people and its President,
Nonio Agestinho Neto.

e e e
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285. The victory of the peoples of the former Portuguese
colonies over the colonial régime has altered the balance of
power in southern Africa and the entire world. Thus, new
prospects for freedom have been created for the peoples of
Namibia, Zimbabwe and even South Africa.

286. The long armed struggle for national liberation of the
Namibian people conducted by its vanguard, SWAPQ,
encountered favourable conditions for rapid development.
In the face of the growing armed struggle and of political
and diplomatic action, the South African racist régime was
obliged to abandon its plans for the bantustanization of
Namibia. Vorster then resorted to acts of aggression against
the front-line countries, to repression and to massacring
populations, as was the case at Kassinga, in the People’s
Republic of Angola, where more than 600 Namibians were
massacred, All the manoeuvres of the apartheid Vorster
régime aimed at weakening SWAPO, at the destabilization
of the froptline countries and at the so-called intemal
settlement hll met with failure.

287. In spite of these manoeuvres of intimidation and
aggression perpetrated against the front-line countries, these
countries stood firm in complying with the resolutions of
the Organization of African Unity and the United Nations
relating to assistance to the national liberation movements.

288, The Security Council must once again condemn the
use of the intemational Territory of Namibia as a base for
acts of aggression and destabilization against neighbouring
countries.

289, The Luanda agreement, the resolution of the summit
meeting of Afrcan heads of State and government held at
Khartoum and, indeed, the result of the debate of this body
all represent an important victory for the people of
Namibia and its vanguard, SWAPO. This victory is also that
of the Organization of African Unity, of the front-line
countries and of all progressive forces throughout the world
which, because of their firm determination to rid African
soil of dying colonialism, are providing important assistance

to SWAPO.

290. The recognition by the internatignal community of
SWAPO as the sole authentic and legitimate representative
of the people of Namibia is another factor that has
accelerated the process of the decolonization of Namibia. I
should like also to stress the important role played by the
United Nations Council for Namibia.

291. Namibia is an international Territory which falls
within the competence of the United Nations. Hence, the
United Nations must ensure the effective application and
strict supervision of the agreements leading to that coun-
try’s accession to complete and total independence; in
this regard the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General will have a role to play. The United Nations must
also ensure the safeguarding of the unity and territorial
integrity of Namibia, including Walvis Bay, which geo-
graphically, politically and sconomically is an integral part
of Namibia. The Organization must appeal to Member
States and the international community in general to
contribute to the national reconstruction of the economy
of this State that is ahout to be born,



292, The front-line countries will continue to lend their
moral, political, diplomatic and material support to SWAPO
until the people of Namibia fully regain the freedom and
independence for which they have been struggling for many
years and for which they have made untold sacrifices.

293. On behalf of my colleagues of the front-line coun-
ires, 1 wish to express the hope that the debate in this

august body will be fruitful.
294, The struggle goes on; victory is certain.

295. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the Minister
of State in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Sudan and
special representative of His Excellency President Gaafar
Mohamed Nimeiri, the current President of the Organiza-
tion of African Unity. I welcome him and invite him to
take a,place at the Council table and to make his statement.

296. Mr. DENG (Sudan): I wonder whether those speak-
ing after the represcntative of South Africa have had their
fask rendered easier -or more difficult. In any case, on
behalf of the current. President of the Organization of
African Unity, President Gaafar Mohamed Nimeiri, and of
the Democratic Republic of the Sudan, I should like to
express my gratitude and appreciation for the permission to
address the Security Council on this matter of vital interest
and concern to our continent, namely, the decolonization
of Namibia.

297. Mr. President, under your wise, able and experienced
leadership, the Council has adopted a historic decision
which we hope will open a new page not only in the history
of Namibia but also in that of southern Africa as a whole.
We congratulate you and the Council on what promises to
be the beginning of a breakthrough. However, we still have
to take stock of the history of developments in that region
if we are to continue the relentless march towards the goals
of independence and human dignity.

298. T have just come from Khartoum, where our country
was honoured to act as host for the thirty-first ordinary
session . of the Council of Ministers and the fifteenth
ordinary session of the Assembly of Heads of State and
Government of the Organization of African Unjty. Both
sets of meetings were pervaded by a number of themes
which T regard as relevant to the subject matter of this
meeting: the unanimous realization of the need to consol-
idate African unity and solidarity in the face of the

mounting challenges of liberation; a general agreement that -

the'frccdom, the independence and the integrity of any
African country are vital to the integrity and the security of
the continent as a whole; a significant acceptance of the
principle of negotiated settlement as preferable wherever
possible—-otherwise, armed struggle must be relentless until
the objective is fully achieved; a recognition of the vital role
that must continue to be played by the international
tommunity in decolonizing the continent and freeing the
Africans from the dehumanizing affliction of racism.

2’99. Perhaps one of the most preaccupying themes at the
hhartm)m meetings was that of liberatian from colonialism
:«md racism, which remains as vital for the African today as
Hwas at the dawn of the independence movement. Africans

7

have come to realize, even better than ever before that
freedom and integrity of our continent are indivi’sib]d th
that any vestiges of foreign dependency or dominc S
threaten the entire fabric of continental'security a\{,’ 5
Rhodesia in the hands of white rebels and Namibia ijj, e
occupied by white racists, who can really say thatgal i
front-line States are secure? And if our front-line Syg o
not secure, how can we speak of genuine securit
rest of Africa?

tes Are
y fDr lhc

300. Africa has resolved that while ways and meang Might’
be diverse, and sometimes divergent, the objective i 'ﬁi",
same and should be clarified beyond doubt. For apy
blurring or distortion of our overriding goals is a gain fiy 25
the enemies of African dignity. The goal is and must rcm-?‘ ‘
the freedom and independence of the whole continept ;13_
its territories, without any exception. The struggle has sa(f; :
crystallized into one of victory and dignified surviva) ar
defeat and 4t best a subhuman survival. It is a Simp!;
equatjon, in which armed struggle begins where discussiong
end. And, as the Security Council has just witnessed, this
not because the African is more inclined to fight than lalk
No, quite the contrary: negotiation, mediation and congit,
iation are dominant themes in African social thought and
jurisprudence, sharply contrasting with the adversary chyy
acter of Weslern legal thought. The African resorted y
armed struggle because the adversary had refused to talk of
to listen to reason. It is a choice not of preference but of
necessity. It is a sacrifice whose alternative is a surrender {
human indignity and denial of natural rights and which is, ",
therefore, utterly rejected. :

301. To correct the history of gross violation of Africg?
integrity and dignity calls for much on the part of thos
who are in a position 1o do so. This is why the Westera
initiatives on both Zimbabwe and Namibia have a correetiy
sipnificance beyond their being independently constructise
They indicate a new and more promising page of mutual
respect and co-operation between Africa and the West,

302. Seen from another vantage point, the positive reaéx
tion not only of Africa but particularly of the legitimale,,
representatives of Zimbabwe, the Patriotic Front, and
Namibia, SWAPOQ, is not to be lightly appraised. We must
however, also be realistic. Despite the historic achicvemen
of today, we should also expect that there might also he
certain amount of caution, if not suspicion. And why not?
Indeed, how could it be otherwise? Africans have sceft
enough of the connipg game in which the debilitatin
wisdom s generously offered from outside in orde
shrewdly to perpetuate thé bondages of colonial depett-
dency and the indignity of racism. j

303. The experience of a Zimbabwe did not do mnc}ni
remove Africa’s apprehensions of inner contradictiont -
Through the Anglo-American initiative, the United Kisg
dom and the Unitcd States intervened to mediate belwee®
the racist Tan Smith and the Patriotic Front. The front-ssd
States endeavoured to give this peaceful initiative 8 chan®
All that came and went. More groundwork had to b¢ o
After intensive efforts, the Patriotic Front rcspondedx L
the Dar es Salaam meeting materialized end, to the Afnc#
was a considerable success.
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gut to Africa’s surprise, this encouraging picture was
£ ,,-r;»nted to the world as though there had beea fun-
: 3;'”“{3[ differences for which the Patriotic Front was
implicitl)’ rcspons.iblc. Moreover, we now hear of moves to
pmove the existing and mandatory sanctions against the
¥ pycist minority régime of lan Smith, a development which
spvoked the African heads of State and govermment
,gcmbled at Khartoum to adopt a strongly worded
solution on the matter, declaring any breach of sanctions
any States, particularly permanent members of the
Seurily Council, as constituting a particular affront to the
ity and aspirations of the African peoples [see
5/12787/. Obviously, we all knew very well that this was
precisely the objective of Tan Smith in his manoeuvres for
m internal settlement. How are we supposed to react when
w see indications that his dream might come true?

=13

305, Since we are here discussing Namibia, let me say once
more that the role of the five Western countries has been
well received not only by Africa but, as you have just
witnessed today, by the sole and authentic representative of
the Namibian people, SWAPO. The Assembly of Heads of
$tate and Government meeting at Khartoum having been
informed, and I quote, “of an accord reached in Luanda on
12 July 1978 between SWAPO and the representatives af
the five Western members of the Security Council on the
sproposal to effect a negotiated settlement of the Namibian
T’mstion on the basis of resolution 385 (1976)", welcomed

¢ agreernent in a special resolution on Namibia [8/12837,
twex/. Will these efforts fully materialize in self-
dtermination and  genuine national independence for
Namibia? Who knows? Many will certainly continue to
; (i"_ubt. But Africa wants to give peaceful methods a chance,
b Alter all, as 1 have indicated, that is the African way if and
“ when given a chance.

#,

30@ While always welcoming any initiatives for peace, the
i hope of the African lies in the institutions of the
g Urited Nations, and especially the Security Council. In the
e resolution 1 referred to above, the Assembly of Heads
;f'S(ate and Government, mindful of the special responsi-
.h.‘y'Of the United Nations over Namibia, requested “the
iﬁt?:ty Council and the Secretary-General of the United
*Solu? to proceed expeditiously towards giving effect to
e lon 385 (1976) as a follow-up to the Luanda
sttment™ in order that total and full independence might
; gm’Tth to Namibia. The Assembly also declared “that
fited Nations must have effective powers and author-
0 exercise supervision and control regarding the
on 3‘0“31 administration, the security measures and the
- UCt of the election process”. It also reafficmed its
ep{)e“ of the United Nations Council for Namibia as the
8l authority for the Territory until its independence.

: ner]jl gonne.xior} the Assembly rgquested the Sccrctz.iry-
';’luons g maintain consultations with and keep the Un'ltcd
LI Ofouncﬂ for Namibia duly informed on the various
!976) Tthe process to give effect to resolution 38§

nt to. hf! Assembly further requested the OAU Presi-
ﬁort mmﬂlntain contact with the Secretary-General in an
b, to ens_“re that all necessary measures will be taken in
mby aCh}evc the independence of Namibia. Finally, the

Y reiterated its unequivocal support for SWAPQ in

P Sty
8le for the total likeration of Namibiu.

[

307. The role of the United Nations, independently of the
mediation of Western countries, was also the subject of a
different and exhaustive resolution on Namibia by the QAU
Council of Ministers in its Khartoum session [ibid.[. The
Council called on the Security Council to act decisively
against any manoeuvres of the illegal occupation régime to
frustrate the legitimate aspirations of the Namibian people
to self-determination, freedom and national independence
in a united Namibia.

308. The ball is now in the Security Council and, so far, it
has been well played. But it is now a question of whether
the Council, operating through the United Nations institu-
tions of which the Council for Namibia is a specialized -
body, will continue to effect a decisive solution which will
lead to free elections, genuine self-detcrmination, and
respect for the territorial integrity of Namibia.

309. Speaking of territorial integrity and recalling what 1
said earlier about the indivisibility of continental integrity
and security, the issue of Walvis Bay continues to engage
the concern of Africa. In the resolution of the OAU
Council of Ministers referred to above, the Council re-
affirmed in the most solemn manner that Walvis Bay was an
integral part of Namibia, and reiterated its unequivocal
condemnation of South Africa’s attempts at annexation of
Walvis Bay, which would constitute a flagrant violation of
Namibia’s unity and territorial integrity.

310. It is abundantly clear in the references T have made
above that Africa, represented at all levels, maintains a
strong faith in the United Nations in general and the
Security Council in particular on this issue of the indepen-
dence of a united Namibia. We were confident that the
results of your deliberations would not only prove worthy
of this faith but also of the name of this great Council and
this great Organization. The result so far has been gratify-
ing, but the real test still lies ahead. Let us hope for the best
and continue to do the best towards the ultimate objective
of self-determination and independence for Namibia.

311. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the represen-
tative of Angola, who wishes to speak in his capacity as
Chairman of the African Group for the month of July. I
invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make
his statement. ay
312. Mr. DE FIGUEIREDO (Angola): In my capatity as
Chairman of the African Group for the month of July,
allow me, Sir, to extend to you our very best wishes for
your presidency of the Security Council.

313. The issue at present under debate is one that holds a
special place in the hearts and minds of all Africans. In fact,
if there is one African issue on which all Africans are
completely united, it is that of Namibia. There are no
conflicting positions; there are no sides; there are, for once,
no camps. All of Africa supports the struggle of the
Namibian people for self-determination and independence,
led by their national liberation movement, SWAPQ. The
unanimity of African support is further evident from the
resolution on Namibia recently adopted by the heads of
State and government meeting at Khartoum. Our views on
the matter of Namibian sovereignty and independence are



5},(\]led out in this most 1ecent resolution. On this aubiject,
our African brothers and comrades are gathered here not to
challenge, not 1o confront, but to complement each other’s
offorts in the search for a just solution to the Namibian

problem.

314. Namibia is in the unique position of having been
colonized and re-colonized. Since the arrival of the South
African armies under the racist Generals Louis Botha and
Jan Smuts, which casily overcame the small garrison
maintained there by Kaiser Withelm in 1915, the land and
nation of Namibia has been progressively transformed into
a fifth province of South Africa, ruled by the racist
minority at Pretoria, bringing the people of Namibia under
the same hateful rules and system of apartheid as our
majority brethren in South Africa jtself. All this took place
despite the League of Nations Mandate that enjoined
Pretoria to “promote to the utmost™ the social progress of
the_’{erritory’s native inhabitants. Conditions grew pro-
messively worse in the Territory, and Pretoria made every
attempt to strip the Namibian people of dignity and of
social and economi¢ progress.

315. It was not until African liberation movements in
southern Africa had “made tremendous sacrifices, after
SWAPO had waged a bitter struggle for over a decade, after
the spark of revolution and the thirst for independence had
spread like ‘wildfire over our continent, that international
action began to be co-ordinated with regard to Namibia.
This took the form of the establishment of the United
Nations Council for Namibia and other United Nations-
" related programmes, such as the United Nations Institute
for Namibia based at Lusaka. However, the ultimate credit
for the liberation of Namibia goes to its national liberation
movement, SWAPQ, which has received active support from
progressive States and anti-imperialist forces.

316. For centuries, the history and destiny of Africa have
been guided, exploited and ruled by the parliaments of
Europe. Western imperialists conquered Africa and created
a vast empire which fueled its economic needs, This empire
has slowly, sometimes violently, been eroded, but impe-
rialism has managed to rear its head in different ways. We
find it difficult to belicve that South Africa could have
maintained its stranglchold over Namibia without the
aclive, passive or tacit support of Western imperiﬁlism.

317. We hope that we are at the threshold of Namibian
independence~genuine independence, and not a mockery
of it. If political sovereignty is conceded but economic
sovereignty remains in the hands of racist Pretoria, then
independence will be a myth—a sham—and social justice
and freedom will continue to be 2 mirage. It is not for this
that the Namibian people have shed their blood. They have
not undergone torture, loss of rights, ihcarceration and
death only to inherit a semblance of democracy. Africans
are prepared {o fight further to gain what is rightfully
theirs: freedom, choice, independence—a free Africa,

318. Thus the economic independence of Namibia is vital
to its political well-being and exercise of sovereignty. And
Namibia’s political indcpendence and economic progress
bath depend on Walvis Bay, the Territory’s only deep-water
port, which was illegally annexed last year by South Africa.

30

Walvis Bay was and is air integeal part of Namnihig T4 A

any other arrangement would affect the full exc-rcil_;]u“‘ S
sovereignty by Namibia. Fishing is also centred ip ng? ‘
Bay, an important source of revenue and food fo, t\}t L
future State, o ®

319. It is inconceivable that South Africa shoyjg
allowed to man the Rooikop air, sea and military by be
Walvis Bay, where South Africa maintains a battalionc b
ground forces backed by armoured and tank squady,
The air base has the Jong low-altitude runway necessary :-u‘
coastal reconnaissance flights and bomber and imercemW
aircraft. It also carries a transmitter in the relay of strae . :
defence systems to the South African naval base near Cagl e
Town. In fact, some NATO countries have already us:'::i
Walvis Bay facilities, Thus, other than the fact that W),
Bay handles 90 per cent of Namibia’s trade, and g 5?:
mineral exports, the control of Walvis Bay by a govemm,:,;l -
other thdn that of an independent Namibia would congy;,
tute not only a flagrant violation of the territorial Infegrity
of Namibia, but would also pose a constant threat not gry -
to the peace and security of Namibia, but to all of somhcfi'
Africa, , RS

320. Let there be no doubt in the minds of the inters.
tional community that Namibian independence is in sight »y
the outcome of the heroic struggle waged by the pallagy
people of Namibia, Side by side with the political ang -
armed liberation struggle, SWAPO cadres inside Namibly . -
have long been carrying out intensive political work at thy i
grass roots level to blunt the counter-revolutionary actisi
ties by the South African-sponsored puppets. It is thes:’
unceasing and revolutionary struggle by the genuine free.
dom fighters of Namibia that has brought matters to (l
present stage. i

321. A free and sccure Namibia is vital to the security of -
southen Africa, and a free and secure southern Africs 5

vital to the security of all of Africa. History does not give 3

second chance. Therefore all of us should do our utmest by
seize the present opportunity to help resolve this bilter iy
conflict and rectify one of the most extreme injustices of
this century. —

322. A free and secure Namibia can result only from the
assurance that the Namibian people will not be betrayed,
even as genuine independence seems near. One wiy ©
ensuring this is by the close guidance and strong presence of
the Uniled Nations, which is only fitting, since the
infernational community accepts that the United Nationt -

Council for Namibia is the sole legitimate authority for.ﬂw o
Territory till the Namibian people can exercise their right
to self-determination and independence. T can do no betler
than quote from the resolution just adopted at the fifteenth 7
ordinary session of the Assembly of Heads of S!a}c e
Government of the Organization of African Unity va‘*ﬂ’{f
Khartoum, which declares that . ’

powers ﬂf’i“g :
1 regordif
sad

“4he United Nations must have effective
authority to exercise supervision and contro
the transitional administration, the security measure
the conduct of the election process”.

323, Without strong guarantees from the Unilec} Nati m
friends of Namibia will be justified in entertaining i




syjons about the intentions and honesty of the régime
iR T AN ag . . »
s 4t present controls Namibia, There is no doubt that in
st such apprehensions were fully justified.

i .

g, A more recent example further compounds our fears:
babwe, where no true transfer of power has taken
re, where the racist Smith régime still rules with a few

changes to foster the illusion that a minority
as been transformed into a majority one, We are
g;rx:rmined not to allow that to happen to our Namibian
“tends. Hence we re-emphasize the full involvement of the
yuited Nations and the effective power of the United
“yations machinery inside Namibian territory. The interna-
“gmal community owes this much to the people of Namibia
g1 to the principles for which the United Nations stands.

¥ 3

i pametic
‘:gf;;;mc h

438, All of us hope that we shall soon gather here again in
e Sccurity Council formally to admit an independent
mibia into the United Nations. Until that time, we shall
4gye to continue our vigilance over and our support for the

., Kamibian people.

: S

* #7326, The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the represen-
- § -utive of Benin. [ invite him to take a place at the Council
74ke and to make his statement.

‘831, Mr. BOYA (Benin) finterpretation from Frenchj:
§ e delegation of the People’s Republic of Benin would
%1# lo thank you, Mr. President, and the other members of
%4 Council for having permitted it to participate in this
drhate, the importance of which is clear to all. My
. § Alegation wishes to take this opportunity to congratulate
"3y on your assumption of the presidency of the Council

g ’% {he excellent relations that unite our two countres and
“jes that the co-operation between Cenada and the
“ple's Republic of Benin will grow in strength on the
18 of the common interests of our two peoples. Thus it is
' tal pleasure for me to see you directing the work of the
§ hwncil at a time when it is considering the question of
ijﬂ"mb'ia. We are convinced that under your presidency the
el will conclude the present debate in the interest of
1 e Namibian people in particular and the African peoples
2 eneral,

s )

; ’i;f The question of the complete and genu}ne inde_pen-
";‘; of Namibia and the liberation of that international
i B from racist oppression, economic exploitation
| K% tultural obscurantism is a crucial one for my country.

¢, the people of Benin, which since 1972 have been
‘:,3‘“1 in a stubborn and determined struggle against
53;3“ domination, know very well that the preservation of
¥ :}?mplete independence, their fundamental freedoms
i Cr territorial integrity depends upon the total

d.caation of that bastion of oppression of southem

;flib:he ‘independence of Namibia is one essential step in
% tation of Africa, in other words, the consolidation
‘mitdependence of African countries. The absolute
%“nal of the People’s Republic of Benin for the African
81, h liberation movements, clearly enunciated in the
‘%;x)}y'm'“e speech of 30 November 1972, is based essen-

ON this apalysis. That is why my delegation supports

¥t the present month. The delegation of Benin is gratified
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H
unreservedly the content of the statement just made in the
Council by the President of SWAPQ, Sam Nujoma, concern-
ing the eanormous sacrifices made willingly by the sons of
Namibia for the liberation of their country from the
colonial yoke and oppression.

330. That said, I would express briefly the point of view
of my Government on this important question.

331. The Security Council has just taken an important
decision for the liberation of Namibia within the frame-
work of its resolution 385 (1976). The People’s Republic of
Benin, which was then a member of the Council, partici-
pated in the preparation and adoption of resolution
385(1976). My country will therefore support any action
aimed at implementing both the letter and the spirit of that
resolution. That is why the delegation of Benin would like
to emphasize the following points.

332, Walvis’ Bay is an integral part of Namibia. The
Security Council must firmly oppose the manoeuvres of the
racist Pretoria régime for the purpose of severing Walvis Bay
from Namibia. The decision to annex that enclave, pro-
claimed by South Africa on 31 August 1977, is null and
void. Walvis Bay is part and parcel of the sordid plans of
imperialism; it is meant to serve as a permanent base for
aggression against an independent Namibia. The people of
Benin categorically reject the nominal independence and
neo-colonial alienation of Namibia.

333. The stationing of 1,500 South Afrcan troops at the
border between Angola and Namibia is a serious obstacle to
the process leading to the genuine independence of
Namibia. The Security Council must therefore call for the
complete disbanding of those South African troops. That is
a sine qua non of a peaceful process towards independence.

334. The electoral process must be assured by democratic
guarantees.

335. Finally, the Security Council must take the necessary
steps to discharge its responsibilities fully and ensure the
achievement of true independence for Namibia.

i
336. The representative of those who “organized the
Sharpeville massacres, of those who organized the Soweto,
massacres, the representative of the executioners of Steve
Biko and so many other South African patriots, has just
made a very clear statement. He is apparently convinced of
what he has said, and that is why my delegation is forced to
believe that the resolutions which the Security Council has
just adopted constitute a veritable trap. But the people of
Namibia, under the firm leadership of SWAPQ, will succeed
in thwarting all the sordid manoeuvres of the racist Pretoria
régime and the imperialist Powers designed to make the
independence of Namibia meaningless.

337. The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is-the represen-
tative of Mali. I invite him to take a place at the Council

table and to make his statement.

338. Mr. KANTE (Mali) (interpretation from French):
First, my delegation. would like to thank you,
Mr. President, and throngh you alt the members of the



Security Council, for granting us this opportunity to
participate in this debate which is so important for all of
Africa. The delegation of Mali cannot but be pleased at
seeing you preside over this debate, in view of the good
relations that unite our two Governments and peoples.

339, The Security Council is meeting again to consider the
Namibian tragedy. In the view of my delegation, this
meeting is of paramount significance. For is this not the
first time, in the more than 30 years in which the United
Nations has been involved in this tragedy, that we have seen
a gencral agreement reached, one that would free Namibia
from the White racist yoke of Pretoria?

340. Hope resides above all in the fact that there scems to
exist within the Security Council and SWAPO the political
will to embark upon a process which should lead to a just
and ‘peaceful settlement of the Namibian question, More-
over, it is this will which made it possible to reach the
agreement concluded at Luanda between the five Western
members of the Council and SWAPQ, which has always
been recognized by QAU and the United Nations as the sole
and authentic representative of the Namibian people. For
the sake of clarity, my" delegation would like to emphasize
that the Luanda agreement hinges upon three indissoluble
elements: first, the Western plan; secondly, the reaffir-
mation of the fact that Walvis Bay belongs to the Namibian
entity; thirdly, the fact that the process of decolonization
in Namibia should be carried out, supervised and controlled
by the Special Representative of the Secretary-General.

341. Despite this climate of optimism which scems to
exist, the moment is grave and the time has certainly not
come 1o sheathe our swords. Indeed, we are aware of the
fact that the Namibian problem is without doubt one of
those questions that have put the authority and credibility
of the United Nations to its greatest fest.

342, In this connexjon, my delegation must recall that
General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI), which put an end
to South Africa’s Mandate over Namibia, has never been
able to be implemented, as was the case with numerous
resolutions of the Security Council and the General
Assembly and with the advisory opinion of the Inter-
national Court of Justice of 21 June 1971.6 And the South
African racist régime’s only response to those important
decisions was to establish in Namibia the most inhuman
system of oppression in the world, introducing the abhor-
rent policy of apartheid. In its arrogance, Pretoria has
always cynically opposed and flouted all United Nations
Jdecisions. And yet, a single year was sufficient for the five
Western members of the Council to compel the South
African racists 1o accept the principle of Namibian indepen-
dence. Today it has been proved that it was because of the
absence of political will on the part of thase Powers that we
had to lament on so many occasions the useless prolon-
gation of the Namibian crisis and the suffering of our
brothers in Namibia.

343. The drama is no longer being played between
SWAPO, the sole legitimate representative of the Namibian

6 Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence of
South Africa in Namibia (South West Africa) norwithstanding
Security Council Resolution 276 (1970), Advisory Opinion, 1.CJ.
Reports 1971, p. V6.
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people, and the racist Governiment of Pretoria, whi] “ )
been disqualified by the Organization since 27 OCI 1
1966. The drama is now being played by the membeob‘l’f
the Council seated around this {able, because the liber, Ay
of the Namibian people is their responsibility. The coa(, 1
sions that the members of the Council will draw from I:%”f
work must be clear and the important decisions thyy tii‘w
will take at the conclusion of the debate must be absolyy
unequivocal and unambiguous with respect to the rest
tion to the Namibian people of their full national ﬁghts%
the safeguarding of the territorial integrity of the COUH:MQ
including Walvis Bay. The residual forces of the rach
Pretoria Government must be localized and neutralizeq
the maximum extent possible by the peace forees of
United Nations.

344. SWAPO and Africa today demonstrated to the enti
world their attachment {o peace when they agreed 1o s
down at the negotiating table, just as in the pag they
demonstrated their ardour in the liberation struggle, g
again it is up to the Western Powers not to disappoint

in the implementation of the important decisions which &,
Council will be taking. They must make a determiy
commitlment to begin the process which will lead to i)
decolonization of Namibia within its national frontiers,

345. At this final stage, there can be no question ¢
bypassing the issue of Walvis Bay, which is historigstts
sociologically, geographically and legally an integral parf i -
Namibia. Is it not precisely such a shirking of responsiby
at the moment of decolonization that lies at the root of
grave tensions which continue to rend the Middle East
the acute crises that continuously endanger peace §
South-East Asia and other regions? The memhers of
Council cannot sanction the unjustified claims of Pretoss
and thus deliberately help to implant a thorn in the flesh #
an independent Namibia, creating a source of tension U
could at any moment unleash one of the most tragic rade

wars of history. :

346. The decolonization of Namibia must be full |
complete, and the colonial South African administratk
with its police and residual troops, must Jeave the Territ
as soon as the Special Representative of the Secrels
General so orders, in pursuance of his mandate.

347. In the interview which the Secretary of State :

Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs of the United Rk
dom, Mr. David Owen, granied on 24 June to the mapad
Le nouvel observateur, he acknowledged that “the ch%
world generally does not support nationalist movement,
congratulate him on his candour. This thought would M“S
to indicate desire for a change in attitude in the poli
stance of the Western Powers: :

348. That would be a sign of the times. May the ch;
taken at this series of meetings of the Security Coungﬁ&
their implementation in the ficld provide conﬁrm;\l%ﬁ%
that, The process that has been begun today marks
crowning achicvement in the national liberation x'aw ‘
that the heraic people of Namibia have been Ww"%;
many years under the flag of their vanguard and spffi’
party, SWAPO. The people and Government of M?f;
through me once again to assure them of our ¢



S

we welcome President Sam Nujoma, who is
Phiat here, that ardent patriot, that true, irrefutable
§ ur of the Namibian people under whose dynamic and
- fradership SWAPO has won this very decisive victory.

sort,

o That is the message His Excellency President Moussa
%wg' head of State of Mali, especially asked me to
4 wy to the Security Council on behalf of the people and
qemment of Mali, in the hope that the great decisions
%};cuunc“ was to take on Namibia’s future would help us
i the many frustrations and the abusive vetoes of the

“geptem Powers which, alas, for many years have marked

t?azt}on&

;go The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the repre-
: astive of Sri Lanka. I invite him to take a place at the
¢il table and to make his statement.

i, Mr. GOONERATNE (Sti Lanka): Mr. President, let
m first convey to you our warm congratulations on your
;;s;fumption of the presidency of the Council for this
anth, I should like to thank you and the other members
'\agme Council for giving me an opportunity to participate
i this meeting as it discusses the situation in Namibia. I
picipate both as representative of Sri Lanka and as
gpresentative of the current Chairman of the Group of
%a-Aligned Countries.

B, The Group of Non-Aligned Countries have always in
“mistakable terms expressed their unswerving solidarity
H the Namibian cause and the Namibian people, and it is
§1his context that I wish to place before the members of
% Council the text of a telegram sent to the Secretary-
; *al and the President of the Security Council by the
*sters for Foreign Affairs of non-aligned countries at
?ﬁé?é meeting at Belgrade, Yugoslavia. The message reads
#tlows:

For the text, see §/12791.)
dey
+ The decisions adopted today mark a certain advance
: ‘"ds‘the goals of the freedom, national independence
‘t@écmtorial integrity of Namibia. However, as we have

'om previous speakers, there remain areas to be
ed before the goal is reached. It is a period calling
"'bj”a‘ vigilance on the part of all countries and, on
%‘Ndff tfw_Chairman of the Group of Non-Aligned

‘Unuefj’ I wish to assure the people of Namibia of the
: 'EM. and unswerving solidarity of the non-aligned

1 oliat

1

M‘zfe PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the repre-
i of Senegal. 1 invite him to take a place at the
" table and to make his statement.

o

;‘:;EGESYLLA (Sﬂllega!)./interpratutz‘on from French )

SPECin[} of the Republic of Senegal deemed it fitting
%] ;tl y represented at this meeting of the Security
4 cgpecia;stlfy to his fr_uth in tbis international Organiza-
h e Y in these historic circumstances. Throughout
g oS that led to today’s mecting, President
an E(?‘” Senghor has belicved that the United
Provided the naly valid framework within which ap

' g evolution of the Namibian tragedy in the United .

internationally acceptable agreement on Namibia could be
concluded. When he was told of the Luanda agreement, he
was pleased that the negotiations leading to a settlement of
the Namibian problem were being conducted again within
“the ideal framework of the United Nations,

356. Mr. Presideat, I should like to say that I am
particularly pleased to see you presiding over this important
meeting, which the Security Council is devoting to the
thomy problem of Namibia. My pleasure is particularly
understandable because your country Canada, and mine,
Senegal, are bound by close ties of co-operation based on
mutual respect.

357. On this occasion I should like to thank the members
of the Council for granting my delegation’s request to speak
in this debate. ‘

358. We are theeting here in circumstances that can only
be called exceptional. The Luanda agreement is indeed the
culmination of long efforts to put an end to a situation so
often condemned by the entire international community.
One need only recall that ever since 1966, when the
General Assembly decided to withdraw the administration
of Namibia from South Africa, many Security Council and
General Assembly resolutions have been adopted but not
implemented. Today, the five Western members of the
contact group of the Security Council, notwithstanding the
suspicion caused by their initiative, have succeeded, with
SWAPQ, in finding a platform that provides us with a
glimmer of hope on an otherwise rather gloomy horizon in
southern Africa. We think it important to consider this
initiative as a highly political action aimed at producing a
real solution, one that is internationally acceptable, to the
problem before us.

359. We realize that the Luanda document could not be
perfect and we regret that. However, what seems to us the
most important consideration is that it constitutes a basis
for action. In this sense, it is highly positive. The conflicting
positions which it seeks to reconcile could not, in our view,
be reconciled in a better manner. In this sense, we must
keep our realism, as we must recognize that the resolutions
thus far adopted by our Organization have'not all been
implemented. Whether we wish to admit it or not, there has.,
been, against the will of the Organization, a situation which
the most stubbormn efforts have not succeeded in changing.

360. Now that the United Nations has taken the initiative,
we would say that the problem of the credibility of the
Organization will depend on the follow-up to the decisions
adopted a few moments ago by the Security Council, and
particularly on the unresolved question of Walvis Bay, for
the Organization cannot accept that a country should come
into existence in a Balkanized and mutilated state. Thus,
thanks to this welcome initiative, with which we are very
pleased, as President Senghor said when on § January 1976
he opened the Dakar International Conference on Namibia
and Human Rights, “the time has perhaps come for the
international community to assume its responsibilities”

361. SWAPO has also just demonstrated great political
acumen. As a liberation movement, it has conducted an
armed struggle to wain for its peaple the right to self-



Jetenmination, independence and aticnal soversignty
within the framework of territorial integrity. However,
foday it has assumed historic responsibilities by taking a
place at the {able with five countrics, whose responsibility
for the Territory which it secks to liberate is undeniable, in
order 1o negotiate a document of such far-reaching signif-
icance. It has thus agreed to take risks, incalculable risks,
which are in keeping with its determination to restore all
the fundamental rights of its people,

362. 1 should like here to pay a tribute to Mr. Sam
Nujoma, who, if there was any need, has now confirmed his
stature as a leader and statesman.

363. I would also take this opportunity to pay a tribute to
the courage of the freedom fighters—those who are still
alive and those who have fallen on the battlefield—who
have made possible the dialogue taking place today in the
Secrity Council.

364. Sencgal beligves that the basis for an acceptable
settement has just been created. It is now for the
intemational commynity to provide guarantees for a just
and genuine sofution.”

365. The United Nations must demonstrate that it can
discharge important and complex functions in helping
Namibia to organize elections and accede to independence.
However, free elections cannot take place where there is
repression or under conditions of insecurity and intimida-
tion. The international community must insist that all
necessary steps should be taken to ensure respect for law
and order and guarantee general security throughout the
Territory.

366. We are thus looking forward to positive proposals by
the Secretary-General with regard to the role of his Special
Representative and the guarantees necessary for the proper
implementation of the agreement that has been reached. We
would also hope that the United Nations Council for
Namibia will continue to play a role in keeping with its
mandaie. We are convinced that that Council has an
important role to play in the complex transitional period in
Namibia. My delegation hopes that the selfishness of some
will not prevail over the self-respect of others.

367. The results achieved at this afternoon’s m’eeting show
once again that, if we all remain attentive to the voices
expressing the profound aspirations of the peoples of the
world, we can spare the international community needless
tension and suffering and thereby contribute to the advent
of a truly humanitarian civilization. And, in conclusion, I
wish to express the hope that this mecting proves to be the
culmination of the collective efforts of the international
community to restore to Namibia its proper boundaries, its
inalienable right to justice and peace and its authentic
personality.

368. Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (interpretation from Russian): At today’s meet-
ing the representative of the South African régime made 2
statement, That statement cannot be viewed as anything
but a strong challenge to the United Nations and the
Security Council. Tt once again confinms that the racist

1

réghne does not intend to abide by the decisicy,
United Nations. In addition, the Pretoria TC:pr(:J
interpreted the five-Power plan in such a way ag
the caution advocated by us as well as by other de
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369. As for the slanderous remarks made by th, ., .-
sentative of the South African régime aimed at oy, c;"?"
and its people, I shall not answer them. I merely wig, tdm,@
that the fact that the Soviet policy in Support 0? ;
struggle of the peoples of Africa against colonialisy, ,
racism has aroused the concern of the representatie,

. . tivey g
Pretoria proves its efficacy and affords us great satjs

facticy
370. The PRESIDENT: As there are no further ny

the list of speakers, I shall now make a statement
capacity as the representative of CANADA.

mes gy
T
in oy

371. It is with great satisfaction and full confidenge .,
the future will bear out the momentous decision we {j’#
reached that Canada supported resolution 431 (19’;; !
today. The mandate which has thus been given g ﬁ
Secretary-General will enable him to take the prelimjs; *
steps that will put into effect the proposal for 2 settl
which has been agreed upon by the principal infepees
parties—the Government of South Africa and SWAPQ. 4. |
will ultimately lead Namibia to independence, which ; g !
goal of which the international community and g
Namibians have long been striving. ‘ '

372. We rejoice today not only because the Ugit}
Nations has once more demonstrated its vitality bul e
especially because the Namibian people will at Jong tut 2y '
given the opportunity to determine their own future. They'
struggle for liberty, human rights and economic indew,. .
dence has been long and arduous, but we believe that gy
end of this struggle is now in sight.

373. Canada is proud to have been closely associated »i%

the difficult process of negotiation which has resulls § i
today’s decision. The numerous countries and organizatig
which have contributed to this success—and 1 weudd, |
mention in particular the front-line States, South Afris °
and SWAPO—must be congratulated on their spirit ¢ .
co-operation and accommodation. Had they nol bm"%
willing to forgo the rigidities of the past and prepared &
entertain new concepts, the international community
would still be facing the same impasse that has existed fa

the past 30 years.

374. But, more importantly, we must now Jook 1o &%
future. Much remains to be done before we can welcom %
this chamber the new government of independent Nainils
More than ever before, the co-operation of all Members &
the United Nations and of all Namibians will be necewsy.
More than ever before, we shall have to rely on
Secretary-General and his staff to implement the agrecmatd
that has been reached. We know we can count OB thes
devotion and experience, and they in turn can count o @“f@i
support. Our interest in Namibia will not ceast wil ﬂ%‘
adoption of resolutions here. We Jook forward to the fut
establishment of the best of relations with indepéi

Namibia.

. e
375. Many of those who have spoken during this O it
have stressed the historic importance of our FOFFEL.

chate




L san. We certainly share this sentiment and are above all
"‘W“,mm that what the world is being shown today is that
,‘r-cful solutions for the most difficult and apparently
;,‘mublo problems remain possible if there exist the
‘%;»ssdf) determination, patience and tolerance. We hope
4, as others have said, our action concerning Namibia
oill serve as an example as to how other political problems

pight be solved.

yi6. Finally, I should like to associate myself with the
V":y'marks made by the Foreign Ministers of France, the
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Federal Rr.publu. och rmany, the United Kingdom and the
United States, and in particular with the statement made by
Secretary ofState Vance on the question of Walvis Bay.

377. 1 should like to thank the members of the Council,
the Secretary-General and all others who have been closely
involved in the process which has led to the successful
conclusion of this meeting for the full co-operation they
have extended to me, as well as for their kind sentiments.

The meeting rose at 8.45 p.m.



