


STATEMENT BY SAM NUJOMA, PRESIDENT OF THE SOU'IH

WEST AFRICA PEOPLE'S ORGANIZATION (SWAPO) OF

NAMIBIA, TO A MEETING OF 'IHE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC

COMMUNITY PARLIAMENTARY GROUP, AT BRUSSELS,

28th SEPTEMBER 1982

Mr. Chairman,

Honourable Members of the European Parliament,

Distinguished Guests,

I.a.dies and Gentlemen,

Allow me, first of all, to express, on behalf of
9NAPO and the embattled Namibian people, deep
gratitude for this unique opportunity which you
Honourable members of the European Parliament
have accorded to me to be here today in order to
brief you about the plight, the hopes and the
aspirations of the oppressed Namibian people.

Mr. Chairman, I would also like to seize this op
portunity to register, on behalf of SWAPO, sin
cere thanks to the EEC member countries for
humanitarian and educational assistance rendered
to the Namibian people, through our movement.
Your governments and your peoples have bilater
ally made considerable medical, food and cloth
ing donations to our JIOvement in order to enable
us to alleviate the health, social and educa
tional problems of thousands of Namibian refu
gees and exiles who have fled their country,
Namibia, in order to escape the brutal and
racist repression and colonial domination in
our country.
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Collectively also, your goverrunents have made edu
cational funds and other hwnanitarian assistance
available to our displaced people through the EEC
channels. Various educational projects for Namib
ian refugees are being implemented with contribu
tion of funds by the EEC. In this connection, I
would like to mention the EEC funding of the voca
tional training proj ect in Denmark where several
Namibian refugees are now undergoing training. The
EEC has also contributed to the funding of the Uni
ted Nations Institute for Namibia and to the Dis
tance Education Prograrrane for Namibia, both of
which are located in Lusaka, the capital of the
Republic of Zambia.

Hurranitarian assistance to the Namibian refugees
from your goverrunents has also reached our refu
gee centres in the Front-line countries through
the various non-goverrunental organisations of
your countries. For all this, 'EMIPO is truly
grateful. And we believe that this valuable hu
manitarian and educational assistance represents
a positive beginning of important links between
the EEC arrl Namibia whose long-delayed independ
ence is but a matter of time.

MY'. Chairman, while SWIPO is convinced that Nam
ibia's independence cannot be delayed indefinite
ly, I consider it appropriate to point out the
fact that I address you here today at a time when
the prospects for an early implementation of the
UN Plan for the decolonisation of Namibia are,
once again, looking bleak. After five years of
intensive and sustained diplomatic efforts to
bring al:::out a negotiated settlement of the prob
lem of South African illegal and colonial occupa
tion of our country, the Namibian people are still
suffering under the yoke of apartheid oppression.

In utter disregard of the wishes of the Namibian
people arrl resolutions of the international com
rmmity, apartheid South Africa is bent on the im
position of its own Bantustan version of indePend
ence on our people.
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The racist regime in Pretoria has, since 1978, been
and continues to create one excuse after another in
an attempt to block the implementation of the UN
PJan for the indePendence of Namibia; and while
pretending to negotiate in good faith, the regime
is, in actual fact, doing everything within its
power to deny the Namibian people the right to
elect a government of their choice. South Africa
is doing all this because it is very rruch afraid
that under free, fair and democratic elections,
the Namibian people will definitely repudiate its
Bantustan puppets whom it has created and sought
to impose on us over the last seven years of the
Turnhalle puppet show.

The fundamental contradiction in Namibia is,there
fore, our people's demand for free and democratic
elections under UN supervision,. on one hand, and
South Africa's attempt to deny the Namibian peo
ple that democratic choice, on the other. The
apartheid regime has not yet given up its inten
tion to impose on our people puppet leaders cho-

. sen by Pretoria to serve the interest of South
Africa in Namibia.

The pattern has become very familiar that at ev
ery point when the negotiations on Namibia are
about to reach the implementation stage of UN
Security Council Resolution 435, South Africa
would come up with one excuse behind which to
hide and thus to avoid the implementation of
the resolution.

It can, forinstance, be recalled that after she
had accepted that resolution in 1978, Pretoria
refused to allow its implementation by claiming
that the number of 7,500 UN military personnel
proposed by the Secretary-General to monitor
the transitional process in Namibia was too
large.

By 1979, the excuse behind which Pretoria was
hiding was the South African complaint about
the provision in the UN Plan that SWAPO armed
forces, who will be found inside Namibia at the
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time of the cease-fire, would be confined to assem
bly p:)ints or bases within the Namibian territory.

By 1980, South Africa had come up with something
else, i. e., the so-called UN lack of impartiality.
Today, the excuse is the presence of the Cubans in
Angola. This endless fabrication of excuses testi
fies to our conviction that the apartheid state is
not yet ready to allow the Namibian people to exer
cise their democratic and national right to inde
pendence and self-determination.

It is important to note, however, that in the pres
ent impasse it was not Pretoria but Washington
which has invented the issue of a linkage between
the independence of Namibia and the presence of the
Cubans in Angola. South Africa has merely found
the American insistence on this issue to be yet a
nother convenient excuse behind which to hide fur
ther in order to avoid free, fair and democratic
elections in Namibia. . i

It is, indeed, a sad and tragic developnent of in
ternational politics that a leading warld p:)wer,
which claims to be the citadel of democracy, should
choose to use the sufferings' and agony of our un
fortunate and small nation as a bargaining card in
pursuit of its own global objectives.

•

Because of the decision by the Reagan Administra
tion to hold up Namibia's independence and to use
our people I s agony and sufferings as a bargain
card, the process of bringing Namibia to independ
ence through a negotiated settlement has now
come to a virtual stand-still; and, in the mean
time, Pretoria is daily intensifying its cold
blooded murder of our people, torturing them,burn
ing down their villages and destroying their prop
erty in an attempt to force them to accept its
own puppet a.rrangements in Namibia.

'Ihe catalogue of cases of atrocities that are be
ing Perpetrated against our People by the South
African troops in Namibia is becoming extremely
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long and horTifying. It was in this light
that the British Council of Churches sent a
fact-finding mission, led by the Bishop of
Manchester, the Rt. Rev. Stanley Booth
Clibborn, and the Rt. Rev. John Johansen
Berg, to Namibia.

The delegation of the British Council of
Churches visited Namibia from the 16th to
28th November, 1981, and it was able to
confirm ,what our rrovement has been telling
the world - that a very brutal reign of
terr>or exists in Namibia today. At the
conclusion of their mission, the British
religious leaders had the following to say:

'We have ..•.been deeply saddened by many
of the things we have heard and seen of
the grave hardships faced by so many peo
ple•.•• Our delegation leaves Namibia con
scious of the great sufferings, caused by
the war, to many PeOple, especially in
the northern areas. We heard accounts of
deaths, torture, beatings and seizure of
property ..•• tlm:>ugh arbitrary actions of
the (South African) security forces •...
We experienced at first hand the deep
desire of the great majority of the peo
ple of Namibia for independence under a
government elected fairly and freely •.•.
Only in this way can the terr>ible suffer
ings brought about by the war be ended. '

The delegation of the British church peo
ple was followed by another one from the
South African Council of Churches, led
by Bishop Desmond 'futu and the Reverend
Peter Storey, who visited our country in
February this year. Like their British
counterparts, the South African spiritual
leaders came back from Namibia fully con
vinced that the South African arrrw of oc
cupation in Namibia is actually engaged
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in brutal mass repression and cold-blooded
murner, rape and destruction of peasant
crops and livestock. At a press confer
ence in Windhoek before their return to
South Africa, Bishop 'futu and the Rev.
Storey also called for the irrmediate im
plementation of the UN Plan for the de
colonisation of Namibia in orner to end
the sufferings of the Namibian people at
the hands of the South African army of oc
cupation.

The accounts of widespread atrocities in
our country have, furthermore, been docu
mented in great detail by the delegation
of the South African Conference of Catho
lic Bishops which visited Namibia during
the early months of this year. This dele
gation, too, has confirmed that electric
torture, beating up of people suspected
of being sympathetic to SWAPO, shooting
of people, breaking into their homes,
stealing and killing of peasant cattle,
pillaging of shops and raping of women
are now the comrn:::mly accepted procedures
used by the South African soldiers in
Namibia to force the people to give in
formation about SWAPO and its activities.

The Council of Churches in Namibia, rep
resenting the Anglican, the African Meth
odist Episcopal, the Lutheran and the
Catholic Churches in our country, has
also added its voice to this general out
cry against the South African oppression
and inhuman brutality against the Namib
ian people. For example, on the 26th
February 1982, representatives of the
Namibian church comrmmity presented an
open letter to the South African Pre
mier, P. W. Botha. In that letter they
said, among other things,the following:

'With respect, Mr. Prime Minister, we
would like to state that when the pro-

•
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posals of the Western Five were presented in 1978,
on the basis of UN Security Council Resolution 385
of 1976, the churches in Namibia supported those
proposals believing that they provided a solid .
ground for a peaceful solution to the problems of
our country and its people. This position is still
held by the churches, and we are convinced that
this represents the will and the right of the ma
jority of the people of this country today to de
tennine their own future.

'When your government called for an election in
this country in 1978, without the participation
of the UN and other parties, the churches warned
against such a procedure because we believed that
such a development would prolong the bloodshed
and suffering of the people of this country, nor
would it have corronanded international recognition.

'The people whom we represent had high hopes and
expectations at the time of the Geneva negotia
tions in January 1981; but great disappointment
came when your government stated that it was pre
mature to sign a ceasefire agreement, thus delay
ing the implementation of the said resolution.
And this made the failure of the negotiations
even harUer to understand. vJe would again, earn
estly, and with respect, appeal to the South Af
rican Government, which still controls this coun
try, to agree to the inmediate signing of a cease
fire so that an a1:Irosphere of trust and confidence
may be created in the negotiations, that the on
going suffering may cease, and that peace may re
turn to this land.

'Mr. Prime Minister, since there are questions
today of UN impartiality and other claims as to
who truly represents the Namibian people, we be
lieve that the time, now long overdue, has come
for the Namibian people to be given the opportu
nity to decide through a de:rrocratic and free
election, controlled and supervised by the UN.
We plead with you, Sir, let the Namibian people
now be the judge of these questions so that all
counter-claims of representation may be settled. I
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Mr. Chairman, I have cited. but a few examples about
the mral outcry and indignation by people of con
science and good will, from different parts of the
world, who are very concerned about the repression
and brutal atrocities to which the Namibian people
are condemned..

I wish to point out here further examples of the
nature and scope of the mre recent crimes which
the South African amy of occupation has been per
petrating against our people.

On the lOth of March, 1982, at a traditional home
stead (kraal) near the Oshikuku Roman Catholic Mis
sion, ten innocent Namibian men, women and children
were cold-blooded.ly massacred by soldiers belong
ing to the so-called. Ovambo Home-guard ,which fonns
part of the South African anny of repression and
colonial occupation in Namibia. 'Ihe soldiers came
to the afore-mentioned homestead, brandishing auto
matic weapons with fixed bayonets. 'Ihey then or
dered all twelve members of the extended family to
line up. Minutes thereafter, they started spray
ing their victims with bullets. Only two. of the
twelve members of that family survived. by feinting
to be also dead.

The two survivcrs of the massacre have unrnistake
ably identified the soldiers. They recognised a
certain Nakale whom they described.·as an infaIIDUS

and brutal corrmander of a task force of the South. ~

Afrlcan a:rnt' known as ''Koevoet''.

Horrifying photos of that unspeakable atrocity are
available in this building for the Honourable mem
bers of the Eurupean Parliament to see for them
selves what the Namibian people are· experiencing
at the hands of the apartheid anny of occupation
in our country.

I have earlier cited. the position of the religious
community in Namibia regarding the continued and
brutal South African occupation of Namibia. I
would like to mention here that the church commun
i ty in Namibia as well as its property have also
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become the. favourite targets of the South African
reign of terror in our country.

Forinstance, a printshop of the Lutheran Church
at Oniipa, in the northern part of Namibia, had
been blc:wn up twice by the South African Ar:rrry.
First , it was destroyed on the 12th of May 1973,
and for the second. time on the 19th November 1980,
after it had been rebuilt with the financial ass
istance of the World Council of Olurches. On the
22nd of August this year, it was, again, fired at
by South African soldiers with a 40rrm shell fittErl
with a high explosive device. The shell smashed
through a part of the roof of the printshop build·
ing, but failed to hit its intendErl target, Le.,
the printshop .

",

The reason for this repeated attempt to strike atj
the heart of the spiritual foundation of the Luth-,
eran Church in Namibia is that the religious news-
paper of this church, "Omul<wetu", has courageously
darErl to publisize cases of atrocities corrmitted
by the South African army in our country.

In a continuous campaign of harassment and intimi
dation of the Namibian church community, a South
African military plane dropped explosives on hospi
tal buildings belonging to another Lutheran mission
ary station at Elim, about 45 J<m northwest of Onii
pa. The fire gutted one of the two buildings to
the ground., a building which containErl medical sup
plies and equipment, valued at 28,000 rands, for
the hospital; all these were completely destroyed.
The second. building was saved from being gutted
down by the missionary students and local people
"who rushed to the scene and helped to put out the
fire.

The following day, Col'IllIaIl.dant T. A. Nell and Cap
tain D. Atkinson of the South African army went to
Elim to adrnit and apologize that their military
plane dropped the fire on the hospital buildings
by "mistake".
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Such incidents have, however, become too numerous to
be acciden.tal. It is a well known fact that nowadays
the South African tr<x>ps in Namibia take pleasure in
desecrating church property and religious congrega
tions as a way 0,£ intimidating the population.

Forinstance, on May the 16th this year, South Afri
can soldiers interrupted , at the same time, two Sun
day worship services at Elombe· parish, 48 krn east -of
Ondangwa and at Onayena parish, approximately 15 km
west of Elombe. At both places, the racist soldiers
got into the church and stopped the worship service
under the pretext of looking for Si/p.;p(J activists.
They turned the two church services into total con-·
fusion· as they surrounded the "1:vK) churches and or
dered all the people- to leave the two church build
ings . They also threatened to. shoot anyone refusing
to leave the church or try"ing to run away. All the
men were assembled, interrogated and some beaten up.

One can go on endlessly listing cases of mass brutal~

.i ty and terrorism to which our people are daily sub
jected.

It is against- -this background, Mr. Chainnan, that the
Namibian people and SWPPO are extremely outraged by·
the IXJS~:tion of the Reagan Administration· that the
agony and sufferings of. our people must continue in
order to serve as a trump card for Washington to
achieve its own imperialist interest in Southern
Africa.

We reject with indignation and strongly denounce as
callous and, indeed, inhuman the American efforts to
prolong the agony of our people on account of the
Cubans in Angola.

Namibia is surely not Angola. The question of Namib-
ia is a question of pure and simple colonial and il
legal occu:ration by South Africa. The presence of
Cubans in Angola is an entirely separate issue. It
is an arTangement between, two independent and sqv
ereign states - Cuba and An.gola. It does not have
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anything to do with the decolonization of Namibia.

Furthermore, when the USA, Britain, France,Canada
and the Federal Republic of Gennany asked for UN
mandate to mediate between SWAPO and apartheid
South Africa concerning Namibia's independence,
they did not ask that such mandate should include
the Cuban troops in Angola. It is, therefore,
outrageous in the extreme that the Reagan adminis
tration should try to force a linkage between
these two entirely separate issues.

TIle American gang-up with the lllllIUeroUS and op
pressive racists of Pretoria does not give the
Namibian people a positive impression of the mor
al strength of American democracy. Washington's
holding-up of our country's independence on the
grounds of the presence of Cubans in Angola has ,
JIOreover, the effect of not only giving comfort
to the racist regime of Pretoria, but also of
conferring legitimacy upon South Africa's ille-"
gal occupation of our country.

The American attempt to link these two separate
issues is as unjust as its demand that the EEe
countries should not build a pipeline in order
to obtain the supply of gas ,which they need,
from the Soviet Union. We knCM from the mass
media that many of your countries are opposed
to this unjust and imperialistic dictate. TIle
people of Namibia, like those of your countries,
recognize the fact that the United States of
America is a leading world power. But we do
not agree that the United States has the right
to bully smaller nations in such a crude way
as the Reagan administration is trying to do
regarding the decolonization of Namibia.

The cardinal problem in Southern Africa is, in
actual fact, not the presence of the Cuban
troops in Angola but the racist policy of apar
theid pursued by the regime in Pretoria. It is
the policies of this regime which pose a threat
to the security of the people and nations of
Southern Africa; and it is, let the truth be
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told ,the aggressive policy of this regime which
has occasioned the presence of the Cuban troops
in Mgola.

Mr. Chairnan, with open support and encouragement
of the Reagan administration, the, South African
government is now blocking even the conclusion
of the negotiations on Namibia. The July talks
in New York failed to bring the negotiations to a
conclusion because South Africa refused with con
tempt to take part in them. Therefore,the three
outstanding issues, namely, the choice of the
electoral system, the composition of theUNTAG
military component and the rrOOalities and date
of the ceasefire agreement could not be agreed
upon. Pretoria has up to now refused to announce
i tschoice 'of the electoral system to be used in
Namibia. SWPJ'O, as Honourable members of the
European Parliament are aware, has stated that we
prefer proportional representation. Our prefer
ence for this system is governed by the fact
that the time given to the UN to implement Reso
lution 435 is very limited. We have also said
that we can accept single-member constituency
~ystem, provided that all the requirements con
cerning the application of this electoral pro
cedure are met.

SWAP0 strongly believes that if there are going
to be UN, supervised elections the people of Na
mibia must know the method of election which
will be follc.wed. There is no justification
whatsoever for Pretoria to hide from the Namib
ian people the method of election to be used.
The parties which will participate in the UN
supervised elections must know what procedure
is to be followed so that they can prepare
themselves better.

Mr. Chairman ~ on its part, gjJM'O is ready to par
ticipate in free, fair and democratic elections
under UN supervision and control. In other
words, we are ready to 'submit ourselves to the
verdict of the Namibian people. We are confi~

dent that the Namibian people know that it is

-- 12 -



SWAPO alone which has championed their cause over
the last two decades; and) as such) we believe
that the Namibian people will choose a SWAPO lead
ership to form a national government in our country.

A SiJAPO goverrunent will jealously pursue a policy
of true democracy. It will prorrote and respect hu
man rights and fundamental freedom for all those
who live in Namibia. We will) however) not support
any idea of having privileged minority sections of
the Namibian population to the detriment of the ma
j ority of our people. Therefore) for us) human
rights and fundamental freedom would entail an em
phasis on socio-economic justice and fundamental
narrowing of the gap between those who have enj oyed
privileges and those Who have been dispossessed.

With regard to foreign policy) a SWAPO government
will follow a policy of non-alignment and will seek
to develop friendly relations with other peace
loving states) irrespective of their social and
political systems.

Mr. Chairman) Namibia's economY is essentially bas
ed on the production of primary products) mainly
minerals, which it does not consume. Therefore,
independent Namibia, under a ':].;JAPO government,
will give priority to the development of close
relationship in economic, corrmercial and indus
trial fields with the EEC countries since your
countries are arrong those whose industries need
our pri.m3ry products.

':].;JAPO is very well aware that no country on this
planet can do without corrmercial links with oth
er countries. Even the biggest countries) such
as the USSR and the USA) do need to conduct for
eign trade. Our little Namibia could not be an
exception to this rule. Therefore) our country
will, under a SWAPO goverrunent, develop diplomat
ic and corrmercial relations with all those coun
tries that are friendly to her) including the
EEC countries.
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