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Namibia:
Profile and Colonial History
Namibla 1s Africa's last colony, ruled by raclst South
Afrlca under an apartheid system whlch ensures whlte
domlnat~onand oppresslon.South Africa 1s waglng a brutal
war against Namrbla's Black majority In order to retaln
control of ~ t svast mlneral and economlc potent~al.By
keeplng a stranglehold on Namlbla, South Afrrca also
hopes to further its campaign of reglonal domlnat~onand
destablllzat~on,
to protect ~ t borders
s
through the creatlon of
a buffer zone, and, ultimately, to preserve whlte mlnorlty rule
lns~de~ t sown borders.
Geography: About half of Namlbla's 318,000 square
mlle terr~tory(about the slze of Cal~forn~a,
Oregon and
Washrngton) 1s desert, lncludlng the Nam~bDesert and
portlons of the Kalahar~The remainder consrsts malnly of
ar~dgrasslands, whrch generally recelve less than 20
Inches of ramfall per year. Nam~b~a
has an 870-mlle
coastl~ne

Namibia's Population

3. White 76.000 (~O/O)*

4. SADF Troops 90,000 (6%)
'The World n F~gures,1981.

Source Namfbfa fn the 1980s

Populatlon: Nam~b~a's
population of about 1,500,000 Includes 1.2 million Africans, 120,000
"Coloreds" (people of mlxed race),
and 76,000 Whltes, plus at least 90,000
South Afrlcan troops About one-thlrd of the
people llve In the towns and cltles. Over half of
the population llves In the northern part of the
country. At least 70,000 Namlblans, mostly Africans,
have become refugees llving malnly In Angola and
Zambia.z
Economy: Narnrb~a's
economy IS geared almost excluslvely to the export of ~ t svast wealth of minerals, flsh and
agricultural products, all of whlch are controlled by fore~gn
corporat~ons.As a result, although 1ts per caprta gross
domestic product (GDP) IS among the largest In Afrlca, the
Black majorlty 1s among the world's poore~t.~

Apartheid's Colony
South Afrlca has extended apartheld Into Nam~b~a,
with
the same brutal oppresslon as lns~de~ t own
s borders.As In
South Afrlca, apartheld means restrlctlon of movements,
labor explo~tat~on,
and blatant raclal Injustice.
Health conditions are grossly unequal In Nam~bla
According to the WtndhoekAdvert~ser
of May 5,1981: 80
percent of Nam~b~a's
152 doctors work only In urban areas
In rural Namlbla, there 1s about one doctor for every 17,000
people The government spent $270 per white person on
health services, whlle only $5.40 for Blacks llvlng rn the
Rehoboth bantustan. Spendlng on other public servrces IS
b~asedten to one In favor of wh~tes Whltes can expect to
llve between68 and 72 years, whlle Blacks can only expect
a lifespan of 48 to 52 years6
Education 1s also dlscrlrnlnatory In Nam~b~a.
$1,500 IS
spent per year on a whlte child's education, compared w~th
only $225 per Black child.' Whlle 68 percent of wh~te
chlldren attend secondary school, only 3 percent of Afrlcan
chlldren do. Even so, average class slze In Blacksecondary
schools IS between 45 and 50 students per class8
South Afrlca has Imposed on Namlbla a version of ~ t s
hated bantustan system In order tocreate pools of cheap,
explo~tableBlack labor. There are ten ethnlc "homelands,"

comprising about 40
percent of the land (see
map). These bantustans
were the only areas where
Blacks were allowed to settle
permanently. Blacks could only l~ve
in the rest of Namibia if they held a job
in the whlte-owned mines, farms or factories.

One Hundred Years of Colonial Rule
Although Europeans flrst came to Namibia in the
fifteenth centuty, it was only in 1884that it officially became
a German colony? From the first, the indigenous African
people resisted colon~alrule. German troops responded to
the Herero and Nama revolt against the theft of their land
with genocide, reduclng these ethnlc groups from a combined population of 120,000 to less than 40,000 between
1904 and 1908.1°
In May 1915, South Afr~can
troops occupied Nam~biaand
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The Workers of Namibla, International
Defence & Aid Fund. p. 10.

Source:

ruled I ~on
I behalf of
the European Allles untll
the end of World War I."
After the war, the League of
Nat~onsgranted South Afrlca a
legal mandate to admlnlster Narnlbla.
After aparthe~d'schamp~ons,the
Afrikaner Nat~onalParty, gamed control In
South Afr~caIn 1948, Namlbla's economy and
contlnued to be dominated by South Afrlcan
Interests and apartheld was entrenched In Nam~b~a.
South Afr~ca'smandate over Namlbla was terrnlnated
by the Un~tedNat~onsIn 1966. After years of ruthlessly
repressed peaceful protests agalnst South Africa's oppresslon and control, the South West Afrlca Peoples'
Organ~zat~on
(SWAPO, see fact sheet no. 2), Nam~bla's
l~beratronmovement, launched an armed struggle against
South Africa's occupation on August 26,1966, conv~nced
that thls was the only act~onwhlch would bring about Namlb~anindependence.

The International Court of Justlce ruled in 1971 that
South Africa's contlnued presence In Namlbla was illegal
In an Open Letter, Namlblan church leaders publlcly
endorsed the Court's opmlon. These actlons helped confirm for Namlblans the legltlmacy of thew cause.
In 1978, the UN Secur~tyCouncll adopted Resolut~on
435, an Independence plan based on a UN-enforced
ceaseflre, followed by UN-supervisedelect~onsand a new
const~tut~on,
South Afrlca lnlt~allyaccepted the plan, then
reversed Itself when SWAPO also agreed to ~t,and held
unrlateral elect~onsexcluding SWAPO. The UN declared
them null and vo~dThe resulting Democratic Turnhalle
Alllance (DTA) admlnlstratlon, whlch was ethnically based
and frrmly under South Afrlcan control, had no popular
support, and eventually collapsed
Twenty years after SWAPO launched ~ t armed
s
struggle,
Nam~b~a
IS stdl not free. A new "lnterim government of
nat~onalunlty," once agaln wlth no popular support, was
Installed on June 17,1985 by South Africa, w~thouteven the
pretense of an electlon (see factsheet no. 3)

South Africa is determinedtocarry on its war against the
people of Namibia despite its masslve cost (as much as
$500,000 per day in 1985)!2 Its repressive police and
counter-~nsurgencysquad routinely murder and detain
people w~thoutcharge or trial. But the will of the Namiblan
people remains strong, and their desire for freedom and
justlce will surely bring them victory.
1 Nam~b~a's
Stolen Wealth, p 1
2 Namlbra ln the 1980s, p 31
3 Nam~b~a's
Stolen Wealth, p 19
4 C~tedIn Namlbla's Stolen Wealth, pp 9-10
5 Namrbra 1n the 1980s, p 34
6 Namlbra's Slolen Wealth, p 9
7 Namlb~a's
Stolen Wealth, p 11
8 Namrbra's Stolen Wealth, p 11, and Namlbla ln the 1980s, p 34
9 In July 1890. Germany agreed to cede Narn~b~a's
only deep water port.
Walvls Bay, to South Afr~caSouth Afr~cast111clalrns jur~sdlctionover Walvls
Bay and has elected members of Parl~amentfrom among lts wh~te
population
10 Namrbra m the 1980s, p 10
11 Namlbra s Stolen Wealth, p 3
12 SWAPO Iniormat~on
Bullet~n,June. 1985

SWAPO:
Namibia's Liberation Movement
"For SWAPO, the struggle will go on as long as South
Africa refuses to accept the demand of the Namibian
people to determine their own destiny through free, fair
and democratic elections under the supervision and
control of the United Nations.. . . SWAPO is not only here
to stay, but will also continue to . . . lead the Namibian
people in their just and heroic struggle."
- SWAPO editorial, June 1985
The Namibianpeople have a long history of resistanseto
colonial domination. From 1904 through 1908 the Kaiser's
troops, usingtheir superior modern weapons, put down the
Herero and Nama rebellions only by killing more than
80,000 Namibians. When the United Nations was formed
after World War 11, Namibian leaders, with support from
Namibian student groups, repeatedly petitioned it for
independence. However, in the absence of organized
popular resistance, the world communitychose to ignoreor
side-step these demands.
In December 1959, when the authorities announced
plans to force Windhoek's Blacks to move from the "Old
Location" near the center of town to Katutura, a more
remote segregated area, the Namibian people initiated a
series of protests. On December 9, picketers filled the
streets. With no warning, the police opened fire, killing 11
people and injuring more than 50 others, The boycott
organizers and the organizations involved were banned or
restricted. South Africa had proven clearly (as it would
again just three months later at Sharpeville) that it would
tolerate no resistance to apartheid.
One organization heavily involvedin this incident was the
Ovamboland Peoples' Organization, formed in Cape Town
in 1958 to organize opposition to the migrant labor system.
In April, 1960, the movement reorganized as the South
West Africa People's Organization(SWAPO) with the goal
of winning Namibia's complete liberation from South
African colonial rule and halting the rape of Namibian land
and resources.
SWAPO pursuedthis objective through extensive organizing inside Namibia, and through internationalcampaigns.
As its effectiveness and popularity increased the police
reacted with increasing violence and repression. In 1966,
when South Africa refused to acknowledge the United

Nations' declarationthat its legal mandateto rule Namibia
was terminated, SWAPO launched a military campaign,
convinced that only armed struggle would end South
Africa's illegal occupation and bring Namibia its independence.
The People's Liberation Army of Namibia (PLAN),
SWAPO's military wing, however, is only one element in a
much broader political strategy. Informal SWAPO study
groups exist aroundthe country. The Youth League, Elder's
Council and Women's Council conduct some literacy,
education and mobilization campaigns. Public political
meetings continue, though they were made illegal in 1981.
The SWAPO affiliated NationalUnion of NamibianWorkers,

though forced to operate
largely underground, continues to mobilize Namibian
workers to resist injustice on the
job.
In addition, SWAPO plays an important role outside Namibia. Its refugee
camps in Angola, and to a lesser extent, in
Zambia, are responsiblefor the enormoustask
of feeding, clothing, educating and providing
social services for victims of apartheid who have fled
the country. External SWAPO representatives operate to
publicizethe needs of the refugee community,estimatedat
over 70,000, as well as to raise the Namibian issue in
international forums and engage in negotiations designed
to speed Namibia's independence.
The importanceof SWAPO's struggle for independence
has been widely recognizedinthe internationalcommunity.
In 1965, the Organization of African Unity recognized
SWAPO as the representative of the Namibian people. In
1973, the United Nations General Assembly recognized
SWAPO as the sole legitimate and authentic representative
of the Namibian people, and granted it observer status in
the UN in 1976;
Unlike the African National Congress and the Pan
Africanist Congress, South Africa's liberation movements,
SWAPO has never been formally outlawed. Instead, its
meetings are banned,its leaders and supporters harassed
and detained, and its offices raided. Although this repression is a great challenge, SWAPO has continued to
represent the Namibian people through its public and

private organizing. Even
South Africa concedes the
fact that, in any free election,
SWAPO will bethe inevitable victor,
because of the enormous popularityit
enjoys among the Namibian people.
The Anglican and Lutheran churches of
Namibia have placed chaplains in SWAPO
refugee camps and training installations in exile.
South African propaganda characterizesSWAPO
as "terrorist," pointing to its armed struggle and the
fact that it receives Eastern bloc military aid to suggest
that SWAPO is a Soviet puppet group. This characterization
ignores the fact that SWAPO's overriding goal is indepenpendencefor Namibia, and that the movement appealedto
Western countries for aid in the liberation of Namibia, but
has been repeatedlyturned down overthe years. Although
SWAPO's arms and military training do come from the
Eastern bloc, SWAPO also receives support from the
Organization of African Unity's African Liberation Committeeand Scandinavian governments. Its public education
and refugee assistance programs depend heavily on
material support from the Lutheran World Federation and
the World Council of Churches. Community organizations
and coalitions in many other countries, including the US,
also donate money and material a ~ dfor education and
refugee assistance.
South African propaganda blames SWAPO for the fact
that internationally-acceptable independence has not yet
come to Namibia. Yet, in fact, SWAPO and its allies have
always been willing to negotiate, to make significant

concessions in talks with South Africa, and to
do everything in its power to bring about peace
and justice with as little violence as possible. R is
South Africa and its allies, in particular within the
Reagan Administration, who have raised obstacles' to
Namibian independence and the end of the war (see
factsheet no. 3). Through their intransigence, South Africa
and its apologists are responsible for twenty years of war
and destruction in Namibia.
Despite its heavy-handed propaganda, massive military
expenditures, counter-insurgency squads and repressive
legislation, South Africa is unable to wipe out SWAPO or
create a viable alternativeto it. SWAPO has won the hearts
and minds of the Namibian people, and the South African
war against it is becoming prohibitivelyexpensive. In June
1985, the head of the South African occupation forces,
George Meiring, admitted that some 40,000 South African
troops are tied down in the northern Namibian war zone
alone, not countingthe troops usedto guard key economic
and communications installations, those making "preemptive strikes" into Angola, or the special police units used to
control the population. Meiring also admitted that the war
was costing 1 million Rands per day ($500,000).2

SWAPO's Program of Action
"The struggle in Namibia is. . . . a struggle of the
Namibian people, by the Namibian people, for the
Namibian peopleto free their land which is occupied
by a foreign colonial power, All the Namibianpeople.
. . including those that are collaborating and cooperating with South Africa are entitled to be free and
independent. That is the objective of the struggle in
Namibia. Time and again it has been said that if you
believe in freedom you must suffer and sacrifice for
it, and this is what the Namibian people have been
doing for a very, very long time. The struggle did not
start with the present generation of Namibians.. . . It
was started by our forefathers fighting against
German occupation of our country. Today we are
merely continuing that struggle for freedom and for
independence."
- Theo-Ben Gurirab, SWAPO Representative
at the UN, March, 1981?
Although South Africa and its apologists vilify the
movement as 'Yerrorist" and "a tool of Moscow," SWAPO is
committed to a democratic future for Namibia, with a
special concern for its development and natural resources.

Its goals, first highlightedinthe 1976 Programme of Action,
include health and education improvement, agricultural
reform, manpower development, and economic transformation. In spite of SWAPO's difficulties in obtainingdata,
the program is far ahead of the accomplishments of any
other African movement prior to independence?
In 1982, before the European Economic Community's
Parliamentary Group, SWAPO President Sam Nujoma
gave a detailed statement outliningthe problems and goals
of SWAPO and Namibia. The following is an excerpt?
"[Oln its part, SWAPO is ready to participate in 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. . . .
"With regardto 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. . . .
1 . Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Policy, p. 7.
2. S WAPO Information Bulktin, June 1985.
3. Namibia: For Freedom and Independence, ACOA resource.
4. Namibia in the 1980s, p. 53.
5. Namibia:The Crisis in U S Foreign Policy, Appendix VIII, pp. 48-49.

Namibia's Struggle
for Independence
The historic struggle of the Namibian people began with
resistance to German colonization prior to World War I.
When the Herero and Nama people rose up against the
theft of their land and resources in the first decade of the
1900s, the German authorities responded with genocide,
killing more than 80,000 Namlbians with their superior
modern weapons!
Following Germany's defeat in World War I, South Africa
was granted control of Namibia under a League of Nations
mandate, sparking renewed resistance. When the United
Nations inherited the League of Nations mandate after
World War 11, Namibia's traditional leaders frequently
petitioned it for independen~e.~
But it was only with the
founding of the Ovamboland Peoples' Organization, the
forerunner to SWAPO, that organized mass opposition to
South Africa's occupation began in earnest?

South African Terrorism in Namibia
Throughout the struggle for Namib~anindependence,
South Afrlca has brutally suppressed all forms of popular
res~stance! Its armed forces have terror~zed
the Namlbran
populat~on,bombing refugee camps, laying landmlnes at
and twlce bomblng the Lutheran prlntlng
church hosp~tals,
press at Onllpa In northern Namlb~aA counter-nsurgency
squad, known as Koevoet ("Crowbar"), regularly murders
often In the guise of SWAPO
and terrorizes c~v~lrans,
freedom flghters5
Amnesty lnternatlonal documented over 200 cases of
detent~onwlthout charge through 1984 under Proclamatlon
AG 9, promulgated by South Afr~ca'sAdm~n~strator-General
In Nam~b~a
In 1977 Thrs f~gure,sald Amnesty, represented
only a "small proport~on"of the total number of such
detent~ons.' Proclamat~onAG 9 grants South Afrlcan
authorrtles broad powers to arrest and detaln Nam~blans
with full lmmunlty from prosecut~onand "places a majorlty
of Nam~b~ans
under de facto mart~allaw."8
Torture IS a fact of lrfe In Namlbla In 1985, Amnesty
lnternatlonal reported that "forthe past ten years, Amnesty
has recelved persistent reports of wrdespread torture [of
detainees] . . . The vrctlms Include church mlnlsters,
community leaders, polrtlcal f~gures,rural workers, shopkeepers and teachers. South Afrlcan sold~ershave beaten

them, suspended them from the neck and arms, and
subjected them to prolonged solitary confinement. Many
victims have been released from custody w~thoutcharge;
many others have died while in detention."g
Among the specific instances documented by Amnesty
International, a 63-year-old political detainee was beaten,
tied up and suspended over open flames. He was so
severely burned that he required extensive hospitalization
and the amputation of his right arm. The policemen
responsiblefor his torture were fined $20 each.1° In 1981, a
40-year-old mother of eight was penned into a six-by-n~ne
foot corrugated iron cell, beaten and her head wrapped in
an elastic hood. She was also repeatedly hoisted into the
air by means of a chain around the neck, then dropped.
After five weeks of such treatment, during which she was
interrogated for suspicion of being a SWAPO supporter,
she was released without trial. The South African authorities
refuse even to investigate her case."
South Africa has become so ruthless in its endeavors to
stifle any manifestation of dissent that it w~llunleash its
vlolence on the most Innocuous of targets. On January 26,
1986, South African pollce attacked a gathering of Namlblan youth near Windhoek, arresting 56. The youths, many
of whom were membersof the SWAPO Youth League, had
gathered for a barbecue to celebrate the United Nations
Year of Peace. Dr. Abisai Shejavall, General Secretary of
the Council of Churches of Namibia, reported that the
pollce tear-gassed and baton-charged '"these peaceful

camp m Namrbra.
South Afr~canm~l~tary

and innocent Namibians,"breaking one
woman's leg and wounding many others. After being
held in jail overnight, the youths
were released on R 100 bail
apiece ($50).12 This incident is but
one among countless cases of the
South African authorities' brutality in their
desperate attempt to suppress any form of
protest or opposition.

South African Aggression
in Southern Africa
South Africa has extended its war against the Namibian
people into neighboring countries, especially Angola. Parts
of Angola have been under virtually constant occupation
by South African troops since 1981.I3 Pretoria's military
raids into Angola seek to destabilize the Angolan economy,
to protect surrogate rebelforces operatingwithin Angola, to
undermine SWAPO's military training camps, and to terrorize and assassinate South Afrlcan and Namibian refugees. In May 1978, South African forces raided a refugee
camp at Kassinga, Angola, massacring over 700 Namibian~,
mostly women and children. South Africa claimed to
have destroyed a major SWAPO military base and taken
over 200 "prisoners of war."?' In May 1985, South African
commandos attempted to destroy a Gulf Oil installation in
northern Angola, but were captured by Angolan troops.15
The South African regime has designated northern
Namibia an "operational zone," covering over half of the
total populat~on.~~
A dusk-to-dawn curfew is In effect.
Anyone found outside after dark IS to be shot on sight, with
no questions asked. The population llves in constant terror,
and the war has contributed to the destruction of the
traditional agricultural infrastructure. Settler farmers have
been organized into informal mllitlas and regularly inform
on suspected SWAPO supporters. Informants are paid
exorbitant bounties for captured SWAPO members.17
In splte of these hardships, SWAPO's mobrlization has
been most effective. Llteracy campaigns, women's groups,
lnformal study groups and youth and elders' organizations

are strong. Despite
South African attempts
to portray SWAPO as "terrorist" and "communist," the
peopleinthe "operationalzone"
recognize that, as Paul Wee of
the Lutheran World Federation has
noted: "it is the army, together with units
of the Home Guard, which detain and beat
students, hospital personnel and pastors,
applying sand and electric shock torture.. . .[I]t is
they who deserve the name 'terrorist.'"18

South Africa's Political Maneuvering
Besides conducting an outright war against the people of
Namibia and their liberation movement, SWAPO, South
Africa is engaged in a campaign to retain its control of
Namibia through political maneuveringand stallingtactics.
The first major effort of this nature began in 1975, when
delegates hand-pickedby Pretoriagatheredat a Windhoek
gymnasium ("Turnhalle" in Afrikaans) for a "constitutional
con~ention."~~
Out of these meetingsgrew a fragile political
coalition, known as the Democratic Turnhalle Alliance
(DTA), and a plan for a three-tiered "internal governing
body under the South Afrlan Administrator-General. The
DTA never received popular support. In 1978, however,
South Africa installeda DTA government in Windhoek, after
a fraudulent "election" distorted by electoral fraud, bribery
and intimidationF0This maneuver provoked international
outcry and led the so-called Western Contact Group
(comprised of representativesfrom the US, Britain,France,
West Germany and Canada)to seek strategies for advancing Namibran independence." (Following delicate and at
tlmes difficult negotiations, the Contact Group had developed Resolut~on435, passed by the UN Security
Council. Resolutron 435 today remains the only internatlonally accepted plan for Namlbian independence.)
South Africa has refused to implement Resolution 435,
whlch prov~desforthewithdrawal of all combat troops, free
and fair elections under UN supervision,and a subsequent
constitutional plan to be drawn up and controlled by
representatives chosen under universal franch~se.All

observers agree that free elections would result in a
SWAPO government and the end of South Africa's control
over Namibia. Throughout 1980, South Africa obstructed
Contact Group initiatives for the implementation of Resolution 435, in the hope that Ronald Reagan would be
elected, thus bringing a more sympathetic US administrat~oninto the Contact G 0up.~2After the 1980 US
elections. the South African dovernment agreed to meet
with the DTA, the Western Contact Group and SWAPO to
discuss some of the significant hurdles to implementingthe
plan. The conference was held in Geneva in January
1981.23 SWAPO representatives were united, diplomatic
and willing to negotiate in order to bring about the resolution
of the conflict. However, the DTA delegation fell apart due
to internal squabbles, while South Africa refused to sign a
declaration of intent. Wihin a week, the talks had broken
down. South Africa's DTA "experiment" finally collapsed in
1983, hamstrung by its limited powers, unpopularity and
infighting.
The South African government found in the US Reagan
administration a sympathetic ally eager to accommodate
South African demands in the interest of a strong antiSoviet posture in *foreign affairs. It was the Reagan
Administration which first publicly proposed linking Namibian Independence and the implementation of Resolution
435 to the irrelevant issue of Cuban troop presence in
Angola." This doctrine, now simply called "linkage," was
immediately picked up by South Africa, and remains the
major stumbling block to the implementation of Resolution
435F5The Reagan Administrat~on'sinsistenceon "linkage,"
rejected by all other members of the Contact Group, led to
the collapse of the Contact Group in 1984.26
Recently,the South African government has imposed a
new "lnterlm government of national unity," run by another
motley coalition known as the MuRI-Party Conference
(MPC). The six parties In the MPC arrangement (the DTA,
the Afrikaner-dominated whites-only South West African
National Party, a faction of the the Black South West
African National Union, a breakaway SWAPO-Democrat
faction, the "Colored" Labor Party and Rehoboth Free
Democratic Partyz7)have no electoral mandate. South
Africa dispensed with any pretense of an election and
simply Installed the MPC "government" on June 17,1985.
South Africa reserves a veto power over any legislation
passed by the MPC's "legislature." Further, South Africa's
Admin~strator-Generalretalns the foreign affairs, defense
and internal security portfolios of the cabinet. The six MPC
members have continuedto squabble overtheir roles in the
arrangement, ensuring that, like the DTA, the plan will
Inevitably collapse."z8
Within a month of ~ t sinstallation, the MPC's fragility was
amply displayed, with the six member "parties" publicly
disagreeing on fundamental issues. The whites-only South
West Africa National Party had earlier threatenedto pull out

of the arrangement unless the other participants agreed
that "cabinet" decisions would be non-binding unless
taken by unanimousconsensus (an effective white veto).29
Another dispute was over whether or not apartheid andthe
bantustan system was to be enshrined in the proposed
"constitution" which South Africa insists should be adopted
before nationalelections and independence(thereverseof
the Resolution 435 plan).30While such serious disputes,
together with the MPC's lack of popular support,reflect the
fraudulent nature of the arrangement, South Africa is
determined to use the MPC arrangement to forestall
international critics and bypass Resolution 435.
South Africa's goals are clear:to prevent the emergence
of a popular SWAPO government in Namibia, to maintain
hegemony over Namibia's economy, to provide a buffer
zone for South Africa from the rest of Africa and to isolate
the liberation struggle in South Africa itself. All of its tactics,
both military and political, are designed to buy time for
South Africa to impose upon Namibia the terms of its
"independence" and to entrench apartheid.
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abor and Churches
n Namibia

I

South Africa's oppression has united all of Namibia's
people in the struggle for independence, including its
churches and workers. Their courageous participation in
the struggle has resulted in harsh reprisals: detentions
without trial, torture and even military attacks by the South
African authorities. But these attempts to silence the
religious and workers' opposition to apartheid colonialism
have been in vain: as the repression these popular
institutions experience has grown, so has their commitment to abolish apartheid in Namibia and to work far its
independence.

Namibia's Workers
Namibian workers have a long history of resistance to
colonial domination and repression. Strike actions at the
mines are recorded as early as 1893. Between 1950 and
1971, local press reports noted 43 different occasions on
which Namibian workers withdrew their labor as a Drotest
against unjust working conditions, wages and repression.'
These actionstook place despitethe fact that, under South
African law, Namibian Blacks were not permitted to form
unions and were not even legally considered to be
employee^."^
Most Namibianswho havejobs work underthe so-called
"contract labor" system. Under this inherently coercive
system, workers are separated by law from their familiesfor
the duration of their "contract" (usually 12 to 18 months)
and must live in barracks-like "hostels," with up to twelve
persons sharing a single bedroom. Wages are incredibly
low; in 1977,less than 15% of Black workers earned a cash
wage above the poverty line.3 The "contracts" are in fact
agreements between the state-controlled Labor Bureau
and the employer. The worker cannot choose his or her job,
resign, or bargain for wages4Under the so-called "Master
and Servants" law, breaking a labor contract constitutes a
The system is nothing less than indencriminal ~ffense.~
tured servitude.
It was in response to the injustices of the labor system
that Namibians first began to engage in mass mobilization.
In 1958, contract laborers and students formed the Ovamboland Peoples Organization (OPO), the immediate predecessor to SWAPO, Namibia's liberation movement, in

order to mobilize mass opposition to the contract labor
system. OPO was deliberately non-racial, open to Namibians of all ethnic backgrounds, and nationalistic in
character. In 1960, after effective mass protests in Windhoek led to South Africa's banning of virtually all mass
organizations and the Imprisonment of many of OPO's
leaders, the movement reorganized to become SWAPO,
with the purpose of directly opposing colonial rule and
struggling for Namibia's independence.@
In December 1971,in the wake of the InternationalCourt
of Justice's rulingthat South Africa's occupation of Namibia
was illegal, Namibian workers successfully organized an
unprecedentedgeneral strike. Nearly half of the black labor
force joined this strike in more than 20 centers of labor
concentration between December 13,1971 and January
20, 1972, crippling essential services and completely
The workers set up a strike
stopping the mining indu~try.~
committee, which issued their demands on January 10,
1972, including the abolition of contract labor, freedom to
look for and resignfrom work without harassment, the right
to live with one's family, and wage scales based on qualifications rather than race.8
The South African authorities responded by locking the
workers inside their hostels in an attempt to starve them
into submission, deporting thousands of workers back to
the barren rural bantustans, and announcing "reforms" in
the contract labor system.These sham "reforms," however,
only changed one aspect of the status quo by making it
theoretically easierfor workers to change jobs. None of the
workers' other demands were met. The wage scale
remains racially based, Blacks can still not move freely
about the country to look for work, most skilledjobs may not
be held by Blacks, and workers are, in most cases, still
unableto live withtheir families. Furthermore,the "reforms"
were generated in talks with hand-picked Blacks in the
bantustansystem, deliberately excluding workers andtheir
representatives?
After the remarkable success of the 1971 general strike,
labor unrest continued over the next severalyears.Throughout 1972, and into 1975, workers went on strike repeatedly
in order to win better working conditions,risking deportation
back to the bantustans and the likelihood of never again
getting a job (because of the practice of blacklisting

troublemakers"). There were at least 70 strikes
between 1973 and 1975 alone.1° Similar waves of
resistancehave occurred at regular intervalseversince.
In 1978, the South African authorities in Windhoek
announced a series of "reforms" in the labor system. For
the first time, Africans were considered "employees" and
were thus, in theory, allowed to organize trade unions.
However, in order to operate legally, these unions were
required to be segregated and to register with the authorities. Even registered unions were seriously restricted in
their ability to negotiate, to organize, and to strike. For this
reason, few shop-floor trade unions exist to this day in
Namibia?'
Namibia's workers have, however, organized outside
this apartheid structure. The SWAPO-affiliated National
Union of Namibian Workers (NUNW) was formed in 1977
as a general union for all Namibian workers. Because of
South Africa's attacks on the NUNW-including the banning of its meetings and the on-going harassment and
detention of its leaders-the NUNW has been forced to
conduct most of its organizing underground. Despite this
repression, the NUNW has grown particularly strong
among contract laborers and has branches operating at
most of the major mines in Namibia.
The NUNWs constitution defines its aims and objectives
as beingthe protection of Namibianworkers from exploitation, the establishment of a just labor system, opposition to
all forms of discrimination, the improvement of wages and
working conditions, and negotiation with management to
settle working dispute^.'^
The NUNW has been a critical element in Namibia's
struggle for independence. SWAPO recognizes the supreme importance of workers and their unions: "From the
earliest days of nationalistic resistance to colonial rule in
Namibia black workers have been in the vanguard.. . .They
have been the solid core of SWAPO since its foundation,
and their uncompromising dedication to the cause of
freedom has been one of the strongest factors of bringing
South African colonialism to the brink of defeat."13

Namibian Churches in the Struggle
At least 80 percent of Namibia's black population are

Christians." The major denominations in Namibia
are:
The Evangelical Lutheran OvamboKavango Church
South-West Africa1Namibia (ELOC),with a membership of 350,000;
The EvarrgelicalLutheran Church in South-West Africa1
Namibia (ELC), with a membership of 193,000;
The Roman Catholic Church, with over 180,000members;
The Anglican Diocese of Namibia, with a membelship
of around 60,000.
In addition to these four major denominations, the
Methodist, Congregational and African Methodist Episcopal churches are strong. There is also a sizeable proapartheid Dutch Reformed Church among Namibia's white
population, The ELOC and ELC are merging to form the
United Evangelical Lutheran Church. A11 denominations
except the Dutch Reformed Church are members of the
Council of Churches in Namibia, formed in 1 977.15
Faced with the daily experience of suffering under
apartheid, the Namibian churches slowly began to joln the
struggle for independence. In September 1967,the ELOC
and ELC complained to the South African Prime Minister
about the forced removal of many communities to the
bantustans, skyrocketing rents, restrictions on freedom of
movement, the denial to Blacks of the right to purchase
land, and the torture of detainees and political prisoners.I6
In 1971,Lutheran leaders commended the International
Court of Justice's ruling that South Africa's occupation of
Namibia was illegal." This communique was a critrcal
turning point in the churches' rejection of apartheid in
Namibia and a major contributing factor to the December
1971 general strike.
Since the 1971 open letter,the Namibian churches have
increasingly become a major forum for the expression of
popular opposition to apartheid rule. Lutheran and Anglican
chaplains serve in SWAPO refugee camps and trainlng
centers outside Namibia's borders.I8"SWAPO are our sons
and daughters, our brothers and sisters," insist Namibia's
church leaders.Ig Many church officials, pastors and
members are open SWAPO supporters. They have continued to criticize openly South Africa's injustices in
Namibia both in communicat~onswith the South African

occupation forces and in contacts with the United Nations
and Western governments.
Bishops Dumeni (ELOC),Kauluma (Anglican)and Koppman (Catholic)were presentat the UN-sponsoredJanuary
1981 Geneva conference on the implementation of UN
Security Council Resolution 435 to conduct behind-thescenes discussions with members of the Western Contact
Group (see glossary). Six months later, the Council of
Churches in Namibia's General Secretary toured Europeto
publicize the dangers of delaying Namibian independenceFOOn numerous occasions, Namibian church leaders have declared support for Resolution435 and opposition to US policy in Namibia.
This denominationaloppositionto South African oppression is built on a firm base of opposition at the local level,
among the parishes and people of the church. The local
church in rural Namibia is often the only major social
gathering point for the community. Church-related schools
and hospitals are the major providers of social services in
these remote rural areas. Because of their intimate knowledge of the communitiesthey serve, local parishes play a
critical role in providing documentation of human rights
abuses to internationaladvocacy groups such as Amnesty
International. Local parishes also often provide meeting
space for SWAPO-organizededucational campaigns and
discussion groups.
The churches have suffered greatly for their outspoken
opposition to apartheid in Namibia and open support for
SWAPO goals. A large number of clergy and laypeople
have been detained without charge or tr~aland subjectedto
torture because of their opposition to South African rule in
Namibia. Anglican Bishops Robert H. Mize, Richard Woods
and Colin Winter, among other leading officials of the
church in Namibia, have all been deported for their actions
In support of the aspirations of Namibia's p~pulation.~'
The
Lutheran printing press, which published the only nongovernment newspaper in the north, has twice been
bombed by South African forcesFz St. Mary's Anglican
seminary was blown up in 1981 F3
At least 13 percent of Lutheran pastors and laypersons
attending a 1982 national synod had been deta~nedby
South Afrlcan authorities, most having been tortured or
otherwise mistreated. The remaining delegates, who had
not themselves been detained or tortured, reported that
thelr family members, friends and neighbors had been
subjected to such abuses?' Despite these and numerous
other Incidents of offlcial violence against church members
and pastors, the churches continue to denounce South
Africa's occupation of Namibia.
South Africa has attacked Namibia's churches because

of "our rejection of this unjust system of government,"
noted Anglican Bishop James Kauluma in a January 1986
interview.25"They do not like the churches because they do
not like what the churches are saying.. .. The churches are
just trying to be faithful to the message of the Gospel in
criticizing a system which is very dangerous and harmful to
the churches as well as to the people of the country."
The opposition of the churches to South Africa's illegal
control over Namibia continuesto mount, as does Pretoria's
repression of this dissent. Already, in 1986,the Council of
Churches in Namibia offices have been firebombed and
numerous church members detained without charge in an
attempt to silence this increasinnlv vocal and credible
opponent. But, the church's determination is strong, and its
support for the liberationstruggle will remain a criticalfactor
shaping the future of Namibia.

Conclusion
Namibia's workers and churches are powerful champions of the Namibian people's aspirations for independence and justice. Their support, already crucial to the
struggle for the end of apartheid, will help to ensure that
independent Namibia will be able to create a truly just,
democratic society dedicated to the benefit of all its people.
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Namibia's Economic Importance
to South Africa
Apart from its role as a buffer to "protect" apartheid from
its neighborsin independentAfrica, Namibia plays a critical
part in securing South Africa's economic strangleholdover
the Southern Africa region. Namibia's vast mineral resources, its agricultural potential and its offshore fishing
grounds have enriched South Africa and foreign corporatlons. Although Namibia's per capita gross domestic
product (GDP) is one of the largest in Africa, its Black
majority population is among the continent's p0orest.l
The rape of Namibia began with its colonization by
Germany in the late nineteenth century. First through the
exploitation of Namibia's farmland and later-with the
discovery of diamonds along the Skeleton Coast and in the
Namib Desert in 1908-through mineral extraction, the
German colonial authorities promoted the pillage of Namibia's resources. By the time of South African occupation
durlng World War I, the mining, agricultural and fishing
industries were already assuming a classical colonial
pattern.Deliberately neglectingthe needs of the indigenous
population, foreign corporations and the colonial administration were extracting the vast profits extracted from the
land and labor of the Namibian people.
In addition to controlling the economic infrastructure of
Namibia, Pretoria claims Walvis Bay, Namibia's only deepwater port, as South African territory, pointing to a 1890
agreement between Germany and the British colonial
.~
the United Nations
government of South A f r i ~ aAlthough
and SWAPO, Namibia's liberation movement, have repeatedly protested this theft of an essential part of Namibia's
land, South Africa now administers Walvis Bay as part of
South Africa. In this way, South Africa hopes to retain a
stranglehold on the economy of Namibia even after
independence.

Minerals
Namibia is the fourth largest mineralexporter in the world
(by value of exports), exceeded only by South Africa, Zaire
and Zambia? Mineralsprovide one-third of Namibia's GDP,
two-thirds of its exports, and more than half its taxes4
Three maior corporations dominate the extraction of
Namibia's u~anium,'diamonds,copper, tin, lead and other
minerals: Consolidated Diamond Mines (South African),

Rossing Uranium Ltd. (British), and Tsumeb Corporation
(US and South African). Together, they control about 95
percent of the productionand export of Namibian mineral^.^
Diamonds Namibia produces approximately onefourth of the world's gem-quality diamonds6This production is controlled by Consolidated Diamond Mines, Ltd.
(CDM), a subsidiary of the Anglo-American Corporation's
DeBeers diamond cartel, which controls virtually all the
world's diamonds. Anglo-American is the largest South
African conglomerate, and was untrl recently the largest
single foreign investor in the United States. Almost half of
the world's gem diamonds are sold in the United States.
CDM has mining rights in Namibia through the year
2000, granted by the South African colonial authorities. It is
the largest private employer in Namibia, with over 5,000
workers in 1982.Almost all of the African laborersat CDM's
Oranjemund mine are short-term, unskilled or semi-skilled
laborers. They are required to live in single-sex hostels,
sometimes with 12 men in a single bedroom. The average
annual wage for African diamond miners in 1982 was 398
Rands ($366), including overtime and non-cash payments.
White workers at CDM live with their families in houslng
provided by the company, are concentrated in the highly
skilled and managerial positions, and earn vastly more than
their black colleagues?
According to a report released in November 1985, CDM
has been overmining Namibian diamonds and "swapping"
the rich Namibian gem diamondsfor poor-quality industrial
diamonds from DeBeer's South African mines. In this way,
profitsfor CDM operations in Namlb~ahave been artificially
lowered. The inquiry also revealed cases of outright tax
evasion and price manipulation. The investigator, Natal
(South Africa) Supreme Court Justice P.W. Thirion, also
estimated that Namibia's diamond reserves could be
depleted before 2000. A world slump in diamond sales has
been in progress since the late 1970s, so a large proportion
of the diamonds produced now goes into company
stockpiles valued at as much as $78 million?
Uranium The largest open pit uranium mlne in the world
is Namibia's Rossing Mine. Owned by the British-basedRio
Tinto Zinc (RTZ), Rossing was opened after the International Court of Justice declared South Africa's occupation
of Namibia illegal in 1971. Its operating license from the

South African authorities,therefore, is null and void under
international law. In 1982, Rossinggenerated 26 percent of
RTZ's after-tax profits, while representing only 4% percent
of RTZ's assets and just over 5 percent of its world sales? In
1981, the mine earned $128 million in net profits.1°
Rossing's 3,200 workers1'are somewhat better off than
CDM's labor force. Many black workers are under permanent contract, and some enjoy management-built family
housing. However, working conditions at the mine remain
intolerable. In 1979, Rossing's workers sent an urgent
messageto pilots employedby UTA, the French airlinethat
was the major means of transporting Rossing's uranium to
the West, complaining of inadequate medical care, overcrowding in the single-sex dormitones, lack of privacy and
no recreational facilities.
Uranium mining poses significant risks to the health of
Rossing's workers. According to one of the workers,
"worklng in open air, under hot sun, in the uranium dust
produced by grinding machines, we are also exposed to
the ever-present cyclonic wind which is blowing in this
desert.. . . Our bodies are covered with dust.. . . We are
inhaling this uranium dust into our lungs and many of us
have already suffered the effect."l2 SWAPO's United
Nations representative, Theo-Ben Gurirab, noted in a 1980
hearlng on Rossing, that "it normally takes years, if not
generations,for the ill-effects of radioactivity and chemical
poisoning to be established. . . [B]y the tlme we become
independent not only will we have been left w~tha country
depletedof its naturalresources; we will have been left w~th
a population that will suffer permanent ill-health . . ."I3
White workers, living farther away from the mine itself,
are given regular medical examinations, including x-rays
and blood tests. Black workers, besides suffering on-thejob contamination hazards, are forced to live very close to
the mine, and are thus constantly exposed to cancercausing uranium dust. The company does not conduct
blood tests on Black miners, as it does on whites, to
determine contamination levels in their blood.
SWAPO has said that uranium mlnlng as practiced in
Namibia today is "of no benefit to our people. On the
contrary,the only benefactors of thls illegal undertaking are
the companies involved, the Western governments [who
are their principal customers], and the South Afr~can

regime.. ..SWAP0 will claim compensation for [the exporl
of Namibianuranium] as theg o v e r m of an independent
Namibia vwSth the full authority of internationallaw behind
The Thirion inqJry intoCDM's diarriond miningexcesses
also uncovered disquieting fads about uranium mining.
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United Nations
Responsibilities
for Namibia
The United Nations
Council for Namibia

After the United
Nations revoked South
Africa's League of Nations
mandate to govern Namibia
in 1966, it assumed the legal
authority for governing Namibia
until its independence. Its principal
task has been the securing of Namibian
independence, which it has pursued in a
number of ways. Both the General Assembly
and Security Council have adopted resolutions
urging the international community to demand an
end to South Africa's illegal control. In addition, it has
established the United Nations Council for Namibia
(UNCN),the officeof UN Commissioner for Namibia,and a
number of other programs designed to assist in the
transition from colonial rule to independence and to aid the
Namibian people in the reconstruction of the country's
economic and political structures.

On May 19,1967, the UN General
Assembly approved Resolution2248 (S-V),
establishing the United Nations Council for
South West Africa as the sole legal authority
over Namibia. The Council was renamed the
United Nations Council for Namibia (UNCN) in 1968.
Under its charter, the UNCN has the following functions:
to administer Namibia until independence, taking special care to maximize the participation of Namibians in
this process;
to facilitate the transitional administration of Namibia
until such time as a Namibian legislature based upon
universal franchise can be established;
to convene a constitutional convention to draw up a
constitution for independent Namibia;
to maintain law and order; and
to transfer all powers to the government of Namibia
following its independence.
The UNCN is currently made up of 31 member nationsof
the United Nations:Algeria, Angola, Australia, Bangladesh,
Belgium, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burundi, Chile, China, Colombia, Cyprus, Egypt, Finland, Guyana, Haiti, India, Indonesia, Liberia, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland, Romania,
Senegal, Turkey, the USSR, the United Republic of Cameroon, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zambia. Its President is
Ambassador Paul Lusaka of Zambia. SWAP0 plays an
important part in the UNCN's work and the Organization of
African Unity maintains observer status in the UNCN.
From its establishment,the UNCN has been prevented
by South Africa from assuming its role inside Namibia.
Therefore, its activities have focused on:
emphasizing the UN's internationally-mandatedrole as
the legal authority over Namibia until independence;
exposing South Africa's illegal occupation of Namibia
and its repression of the Namibian people;
garnering international support for Namibia's liberation
struggle;
financing education and training programs, issuing
Namibians with international travel documents and
ensuring their full participationin the work of the UNCN;

ensuring the compliance of UN member states with all
UN resolutionson Namibia and encouraging respectfor
the International Court of Justice's 1971 ruling on the
illegality of South Africa's occupation of Namibia;
publicizingthe illegal activities of foreign corporations in
Namibia and showing how these activities support
South Africa's occupation;
determining, in consultation with UN member countries,
ways to increase pressure on South Africa to withdraw
from Namibia;
representing Namibian interestsin internationalforums;
keeping the issue of Namibian independence in the
public eye; and
administering and raising funds for the United Nations
Fund for Namibia.
In keeping with its responsibility as the sole legal
administrative authority in Namibia, the UNCN issued
Decree No. 1 for the Protectionof the Natural Resources of
Namibia in 1974. Decree No. 1 proclaims that the exploitation of Namibian natural resources by any person, entity or
corporation acting without authority from the UNCN is
illegaland that the offender(s)shall be liable for damagesto
the future government of independent Namibia. In 1985,
the UNCN initiatedlegal proceedings against URENCO, a
joint German-French-Dutch uranium cartel, for its continuous and illegal trade in Namibian uranium.
The United Nations Fund for Namibia became operational in 1972, and concentrates its resources inthree main
programs: the Nationhood Program (manpower training
and the identification of development priorities), educational assistance (through international scholarships and
the UN Institutefor Namibia,below) and social and relief aid
such as emergency food and medical suppliesforSWAPO
refugee camps. The UNCN acts as trustee for the Fund,
and raises money for its operationsthrough donatmnsfrom
UN member governments, foundations and non-governmental agencies.
The office of Commissioner for Namibia was established
by the General Assembly in 1967. The Commissioner
carries out executive and administrativetasks in conjunction with the UNCN, and is appointed annually by the
General Assembly. The current Commissioner is former
Indian Ambassador Brajesh Mishra.

A major element of the Commissioner'stask is to act as
chief co-ordinating authority for the Nationhood Program.
The Nationhood Program, established by the UN General
Assembly in 1976, was formed to provide assistance to
Namibia during the pre-independence and transitional
perlods into the early years of nationhood. The Program
carries out manpower training in several countries in Africa
and Europe, prepares surveys and analyses of the Namibian economy and social structure, and assists in the
identification of major prioritiesfor the post-colonial development of Namibia.

United Nations lnstitute for Namibia
According to its Charter, the United Nations Institute for
Namibia (UNIN) was established 'Yo provide Namibians
the necessary education and training so as to strengthen
all their efforts, including those at the political level, in the
struggle for freedom and equip them for the future planning
of and participation in the organization and administration
of various governmental departments and public services
in an independent Namibia."' It is not in any way a
traditional training college; its research, training, planning
and related activities are all specifically geared to the
struggle for freedom and independence. The concept
grows out of the recognition that some 20,000 to 30,000
posts in Namibia'scolonial administrationwould needto be
replaced after independence.

Furthermore, the lnstitute has become one vehicle
through which Namibians can overcomethe limitations of
the inadequate and unjust "bantu education" school
system currently imposed on the nation under South
African occupation. The segregated system seeks to
prepare Blacksto assume inferior roles in apartheid society
by de-emphasizing math, science and social science
courses. By this means, South Africa hopes to maintain a
large pool of undereducated, unskilled super-exploitable

Black labor for Namibia's
mines, fisheries, farms and factories.
The plan to establish UNlN was
approved by the Council in September 1974,
and by the General Assembly in December of
that year. It was launched on Namibia Day, August
26, 1976, with headquarters in Lusaka, Zambia. At
the launching ceremony, Zambian president Kenneth
D. Kaunda noted: 'this is the firsttime in the history of a non
self-governing country that the international community
has taken the initiative before liberation of preparing the
infrastructure and administration that will be required as
soon as freedom is achie~ed."~
The Institute's programs consist of a three-year diploma
course in development studies and management,
numerous short-term courses in supportive skills, remedial
education and workshops and skills seminars. UNlN also
promotes and publishes research into all aspects of
Namibian life, including history, agriculture, legal and
judicial matters, draft legislation and any other information
"which may be useful to the Liberation Movement and the
government of an independent Namibia."3
It also serves as an information and documentation
center on Namibia.
Through the UNCN, the Commissioner for Namibia,
UNlN and its other structures, the United Nations has laid
the foundations of an independent Namibia. Because of
these structures, the massive burden of economic, social
and political reform in post-colonial Namibia will be
alleviated. No other colonized territory has benefited from
such intense preparation for independence with the
assistance of the international community. SWAP0 joins
w ~ t hthe international community in recognizing the
importance and uniqueness of this contribution to the
struggle for independence.
1. To Be Born a Nat~on,p 298-299
2 UNlN Prospectus. 1980. p. 2
3. UNlN Prospectus. 1980. p 4

Namibia in US Policy

"It is, indeed, a sad and
tragic development of international politics that a leading
world power, which claims to be
the citadel of democracy, should
choose to use the sufferings and agony
of our unfortunateand small nation as a
bargaining card in pursuit of its own global
objectives."l
- SWAPO President Sam Nujoma
Official US policy since the United Nations terminated
South Africa's League of Nations mandate over Namibia in
1966 has been to oppose South Africa's illegal occupation
and support internationalrulings and world opinion in favor
of Namibian independence.In practice, however, throughout successive administrations, the US has suppoced
South Africa's continued colonization of Namibia and
obstructed efforts by the United Nations to achieve
Namibian independen~e.~

Kissinger's Anti-Communist
"Tar Baby" Policy
During the Nixon and Ford administrations(1969-1977),
the turmoil in Southern Africa received considerable
attention from the US. The fall of Portuguese colonial
regimes in Southern Africa in the mid-1970s generated
renewed hopes for Namibian independence within the
decade. However,these events had profound implications
for US and South African policy in the region.The new gov-

ernments in Angola and Mozambique were perceived in
Washington as pro-Soviet, and anti-communism increasingly becamethe principal determinant inthe formulationof
US policy towards Southern Africa.
Henry Kissinger, trst as National Security Advisor and
later as Secretary of State, was the main architect of this
Cold War approach. A key aspect of Kissinger's policy,
central to Option Two of the 1969 National Security
Memorandum 39 (known as the "Tar Baby" policy) stated:
"The whites are here to stay and the only way that
constructive change can come about is through them."3
Kissinger's policy ensured that Namibian independence
was never a priority during the Nixon and Ford years, and
also led to the 1975-76 unsuccessful intervention in
Angola's civil war on South Africa's side-one of Washington's worst foreign policy debacles.
South Africa, in response to this US stance, increasingly
promoted itself as the West's bulwark against Soviet
influencein SouthernAfrica and an important strategic ally
of the US. Consequently,issues of US access to strategic
minerals, trade and business interests, and anti-communism overshadowed recognition of the urgent need for
Namibian independence.
The US was unwilling to apply effective economic and
diplomatic pressures to force South Africa to relinquish its
control over Namibia, and it hindered such efforts in the
UnitedNations. In 1974,the USjoined Britain and France in
defeating a UN Security Council resolution to expel South
Africa from the United Nations. The three countries also
blocked a 1975draft resolutionimposingan arms embargo
against South Africa? In opposing UN Decree No. 1, the
1974 UN Council for Namibia declaration designed to
protect Namibian natural resources from exploitation by
foreign corporations, the US sought to expand its own
economic stake in occupied Namibia. The US has never
complied with Decree No. 1, and instead has implemented
a much weaker policy to "discourage" US firms from
investing in Namibia.5
The Ford Administration attempted to persuade South
Africa to bring SWAPO into the 1975 Turnhalle constitutional talks initiated by the Pretoria regime (see Factsheet
no. 3). South Africa's goal was to create a plan for an
"independent" Namibia firmly under Pretoria's thumb.

From the beginning, the Namibian liberation movement,
SWAPO, had refused to participate in the bogus scheme.
The US, although officially backing UN-supervised elections in Namibia, maintainedthat the Turnhalle conference
could be a preliminary step to the elections. Through this
kind of encouragement and unwillingness to pressure
South Africa, the Nixon and Ford administrations thus
acquiesced in South Africa's stalling and maneuvering.

The Carter Years
When Carter took office in 1977, the US government
became more active in the Namibia debate. Carter's UN
Ambassador, Andrew Young, and his deputy, Donald
McHenry, emerged as key actors in US efforts to revive
negotiations. With human rights as a major foreign policy
theme, and two Black Americans coordinating US negotiating efforts, the Carter Administration sought to gain the
support of African countries for US policy in Southern
Africa.
In 1977, the US and four other Western members of the
UN Security Council (Britain, France, Canada and West
Germany) joined to form the Western Contact Group in
order to negotiate a Namibian settlement. In part a
responseto independent Africa's rejection of South Africa's
"internal settlement" ploy, the Contact Group was also an
attempt to prevent a Security Council call for sanctions
against South Africa because of its refusal to abandon the
Turnhalle conference scheme and negotiatewith SWAPO.8
The Contact Group's efforts led to the September 29,
1978 UN Security Council passage of Resolution 435, the
only internationallyacceptable plan for Namibianindependence? However, South Africa immediatelyobjectedto the
plan and staged "elections" in Namibia in December 1978,
which brought the South African-created Democratic
Turnhalle Alliance (DTA) to power.The "elections,"fraught
with widespreadvoter intimidation and fraud, were declared
null and void by the UN.8
Throughout 1979 and 1980, repeated efforts by the
Contact Group to implement Resolution 435 were continually frustrated by South Africa. Nevertheless, the US
and the other members of the Contact Group refused to
consider sanctions against South Africa, instead demand-

ing further concessions from SWAPO.
After four years, the Carter Administration's policy had
failed to produce a Namibian settlement in large measure
due to its unwillingnessto exert strong pressureson South
Africa to abandon its "internal settlement" scheme. In
addition, the ascendence of National Securiiy Advisor
Zbigniew Brzezinsky's hard-line anti-Soviet views over the
more liberal perspectives of Young and McHenry rendered
the Carter Administration unable to break out of the
Kissinger mold in its policy toward Southern Africa. EastWest concerns, strategic interests, and trade considerations continued to stifle US action on Namibia.

Reagan's "Constructive Engagement"
The electionof Ronald Reaganin 1980 marked aturning
point in US policy towards Southern Africa. Reagan
radically de-emphasized the rhetorical keystoneof Carter's
foreign policy-support for human rights-in favor of an
aggressive commitment to stop "Soviet expansionism"
around the world. This new Cold War crusade has
facilitated the Reagan Administration's massive defense
build-up, hard-lineanti-Soviet propaganda, and support for
"anti-communist" insurgents in Central America and
Angola.
Another product of Reagan's Cold War policies is
"constructive engagement" in Southern Africa. Assistant
Secretary of State for African Affairs, Chester A. Crocker,
author of the policy, insists that Namibian independence
has always been one of its central components. From the
beginning, however, "constructive engagement" has
encouraged South Africa to deepen its internal repression,
to expand its regional war of destabilization in Southern
Africa, and to continue to obstruct Namibian independence.
Ignoring the historical conditions which brought Cuban
troops to Angola, the Reagan Administration has created
the major stumbling block to the implementation of Resolution 435 and Namibian independenceby linking Namibian
independence to Cuban withdrawal from Angola. Some
members of the Contact Group grew so impatient with
Washington's "linkage" doctrine that the Contact Group
effectively collapsed in 1984. US aid to UNITA, the South

African backed terrorist group in Angola, has now become
the focal point of US interest in the region and Namibian
independence is being linked to that group's incorporation
intothe Angolan government. Thus, once again Namibiais
hostage to US policy priorities.
The 1984 Lusaka Accords between Angola and South
Africa, partially brokered by the US, seemed to offer hope
for a rapid Namibiansettlement. Crocker boldly announced
that a major breakthrough had occurred which would
permit the final implementation of Resolution 435. In fact,
the potential for Namibian independence has diminished;
South Africa reneged on its commitments to withdraw from
Angola and in June 1985 established another Namibian
"transitional government," the Multi-Party Conference
(MPC), without even the pretense of an election. The new
arrangement is a clear step towards a unilateraldeclaration
of independence in violation of Resolution 435, and it
ensures South Africa's control over the "government" of
Namibia.
On March 4, 1986, South Africa's State President P.W.
Botha stated that Pretoria was prepared to implement UN
Resolution 435. However, Botha also reiterated Pretoria's
long-standing strategy for the obstruction of Namibian
independenceby making implementation of 435 contingent
uponthe withdrawal of Cubantroops from Angola, this time
by August 1, 1986. While the White House hailed the
announcement as a major breakthrough, the proposal is
another blatant attempt by South Africa and the Reagan
administration to stall Namibia's independence and make
SWAPO and Angola appear uncooperative.
The $15 million in US aid to UNITA, including sophisticated Stinger missiles, represents another setback for
Namibian independence. The administration is clearly
more intent on aiding South Africa in its efforts to topple the
Angolan government than in pressing it to move forward
with Namibian independence.After talks between Crocker
and senior SWAPO officials in Luanda in early 1986,
SWAPO's Secretary of Information, Hidipo Hamutenya,
said that Washington was now "pressing for a second
linkage" to get the Angolan government to accommodate
the demands of the UNITA terrorists.
The negotiationsfor Namibian independenceare unlikely
to move forward given the increasingly unacceptable

demands being advanced by the Reagan administration
and South Africa. Meanwhile, the suffering and repression
of the Namibian people continue unabated.
1. Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Policy, p. 46.
2. Namibia: The Crisis h US Foreign Policy, pp. 13-30.
3. National Security Council Interdepartmental Groupfw Africa. "Sudy in
Response to NSSM 39: Southern Africa," 15August 1969[AFI NSC-IG 69-1,
p. 13.
4. Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Pol~cy,p. 13.
5. Namibia's Stolen Wealth, p. 46.
6. Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Policy, p. 15.
7. Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Policy, p. 16.
8. Namibia: The Crisis in US Foreign Policy, p. 18.

(Chronology on Reverse side)

Afrlkaanr The language of the Dutch immigrantswho first colonized
South Africa. Viewed by
Blacks as the language of
oppression.
Apartheid. (ah-PART-hate) South
Africa's system of legalized racial
oppression by which the Black majority in
South Africa and Namibia are subjugated by
the white minority.
Bantustan. (BAN-too-stan) also called "homeland." One of the crowded, economically destitute
parcels of land in Namibia or South Africa which are the
only places Africans can own property.
Black. A person of non-white racial heritage, including
the African, so-called "colored" and Asian racial groups in
Southern Africa.
Clark Amendment. The 1976 US law prohibiting aid to
any rebel groups in Angola. Repealed in 1985, the Clark
Amendment was originally passedwhen Congress learned
of secret CIA support for South African backed rebels in
Angola's 1974-75 civil war.
"Colored." An apartheid race classification meaning
persons of mixed racial heritage. In Namibia, some "Coloreds" are also called "Basters" (bastards). There are
approximately 120,000 "Coloreds" in Namibia.
"ConstructiveEngagement." The Reagan Administration's foreign policy toward Southern Africa. The policy
assumes wrongly that through "quiet diplomacy," increased
economic ties and friendly relations, South Africa can be
persuadedto end apartheid, make peace with its neighbors,
and grant Namibian independence.
Destabilization. South Africa's policy of economic
pressure, support for rebel movements in the independent
countries of Southern Africa, and military raids and diplomatic offensives against these countries. The policy is
designed to prevent these countries from aiding SWAPO
and other liberationmovements and to retain South Africa's
dominance as a regional power.
DTA Democratic Turnhalle Alliance. A South Africancreated political party in Namibia, with little actual popular
support. The DTA agreed to form a South African-

sponsored "internal government" in 1978,which eventually
collapsedbecause of its pro-apartheidpolicies.The DTA is
one of six parties which South Africa brought together in
1985 to form the MPC.
"Intenal aettkment." Attempts by South Africa to
bypass UN Resolution435. Under the terms of Resolution
435, any such action is null and void.
Kasrlnga. A SWAPO refugee camp in Angola that was
destroyed by South African troops in May 1978. Over 700
Namibian refugees were massacred.
Katutura. (kah-too-TOO-rah) A Black township on the
outskirts of Windhoek. When South African forces tried to
'force Blacksliving around Windhoek to move into Katutura
in 1959, South African police killed 13 and wounded 59
others. This protest was a leadingfactor in the formation of
SWAPO.
"Linkage.wThe US Reagan Administration's insistence
on the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola before a
settlement can be reached on Namibian independence.
This doctrine remains the major stumbling block to the
implementation of UN Resolution 435.
Migrant Laborers. Also known as "contract laborers."
Under apartheid, most workers can only expect to have
their job for 12 to 18 months, and then must obtain a new
contract by returningto the rural bantustans.They are often
forced to live twelve to a room in single-sex "hostels," and
are unable to live with their families.
MPC. Multi-Party Conference.A South African-created
coalitionof six unpopularpoliticalpartiesexcluding SWAPO.
In June 1985, the South African government installed the
MPC as an "interim government" without an election. The
MPC has no control over defense, internal security or
foreign affairs, and its laws are subject to veto by South
Africa.
"Operational Zone." Where South African forces are
carrying out war against SWAPO and the people. The
"operational zone" covers most of northern Namibia, and
almost half the population. It is under a strict dusk-to-dawn
curfew. In 1985, South Africa sealed off this area to all
outsiders not having official permission to be there.
Ovamboiand. Namibia's largest bantustan in the north.
Per Captta Gross Domestic Product (GDP). The
actual value of a nation's production considered as a "per

person" figure. Obtained by dividing the total value of
production by the population.
PUN. The People's Liberation Army of Namibia,
SWAPO's military wing, which has been carrying out an
armed struggle against South African rule since 1966.
Rand. The currency of South Africa and Namibia. As of
February 1,1986, one Rand was worth approximately 49
cents in US dollars.
Sanctions. A punitive government action designed to
pressure South Africa to end apartheid and its illegal
occupation of Namibia through restrictingbusiness, trade,
cultural and diplomatic ties with South Africa.
Settler Farmers. White farmers and ranchers living in
Namibia. They raise crops and livestock for export to other
countries. There are approximately 6,000 settler farms in
Namibia, employing approximately 50,000 poorly-paid
Black laborers.
Subristenee Agriculture. Farming or livestock raising
as a means of providing food for oneself and one's family,
and not for trade or commerce.
SWAPO. South West Africa Peoples Organization.
Launched in 1960, SWAPO is Namibia's liberation movement. It has been waging an armed struggle for independence since 1966.
UN Decree No. 1. The 1974 United Nations Councilfor
Namibia declaration making it illegal for corporations to
exploit Namibia's natural resources. The US refuses to
honor this decree.
UN Resolution435. The 1978 United Nations Security
Council plan for Namibian independence under UN sponsorship and supervision. Resolution 435 calls for a ceasefire, democratic elections and then a new constitution.
South Africa refuses to implement the resolution.
Westen Contact Group. Made up of representatives
from five nations-the US, Briiain, France, West Germany
and Canada-the Contact Group drew upthe basis for UN
Resolution 435, the only internationally-acceptableplan for
Namibian independence. The Contact Group has collapsed, because of South African and US insistence since
1981 on the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola
before implementing Resolution 435.
Windhoek. (VIND-whook)Namibia's capital city, seat of
South African occupation.

Chronology
Dec. 10,1959. SA police kill 1 1 people,wound 54 during
protestfollowing removal of blacks in Windhoek to Katutura.
1960. SWAPO formed as national anti-colonial movement.
1965. The Organization of African Unity recognizes
SWAPO.
Aug. 26,1966. SWAPO begins armed struggle.
1967. 37 SWAPO members tried under South African
security laws, including Andimba Herman Toivo ja Toivo.
May 19,1967. UN Council for Namibia established by
General Assembly as the sole legal authority over Namibia.
Aug. 12, 1969. UN Security Council terminates SA's
mandate over Namibia, confirming June 1966 General
Assembly action.
June 21, 1971. SA rule in Namibia declared illegal by
International Court of Justice.
June 30,1971. Namibian church leaders issue Open
Letter supporting International Court of Justice ruling.
Dec. 13,1971.20,OOO workers stage two-month strike to
protest contract labor system.
1972 State of Emergency declared in Ovamboland.
1973. United Nations General Assembly recognizes
SWAPO as the authentic representative of the Namibian
people.
Dec. 13, 1974. UN General Assembly establishes UN
Decree No. 1 making extraction of minerals or other
resources from Namibia illegal without UN consent.
June 6,1975. US, Britain, France veto Security Council
resolution on arms embargo against SA because of its
occupation of Namibia.
Sept. 1975. SA sets up Turnhalle Conference In Windhoek, excluding SWAPO.
Sept. 1975. SA invades Angola from Namibia in collaboration with US CIA. One month later, Angola invites
Cuban troops to help in its defense against South African
aggression. SA forces remain over six months.
1976. UN General Assembly grants SWAPOfull observer
status.
Jan. 1976. UN Security Council passes Resolution 385
calling for Namibian elections "under UN supervision and
control."
Aug. 26, 1976. UN Institute for Namibia launched in
Lusaka, Zambia.
April 1977. US, Canada, Britain, France and West
Germany form Contact Group, launching negotiationswlth
SA to plan internationallyacceptable elections in Namibia.
Aug. 1977. SA appoints Adm~nistrator-Generalto Namibia as part of strategy to establish autonomy for Namibia
under its control.
April 10,1978. Contact Group presents peace plan for
Namibia includingceasefireand UN-supervisedelections.

Aprll25,1978. SA accepts Contact Group Plan.
May 4, 1978. SA conducts massacre at Kassinga,
Angola: 750 Namibians killed, over 200 imprisoned,
July 12,1978. SWAPO accepts Contact Group Plan.
Sept. 20, 1978. SA rejects Contact Group Plan, announces its own elections in Namibia.
Sept. 29,1978. UN Securiiy Council passes Resolution
435 to implement Contact Group Plan.
Dec. 4-8, 1978. SA holds Namibian elections for
constituent assembly to write new constitution. Election
fraught with widespread electoral fraud and intimidation.
UN declares elections illegal.
April 1979. SA arrests virtually all SWAPO leaders inside
Namibia.
May 1979. SA launches military offensive, extends
martial law to cover 80 percent of population.
May 12,1980. SA demands concessions on issues of
demilitarized border zone and UN impartiality.
June 7,1980. SA invades Angda with 4,000 troops.
Jan. 14, 1981. Geneva Conference on Namibia collapses after SA-backed DTA breaks off negotiations.
March 31,1981. US Reagan Administration proposes
changes in Resolution 435: constitution before, not after
elections.
April 30, 1981. US, Britain, and France veto four UN
Security Council resolutions for sanctions on SA because
of its intransigence over Namibia.
Aug. 24,1981. SA invades Angola, occupying southern
part of the country.
October 1981. Contact Group submits revised plan for
Namibian elections.
November 1981. SA troops attack what they claim is
SWAPO supply base near Cambeno, Angola, killing about
200.
Aug. 15,1982. SA launches one of its largest assaults
on Angola, pushing more than 175 miles over border.
Dec. 20,1982. UN General Assembly rejects US and SA
attempts to stall Resolution 435 by linking it to the
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola.
Aug. 18,1983. Angola evacuates Cambeno, 180 miles
north of border, after five-hour SA napalm and phosphorous
raid.
Oct. 20-28, 1983. UN Security Council debates on
Namibia. US abstains on Resolution 539, condemning
"linkage." Other Contact Group nations vote in favor of
resolution.
Dec. 19, 1983. SA launches new invasion of Angola,
continuing through January 1984.
Feb. 16, 1984. Angola and SA sign Lusaka Accord,
brokered by US. As part of Accord, SA agrees to withdraw
from Angola no later than March 31. Despite its promise,
SA leaves troops in Angola until April 1985.
Mar. 1,1984. Andimba Herman Toivo ja Toivo, SWAPO
co-founder, released after serving 18 years in SA prisons.

May 1984. SA initiates roundtable conference in Lusaka, Zambia, including SWAP0 and SAbacked MPC. Talks break down in
two days because of SA insistence
on "linkage."
July 25, 1984. SA hdds talks with
SWAPO in Cape Verde, refuses SWAPO
proposalto implement Resolution435, demands
unilateral SWAPO ceasefire.
Sept 10, 1984. Newsweek reports SWAPO-SA
talks "shelved until after the US elections.. . SA plans no
new initiatives until it's clear that Ronald Reagan will be in
the White House to help execute them."
Jan. 1, 1985. UN Security Council passes Resolution
546 condemning SA "unprovoked attack on Angola. US
and Briiain abstain.
Jan. 1985. SA launches "Iron Fist" offensive in northern
Namibia.
March 1985. SA seals off northern Namibia to all
outsiders not having official permission.
May 21, 19bS. SA Defense Force commando unit
captured attempting to sabotage Gulf oil installation in
Angola, disguised as guerrillas of SA client UNlTA rebels.
June 17, 1985. SA installs MPC "interim government"
without elections. Protest rallies broken up by SA police
squads.
Jan. 23,1996. Arsonists destroy Council of Churches in
Namibia office in Windhoek in 3:00 a.m. raid..
Jan. 26, 1996. South African police arrest 56 young
Namibians at a barbecuein Windhoekto celebratethe UN
Year of Peace.
Mar. 4,1986. SA announces it will implement Resolution
435 if Cuban troops leave Angola by August 1.
Mar. 8, 1986. Angola refuses SA offer, claiming SA
aggression necessitates Cuban presence.
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Dlvaatmmk Take your maney out of banks and corporations doing business in South Africa and NamiMa. Get
involved in legislative campaigns in your city, county
and/or state to requirethe divestment of public funds from
these carporations making money from the oppression of
Black Namibians and South Africans.
U n h &lld.rlty: Namibian workers need our support.
Contact your unlm officers and ask what concrete steps
they aretaking against aparttreidin Namibiaand in support
of Black u n i m in Southern Africa. Call for union pension
funds to divest from South Africa and Namibia. Urge
passage of resolutions on Namibia and apartheid,
N.tlonJ GehkrtConr: Organize events to commemorate dates of southern African resistance movements,
such as Namibia Day (August 26), Kessinga Day (May 4,
1978 maasacre of Namibian refugees), Coordinate with
nationalgroupeto ensure nationalaction, Many universities
have annual activities stafting March 21 (anniversary Bf
SnafpeviUe massacre in South Africa) and continuing
through April 4 (assassinationof Dr. Martin Luther King,Jr.).
Human Rlghte Advocacy: Throughout your work
around Namibia, it is crucial to highlight the plight of
Namibia's pditical prisonersand the victimsof torture, Urge
people inyour area to pressure our governmenttodemand
the releasedall Namibianpoliticalprisoners, andto use its
leverageto stop South Africa's torture of innocent civilians
and poliical leaders inside NamibiaAmnesty International
(see addressthis page) is currentlyconductinga campaign
to stop torture in Namibia.

Rerr;oureesfor Actlon and Study
A Cry lor PClOdm 20 minute Lutheranfilm introducing
Namibia and efforts toward its independence. Can be
rented from Lutheran World Ministries.
A FuWmlorNNnlbk. Catholic Institutefor lnternational
Relations, five volumes, 1 980-1984.Excellent background
and details on Namibia, its past, and its future potential.
Cy Southern A f W . Lutheran World Ministries, 1985.
Backgroundpacket on apartheid and resistance focusing
on Namibia and churches.
FOISelf-D.krmSmUon and G . n W NaUornl1nd.pmdonca lor NamMk. UN Council for Namibia back-

ground information packet on Namibia.
Namdbl.: Tdi th. World. Holland Committee on South
Africa, 1986.50 minute video on the current situation in
Namibia.
NamWa: Tem&dby Torhm. Amnesty lnternational
BulletinNo. 5,Campaign to Abolish Torture, 1 995.Available
in bulk.
N8mlbk: 7h. Cllhk In US W c y Toward Southern
Afttat. TransAfrica, 1983.Good overview of US policy
toward Namibia.
N8mIbhn Independom: A Global Rwpondbllffy,
by A.W. Singham and Shirley Hune. Lawrence Hill publishers, 1985.Overview of Namibian independenceas an
issue in the UN and non-aligned movements.
Namlbknr In WIe: BulMnglor the Fufum. I 983.37
minute video filmed in Namibianrefugee camps in Angola.
Stop AprrtMd'8 WIrl Washington Office on Africa
Educational Fund, 1984.20 cents plus postage, discount
on bulk orders. Six pages on South Africa's destabilization
of Southern Africa, emphasizing US policy.
7Be PYunaler of Namlbhn UmnIum. United Nations,
1982. Majar findings of United NationsCouncil for Namibia
hearing on Namibian uranium, July 1980.
The Roo& of Wda In Southern AM-, by Ann
Seidman. Oxfam America and Africa World Press, 1985.
$8.95paperback. How apartheidand US policy combineto
produce a development crids in Southern Africa. Includes
overview of critical policy issues.
The Roadna FN., Campaign Against the Namibian
Uranium Contracts, IQSO, How Britain secretly obtains
uranium from Namibia,
To 6a Bom a N.tlom SWAPO, Zed Press, 1981.
SWAPO's account ofthe historyof the liberation struggle in
Namibia.
WaIW8 Bay: NamIbls's Port, by RRiohard Moorsom.
lnternational Defense and Aid Fund and UN Council for
Namibia,1984.Backgroundon Namibia's only deep-water
port, still claimed by South Africa as part of its territory.
Ths Worken of Namlbla, by Gillian and Suzanne
Cronje. lnternational Defense and Aid Fund, 1979.A study
of South Africa's repressive contract labor system in
Namibia, particularly strong on mass opposition and
unionism.

Groups Oqanlzlng on Namlbla
A m d c m Comrnltteo on Mrlcr/Atrlca Fund, 198
Broadway, New York, NY 10038.(212)962-1210.
Amne6ty int.mrtlonrl USA, 322 8th Avenue, New
York, NY 10001.(212)807-8400.
C.llfoml. Newsreel, 630 Natoma Street, San Francisco, CA 94103.(415)621-6196.
EpilooprlChurchpoopto for a F mSouthern Af339 Lafayette, New York, NY 10912. (212)477-0066.
Law@ Committee for Uvil Rights Unkr Lmw,
Southem Africa PmjW, 1400 "Eye" Street, NW, Washington, DC 20005.(202)371 -1212.
Luthmn World Mlnklrbr, 360 Park Avenue South,
New York NY 10010. (212)532-6350.
Notlomi Namibia Concerns, 860 Emerson, Denver,
CO 80218.(303)830-2774.
SouthWest Nrka p.OPk8 Orgalutlon, 801 Second
Avenue, New York, NY 10017.
Southern M c a Support Praf.ct, 1349 lngraham
Street, NW, Washington, DC 2001 1.
TransAfrica, 525 Eighth Street, SE, Washington, DC

20003.(202)547-2550.
United NationsCoundl tor Namibia, UN Secretariat,
35th Floor, New York, NY 10017.
Wrrhington Ottlo on AIrlca, 1 1 0 Maryland Amue,
NE, Washington, DC 20002.(202)546-7961.Formw..kly
taped three-minute memaQ* emphwldng bgbWve
action, phmthe An#-Aprrthdd Actlon HoUIm (202)
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NAMIBIA IS THE NEXT LlNK IN THE STHUGGLE AGAINST COLONIALISM IN SOUTHERN AFRICATHE LAST LlNK BEFORE SOUTH AFRICA ITSELF!
Heightened interest in southern Africa issues in the U.S. has focused increased attention on South Africa's repressive system of apartheid and the
violent imposition d apartheid policy throughout Southern Africa. However,as the crisis within SouthAfrica intensifiesand the strugglethere claimsa
growing number of lives, the issue of Namibian independence often becomes overshadowed. Namibia is Africa's last colony, stiU denied its right te~
self-determination and sovereignty by South Africa's illegal occupatim.

The
Washington
OflRce
on Africa

Educational
Fund

The FREE NAMIBIA PACKET ie a resource of the Washington Office on Africa Educational Fund (VVOAEF) designed to provide a basic
understanding of South Africa's exploitation of Namibia's human and natural resources, as well as the struggle of the Namibian people for
self-determination and treedom.
We hope that the FREE NAMIBIA PACKET will be used in the classroom, union meetings, church gatherings, and wherever possible as a tool to
educate and motivate concerned people to take action around the Namibian issue.
WON'T YOU JOIN US TODAY BY ORDERING OUR PACKET AND OTHER MATERIALS?
YES! a n d me
copies of the FREE NAMIBIA PACKET
($3.00 ea.1-50; $2.M ea.50+ Please add 35% postage to all prices)
Also, send me other Washington Office an Africa (WOA) and Washington Office on Africa Educational Fund (WOAEF) materials.

-The South AMca InformationPacket

Provides basic information necessary to understanding apartheid.
($2.50ea. 1-50; $2.00 50+)

-The South Africa Legislative Pack&t
Provides the information necessary to do informed lobbying against U.S. support for apartheid.
($3.00 ea. 1-50; 62.50 m. 50+)

-AMANDLA! Audio-visual presentation of the histlory of the freedom struggle, 35 minutes.
Jide show $85
filmstrip $55
rental $30 (filmstrip and slide show, only)
Name
Address
City, State, Zlp
Phone (

1

0 videotape $125

