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SHIPPING RESEARCH BUREAU

AMSTERDAM

¢ beptember 1991

African National Congress
attn: Kingsley Makhubela
801 2nd Avernue, Suite # 405
NEW YORK, NY 10017

Dear Comrade,

Enclosed you will find a copy of the text of my statement delivered on the
Hearing on the 0il Embargo on August 15th.

Unfortunately, I had not encugh time to meet you in person when I was in New
York. I was very much pleased to hear your statement about the place of the
01l embargo in the ANC's vision since the Durban conference. We have had
some problems in getting texts of resclutions etcetera, and in norne of the
texts we have managed to get hold of, the oil embargo was mentioned
explicitly. As you will see on the attached copy from the forthcoming issue
of our Newsletter on the 0il Embargo, we have had to rely on a story in a
Dutch daily rewspaper when reporting on the cutcome of the conferernce as

far as o0il sanctions are concerned. My colleague Huguette Mackay has however
been able to include your statement in a section on the UN nearing, just
before the Newsletter went into print.

We would be very much obliged if you could send us a copy of whatever
document from the conference that mentions the oil embargo.

Yours faithfully,

oHIPFING RESEARCH BUREAU

Richard igeveld
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United Nations
Hearings on o1l embargo

At special hearings on the oil embargo, Ambassador
Nyakyi of Tanzania and chairman of the United Nations
Intergovernmental Group to Monitor the Supply and
Shipping of Oil and Petroleum Products to South Africa
stressed that the o1l embargo must be maintained. Only a
policy of pressure and assistance would bring closer a
new non-racial democratic South Africa, he said, stress-
ing also, that the embargo should be lifted only when a
new democratic and non-racial constitution was adopted
in South Africa.

The Intergovernmental Group organised hearings on
the oil embargo against South Africa, on 15 August. The
hearings focussed on: 1. how to render the o1l embargo;
2. securing cooperation of Governments which had re-
fused in the past to respond to the Group’s appeals or had
lifted their bans and restrictions; 3. the appropriate
timing or condition for hfting the embargo.

Several speakers addressed the different issues of the
embargo. A representative of the New York-based Inter-
faith Center on Corporate Responsibility (ICCR) said
that not one of the oil compnaies operating in South
Africa had headed the call of apartheid’s South African
and international opponents to refuse to comply with the
country’s strategic supply laws. Also, she had learnt from
South African union leaders, oil companies continued to
pay low wages and pursue anti-union practices. The
[CCR spokesperson stressed that the o1l embargo would
continue to send a strong signal to those companies.

A spokesperson tor the Shipping Research Bureau em-
phasised that the success of the oil embargo should not be
measured by the import of crude oil but by the extent of
the cost placed on the South African economy. Twenty-
five to US $30 billion had been spent by South Africa
over the last twelve years to overcome the embargo. The
spokesperson also said that there are indications that
South Africa i1s anticipating the end of the embargo.
Refining facilities are being upgraded. Also talks be-
tween certain African countries and South Africa for oil
deliveries via indirect routes have been part of the
anticipated ending of the embargo. (see also p. 2 of this
Newsletter).

Other invited speakers to the hearings were Mr. Well-
ington Nyangoni, professor at Brandels University,
USA, and Mr. Richard Lillich, professor of law at
Virginia University. He drafted a model law for the
effective enforcement of the UN o1l embargo. The law
was presented by the Intergovernemntal Group in Au-
gust 1990 (see newsletter No. 22 p. 12). Professor Lillich
said that the model law still had importance. The Inter-
governmental Group should continue in its present
course of encouraging the adoption by member states of
the model law enforcing the o1l embargo. He also said
that the voluntary sanctions had been successful and that
they had changed South African conduct. The Group’s
view that the voluntary oil embargo had created change
in South Africa was accurate, he stated. A political and
economic cost had been imposed on South Africa.

At the hearings the ANC explained its policy on sanc-
tions as adopted at its conference in July in Durban that
major sanctions as the oil embargo, as well as the arms

embargo and restrictions on high technology, should be
the last sanctions to be lifted. They should be maintained
until a transitional government was established leading
eventually to the holding of elections for a democratic
government.

ANC Conference

Oil embargo in place until
agreement on new constitution.

The oil embargo must remain in place until an agree-
ment has been reached on a new constitution and the
preparations for democratic elections has commenced.
This was one of the conclusions of the ANC’s 48th
National Conference in Durban in the beginning of July.
The conference also concluded that sanctions are an
important weapon in maintaining pressure on the South
African government. A call was made upon the interna-
tional community to continue to use this weapon to
maintain pressure on the ‘regime to expedite forward
movement to the attainment of the objective of a non-
racial democracy.” The ANC conference was the first
one to be held in South Africa since 1938.

The ‘resolution on the foreign policy of the ANC’ which
covered the ANC’s sanctions programme stated further-
more that sanctions must be used creatively in order to
arrest the erosion that has occurred. Accordingly, sanc-
tions must continue to be used as a necessary form of
pressure. Specified groups of sanctions should be used to
achieve the following strategic objectives:

a) The removal by the regime of obstacles to nego-
tiations, as stipulated in the Harare [OAU 1988] and UN
declarations, as well as the implementations of effective
measures by Pretoria to end violence;

b) The installation of an interim government according
to agreed transitional arrangements and modalities on
the transition to a democratic order;

c) The adoption of a democratic constitution and the
holding of free and fair elections for a non-racial parha-
ment and a representative government.

In his closing address the newly elected president of the
ANC Nelson Mandela stressed that the sanctions debate
should focus at the problem as it is developing and should
not rely on mere rhetoric. ‘We want to continue to hold
the line on the question of sanctions, and unless there 1s a
great deal of flexibility and imagination we will be left
holding a shell and nothing else. We will continue to call
on the international community to support the position

of the ANC for peace and unity in this country’, Mr.

Mandela said.
|de Volkskrant (the Neth) 8 July 1991]

Commonwealth postpones talks

on ending oil sanctions

Following the revelations on South Africa’s funding of
the Inkatha movement of Chief Buthelezi the Common-
wealth decided not to discuss a possible lifting of the oil

sanctions against South Africa at its coming meeting in
Harare in October.

Newsletter on the Oil Embargo against South Africa, No. 24, third quarter 1991




STATEMENT BY RICHARD HENGEVELD
SHIFFING RESEARCH EUREAU AMSTERDAM

HEARING OF THE UNITED NATIONS INTERGOVERMMENTAL GROUFP TO MONITOR
THE SUPPLY AND SHIPRPING OF OIL AND PETROLEUM FRODUCTS TO SOUTH AFRICA

UNITED NATIONS, NEW YORK, 15 AUGUST 1991

The primary task of my Bureau is to follow the movements of the world's
tanker fleet, identify ships and companies involved in clandestine ship-
mernts of 01l to South Africa and regions from which oil and petroleum
products flow to South Africa — in short, to act as a non—-goverrmental
o1l embargc watchdog! monitoring cil embargo viclations.

In my statement I will deal with:

a. The state of affairs with regard to the o0il embargo: Is it
'crumbling?, as the headlines sometimes have it?

b. A few remarks on what has been accomplished by the oil embarge,
and on reasons speaking for its maintenance.

c. To conclude, I shall devote attention to a few recent develop-
ments as regards Saouth Africa’s relation with the cutside world

it the field of oil.

e

The o©il embargo, which should be understood in a broad sense, [1] is
still in place today.

Until July 10th, I would have said it was still firmly and fully in
place, as not a single country, and not a single international organ-—
1sation had repealed or softened any piece of o©il embargo legislation or
policy or agreement, or call for an oil embargo until that date.

On 10 July 13391, President Bush lifted the Comprehernsive Anti Apartheid
Act (CARA) of 1386, including its Section 321(a) reading that “No crude
a1l ar refined petroleum product ... may be exported to South Africa’.

1. The existing o1l embargc has a variety of facets, including: the
calls contained in the Gerneral Assembly’s oil embargo resclutionsg
o1l embargo measures called for or imposed by various transnaticonal
bodiesy; laws, regulations etcetera on the national level in a large
number of 1ndividual states; policies adopted and the cancelling of
contracts with o1l companies by local authoarities; decisions takern
by certaln companies not to deal with South Africa in the oil busi-
ness (or at least their apparent restraint in this respect): and
various actions by concerned bodies and persons, ranging from con-—
sumer bovcotts to the refusal by trade-unionists to handle tankers
orr  decisions by pension funds to divest their shares in oil majors
active 1nn South Africa.
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to 1ift its il embargo.

Orn 14 July 1331, the Goverrnment of Israel followed suit and carncelled

1ts boycott measures of 16 September 1987, which included a prohibition
of “the sale and transfer to Scouth Africa of cil and its products’.

What are the consequences of these two steps?

Before the two countries introduced their embargoes, rneither of them had
been i1mportant for South Africa as far as crude oil is concerrned. [2]

The Israeli oil embargo was largely a symbolic decision, since nothing

15 known on 01l links between Israel and Scuth Africa, either before or
after 1987.

The USA, however, has of course been very important as the base of some
of the large multinational o©il refiners in Scouth Africa. It was de-
scribed at the time as "a victory for all anti-apartheid forces” [3]
when Mobil, prompted by the US anti-apartheid legislation, arncunced its
withdrawal 1n April 1989. Recently, Mobil has said it was now not
plarnming to return to South Africa. [4]

Uther US companies assisted South Africa in its synthetic fuel and other
import substitution programmes, such as the SASOL fuel-from-ccal plants
and the Mossel Bay gas production and liquefaction project.

Tarkkers of some US shipping companies have been identified by the
ohipping Research Bureau as carriers of crude oil to Scuth Africa in the
years up to 1987, although not from the USA. The USA itself has been a
scurce for refined petroleum products, and even the earlier quoted
section of the CAAAR 1986 has rnot prevented shipments of petroleum—-based
praoducts such as vital lubricant additives after 1986.

However, summing up:

Since rneither of the two countries that have lifted their cil embargo sc
far have played a part as sources for crude oil for Scuth Africa, their
change of policy will not alter the fact that still every load of crude
a1l reaching Scuth Africa does so in contravention of cil embargoes. [5)

. In our files there is only one small tarker which delivered crude
c1l from the USA to South Africa (Esso Portland, 50,967 tons dead-
weight). This happerned as far back as February 1979.

otatemernt National Executive Committee Chemical Workers Industrial
Urniiorn, South Africa, 30 April 13985.

Business Day, Scuth Africa, 12 July 1991.

That there 1is a problem with regard to the actual enfaorcement of
adopted embarga policies, and that there are key shipping and 'cil-
handling’ nations which have not adopted any measures or only lim-
ited ones, and that much of this is to be attributed to the non-
mandatory status of the oil embargo, 1is certainly true. These are
questions which have been raised in almost every publication of the
ohipping Research Bureau since its inception in 1980, and which have
alsa  besn at the core of the Intergoverrmental Group’s erndeavours
since 1%238ck.
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We have seern trade embargoes being called into question and even being
lifted in other places as well since 1990, but this has had no bearing
aonn the o1l embargc.

Evern the much misunderstocd 'lifting’ of sanctions by the Eurcopearn

Commurity applies, if to anything, to the package of 1386 aonly, leaving

The Foreign Ministers of the Nordic_Countries, which include the twc
nations Dermark arnd Norway whose companies once were the biggest o1l
transporters to South Africa, have been considering the issue, and
concluded that "in the light of the developments ... the time 15 ap-
proaching when the economic sanctions applied by the Nordic countries
against Sauth Africa must be re-examined"”. But they alsc concluded that
that time had not yet come, [6]1 which leaves their exemplary legal bans

on crude transports to South Africa in force unscathed.

In the United States_of_America, the 1lifting of the federal sanctions
law leaves in place sanctions imposed by numercus states, counties and
cities. [71 Some of them directly affect o©il companies active in South
Africa, as was shown as recently as February when the state of New
Jersey decided not to rerew a multi-million dollar contract with GShell

0il because of Shell's investments in Scuth Africa. [8]

Even more recently, the palitical crisis in South Africa prompted by the
disclosures in the so-called 'Inkathagate! scandal has strengthened the
determination to maintain cil embargo measures.

Previous hopes entertained at the Commonwealth Secretariat that the
repeal of the oil embargo could be endorsed at the Commorwealth Harare
conference rnext October have now disappeared, we read in an il weekly

ten days ago. [31

The Organisaticn_of African_Unity met in Nigeria in late July to discuss
the possible relaxation of the o1l embargo and other sanctions. Any
steps in that direction, and attempts by Scuth Africa to forge bilateral
oil links with West African states - to which I will return shortly -

alsco appear to have been checked.

Last, but nrot least, tocday's meeting is sufficient proof that the

[reeSpe——e———————— ¥ ___B_ _ B __ B

£. Nordic Statement on Africa, released at the conclusion of a meeting
held at Karlshamn, Sweden, &2-232 March 13991. UN Centre against
Gpartheid, Notes and Documents No.o 8/91.

7. The Scuth African Weekly Mail of 12-18 July 1991 lists £6 states,
20 counties and 78 cities that have imposed some form of sanctions.

8. fs State Goverrncr Jim Florio said, "New Jersey can’t do business
with such a comparny. Sanctions are working. Victory is In sight. And
now is no time to give up”. The loss of the contract as of March
1392 will reportedly cost Shell US $ 50 million in  lost revenue
zarmally for five years. {(New York Times, UbH, ld February  H- o -
~eekly Mail, Scuth Africa, 15-21 February 1991.)
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3. Fatraleunm Argus, UK, © Rugust 1991,




b.

The succes of the oil embargo is not to be measured apgainst the cri-
terion that it should have beern able to shut off Scuth Africa from all
external oil supplies. 0il has always continued to reach Scouth Africa in
spite of the embargo. However, the creation of the costly SASOL plants
as a direct response to the boycott threat has enabled South Africa to
keep down imports. This means that, were it not for the embargo and its
consequences, South Africa would import much more than the estimated 14
million tons it 1s now estimated to import per year.

The aim of entirely turning off Scuth Africa’s cil tap clearly has rever
been reached even in South Africa’s worst momernts around 1979-1982. Our
reports document the extent to which companies have been willing to
break embargo measures, and the extent to which nations have refrained
from enforcing adopted policies. This idea of turning off the tap
serves, so to speak, less as the ultimate aim of the embargo than as a
'point of reference’. The succes of the oil embargo is that it has
imposed massive costs on the South African economy, and raised some
public questioning as to whether the costs of maintaining apartheid were
too high.

Recently, 1in May 1931, the second large import substitution project
Mossgas has once again been described in the South African Parliament
and the press as "a spectacular waste of money which was inspired by the
siege mentality of the P.W. Botha era” and as "South Africa’s biggest
ever 'white elephant’ and a growing additional burden on taxpayers’.
(10] The official and uncofficial cost estimates for the Mossel Bay
project have kept rising ever since the start, from R 5.5 billion in
1387 ta the latest unofficial figure of R 13 billion. [11] Even if we
don’t take into account the latest rises, our conservative estimate says
that South Africa has had to spend between US $ 25 and 30 billion over
the last twelve years to overcome the direct and indirect effects of the
c¢il embargo.

There are several sound reasons why the oil embargo should be maintained
irnn the present circumstarnces.

Lifting the oil embargco rnow would be ancther step in taking pressure off
the Scuth African goverrment. The argument in favour of such lifting of
pressure 15 often put in terms of 'giving the goverrment a charce! to
mend 1ts ways. That is precisely what should be done indeed. However, it
will mend 1ts ways when pressured to do so, not when pressure on it is
being relaxed.

Uver the years, the oil embargo has contributed to the cost Scuth Africa
nas had to pay for maintaining apartheid. At present, the embargo should
continue to contribute to the cost for the Scuth African goverrment of
abstructing the process towards the definitive dismantling of apartheid
and towards full democratisation.

10. R. Hulley MF 1n the Extended Public Committee meeting in Parliament,
S May 1991, Harnsard, Scuth Africa, p. 74363 Star Weekly, South

HTRlICa, ;29 M8y 19391,
11. Star Weekliy, South Africa, <2 FHay 1991.




Orne prablem that has beern pointed cut with regard to the lifting of the
il embargo while arms sanctions remain in place, 1is that a series of
laws have made o©il an integral part of the South African military
mach 1ne. .

It could be argued that alsc for the sake of formerly South Africarn—
occupied Namibia o©il pressure should be kept up against South Africa.
Namibia has always been fully dependent on Scouth Africa for its oil
supplies. It received 1its first shipments of oil products not orig-
inating from South Africa at the end of 1990. The o1l was not lower-
priced than the Scouth African product, but the oil companies in Namibia
said the advantage of the new deliveries would be the strategic one of
breaking Scuth Africa’s stranglehold on Namibian fuel supplies. The
Namibian goverrnment has asked cil companies to buy up to 50 per cent of
Namibia's fuel requirements from sources other than South Africa within
the rnext five years. [1Z1

The ANC in its conference in South Africa of July 1931 has put forward a
'phased perspective! on the question of sanctions. The organisation 1s
reported to have indicated its wish that the oil embargo remains until a
new Constitution has been agreed upon and preparations are under way for
majority rule elections.

C.

I come now to a number of recent developments which have raised the
question of whether Scuth Africa is regaining normalised relations with
the outside world in the field of ci1l already now.

Domestic demarnd in South Africa for fuel has been growing steadily. This
is said to have led already to de-mothballing facilities at South Afri-
can refineries. [13] Frabably alsco related is an apparent growth 1in
imports of gascline and other refined petroleum products. Since mid-
1989, the Shipping Research Bureau has found a surge in refined product
shipments by relatively large, mostly Norwegian—controlled vessels,
especially from Amsterdam. Refined product deliveries are covered
neither by the EC oil embargoc nor by the Norwegian o1l transport ban.
Although after much publicity concerning the Norwegian involvement 1n
late 1990, Norwegian shipping companies seem to have withdrawn, our
provisional impression is that these transports are continuing and are
rnow takern care of by other vessels.

In recent months, all four South African cil refirneries have anncunced
expansicn_and_upgrading plans, the last only a few days ago. The plans
are apparently prompted by the just-menticned growth in demand whilch
can no longer be accounted for by SAS0OL’s synthetic fuel production.
They are also made in anticipation of the embargc being eventually
lifted, which would bring about a freer access to the world o1l market

arnd more opportunities for exporting <1l products into the regilion.  The

12. ScuthScan, UK, 18 Jaruary 19931.

12. Petraleum Argus, UK, 22 April 19313 Petroleum Intelligsrnces Weekly,
Ush, & May 19391.




upgraded facilities are aimed at giving the refiners a greater cholice ir
runming cheaper crudes when these will become available.

The plans carmot be seen as signs that the refineries are already now
regaining free access to the international crude oil market. Even the
o0il companies themselves, according to a source in one of the oil majors
quoted in a South African newspaper a few weeks ago, [14] are working on
the assumption that il embargoes will be the last trade bans to go.

Secondly, a matter of some concern are reports on a quick normalisation
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Talks between those countries and South African delegations made up of
government officials and energy company representatives have been going
on for some time, and are aimed at laying a framework for future oil co-
operation, but in some cases already far—going steps seem to have been

taker.

Less than three weeks ago, detailed information was published on an oil
deal between Angola and Scuth Africa’s Strategic Fuel Fund. Under this
deal Angolan crude would not be shipped to South Africa directly to be
refined at the refineries there. The SFF or a trader would sell the cil
for hard currency on the spot market. Angolan sources appear to have
indicated that the agreement would be subject to satisfactory political
charnges in Scuth Africa. [15]

For those who are in favour of a 'carrot and stick? policy with regard
to the oil embargo, this could be their perfect carrot: Much wanted cil
supplies from West Africa should only be made available to a post-

apartheid South Africa. This should be the course adopted by the
countries now erngaged in these talks. Unfortunately, we have seen 1in
recent years the bad example set by one African country, from which
crude oil has already been flowing steadily to Scuth Africa since 13588.
The Shipping Research Bureau has i1dentified a striking number of tankers
sailing with oil to Scuth Africa from Egypf, and nothing appears to have

beern dore to stop these.

The third and last issue I would like +to address 1s related to the
strategic stockpile. As 1s krniown, South Africa keeps a relatively large
stockpile of 0il. In a recent comment on the reasons why, and on the
effects, Fresident de Klerk said in late April 1991: "Sanctions and
threats of sanctions have obliliged South Africa to i1nvest a portion of
its savings 1n strategic reserves, 1ncluding oi1l"”. He had to admit:

"Obvicously this 15 a very unproductive form of 1nvestment that has con-

14. The Citizen, south RAfrica, </ June 1971,

15. Petrcoleum Argus, UK, &£9 July 1291. While the Angclan agreement would
not entail direct deliveries orf o1l to Houth Africa, there have beer
signs from Nigeria that this country 1s looking forward to a time
which will alow 1t to capture the big South Rfrican market with 1ts
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oil. See SRE Vewsletter, Nos. 22 and 23, lst and 2nc gquarters 19931,




tributed to the unfavourable course of ecornomic growth and Job cre-
ation”. [16]

Having to keep a stockpile of such dimensions imposes a burden on the
economy. The stocks of oil are considerably larger than they would have
been in a situation without apartheid and without an oil embargo.

Irn the past, the goverrment of South Africa regularly used the stockpile
to counter its economic and political problems, for instance when 1t ran
inta major financial problems in 1983, and the stockpile was drawn upon
in order to reduce oil imports and save foreilgn currerncy.

The goverrment's decision to rely on the stockpile and postpone o1l
imports when oil prices were highest during the Gulf crisis (Octcber—
December 1930) was therefore not without precedents. [17]

Directly linked to hopes for a future without an oil embargo (at least
by the goverrment when it made the armouncement in late April) was,
hcwever, a decision to lower the stockpile to raise up to R 2 billion
for econcmic stimulation and job creation — but alsoc to pay for the ever
rising costs of the Mossgas project. President de Klerk explained the
decision in Parliament by saying that "Scuth Africa’s relations with the
rest of the world have improved tao such an extent ... that i1t has now
been decided to lower the strategic reserves as far as o©il 1s con-
cerned”. [18]1 Clearly, the idea implied is that this time, lowering the
stockpile is not a temporary matter.

Ridding for the oil is believed to be restricted to domestic buyers, as
the cperation is aimed at releasing money while saving foreign exchange
by slowing down oil imports. It has been reported, however, that the
goverrment’s acute need for foreign currency has led 1t to sell to
foreign buyers as well. [13]

There has been speculation that the decision could lead to a three-month
moratorium on oil imports as of Jurne. However, on & Rugust Central
Energy Fund chairman Vorster told the press that sales had started, but
that "“Existing long-term cil supply contracts do influence the rate of
sell-off to some extent"”. [20] Analysts haven't found signs of dimin-
ished oil imports.

16. Reuter, Cape Town, 29 April 19913 The Citizen, Scuth Africa, JU
April 1991.

17. The Citizen, South Africa, 20 February 193913 Financial Mail, Scuth
Africa, o July 199391,
What may have been a new phenomercn, however, was that the high
prices were taken advantage of by selling a few VLLC cargoes from
the stocks to Eurape last December and replenishing the stockplle
when prices had dropped. Thus, a nice US % 10 per barrel windfall
profit was made. It was hardly surprising to hear that most probabdly
key cil sanctions-buster Marc Rich was involved in the coperation as
an intermediary (Africa Confidential, U{, £z March 1921).

18. See note 16,

13, Petroleum Argus, UK, & May 1331l.
=0. Business Day, Scuth Africa, & August 1991.




Although the Scouth African goverrment likes to create the impression
that the decision concerning the stockpile sale is a consequence of
impraving relations, 1t is as much prompted by financial rnecessities.
The oil embargo is still being felt, and the stockpile, even if scome-
what decreased in volume, will still be there.

Let me, . to conclude, quote from the speech of South Africa’s Deputy
Minister of Mineral and Erergy Affairs in Farliament earlier this year:
"What pecple ... tend to lose sight of, ... 1s the fact that Scuth
Africa is still subject to a crude o1l embargc. Despite everything that
has already beern done, the cold pressure groups ... are trying to witheold
crude oil from Scuth Africa from a dated point of view". [21]1 He said
this to defend his goverrment’s refusal to bring down the petrol price.
Repeated hikes in petrol prices, and the subsequent escalatory effects
on other prices have often been criticised within South Africa as part
of the ecoriomic burden that apartheid has had to carry as a result of

sarictions. [22]

21. Hansard, Scuth Africa, 14 February 1991, p. 1014, 'The old pressure
groups?!, that's probably you and us.
The trade has lost nothing of 1ts secretive and clandestine 1mage.
Monitoring leads to publicity which 1s precisely what the partici-
pants dislike most. The reporting of false destinations, the hiding
of ships' movemernts, the falsification of discharge documentation,
the blacking out of ships’ names during calls at South Africa, all
this 1is still being applied. 0il i1mports remaln hidden 1n  the
'unclassified’ 1mports category created years ago to keesp inftor-
mation on South Africa’s o1l imports secret, and despite recurrent
criticism in Parliament against the secrecy laws, all 1nformation
relating to oil 1s still kept under tight cover.

=2. New Nation, Scuth Africa, 2 November 19%0.




