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This report examines how Britain is involved in supplying oil to South

Africa. It was only when studying it that I became aware of just how

important a role Britain is playing in fuelling the apartheid economy

and its war machine.

This is no normal case of collaboration. Here we are dealing with a
situation in which Britain is involved in undermining the action

taken by the great majority of oil-exporting countries. It is remin-
iscent of the conspiracy that kept the oil flowing to the Smith
regime in Rhodesia;

I trust this report will be read and studied and the implications drawn
from it. It is clear to me that unless the Government acts to stop all
British involvement in the supply of oil to South Afiica there is a
real prospect that retaliatory action may be taken either against
Britain or British companies - or both. ‘

I am sure that there will be particular concern about any pessibility
of North Sea 011 going to South Africa, either directly or indirectly.
It is not enough for the British Government to give aSSUrances that no
North Sea oil has gone directly to South Africa. It must be made an
offence to supply North Sea oil to South Africa and all "swap arrange-
ments" should be banned.

I was amazed to discover that the Government cannot stop South African
controlled companies from obtaining a stake in North Sea oil. The
plans of the Anglo-American group to obtain such a stake must be stopped
and measures taken to stop any South African controlled combanies from
becoming involved in the North Sea in any way.

The major priority must be to secure the imposition of a-mandatory
United Nations oil embargo.s I trust that this.report will alert the
public to the urgent need for action. The first Anti—Apartheid
Movement publication on this subject, 'Bhell and BP in South Africa",
was released in March, 1977. Within a few weeks the Dingham Enquiry
was established. Is it too much to hope that this report will prompt
the Government into action? " r

Robert Hughes MP
Chairman! Anti-Apartheid Movement
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Britain's role in the supply of oil to South Afrlca has usually been seen

mainly in relation to its Permanent Membershin of the United Nations

beegnyepeatedlySecurity Council, where through the use of the veto iPhQfi§

able to protect South Africa from international action.

This report shows that'Britain”s role goes far beyond merely its protection

- bf south Africa at the United Natibhs,‘ Britain»i§“p1aying.a central role

'in ensuring that Sbuth Africa continues to be supplied with 611. In

particular:. " ~ 1 ' i .' nan ,

,v, * Shell and BP, two gritish hased oil compan$es

' ’ contrcl approximately 40% 0f the South Affican

"* market'”' ' ’ ' " i ' “

'* 'at least 55 tankers; either flying the British

flag or owned; managed or chartered by British

companies docked in South African ports during

the period January 1979 to March 1980

* Britain is responsible for the exterhel relations

of Brunei, the only cauntry-now openly supplying

til to South Africa

*. twp swap arrangements have involved North Sea oil

and South Africa; now Charter Conselidated, part e

Of the.Anglo—American groupy‘is negotiating Wdth

Bptfibria stake in North Sea oil.

In the face of growing anger in African and Third World countries at South

African aggression and mosg,recently South.Afrieafs sabotaging Of the UN

Geneva:Conference on Nagibia, support for-the,impositien of a mandatory oil

embargo by the United Nations Security Councgl is gathering momentum. In

December, I980, when thquN Generel Assembly debated a resolutign calling

‘upen the Security.Qouneil to implement.speh_an embargo only seven countries

4
voted negativelyfi (see Appendix One). “ . . _ . _ p £

011 and South Africa

'South Africa's oil industry is shrouded in'Seerecy. ‘No official statistics

are'published and a law intrOduced'in June 1979 makes it a serious criminal

’nffence to publish information en "the source,~manufacture,“tranSportation,

~destination, storage; quality-or stock level of any petroleum-products

'acquired or manufactured for or in the RepUblic"5; "Thié‘alone is testimony

enough to the strategic'importanceOthe South African authoritiesfattach to

oil. The oil companies themselves equally recognise its role in fuelling

the apartheid war machine.‘ One company, Mobil, received legal-advice from

its South African solicitors that '%s 011 is abselutely“vita1‘to enable

the army to~move,-the navy to sail ahd the airferce-to fly, it it likely

that a South-Afriéan court would‘hold'that it falle‘within .=;';-. the
6

definition of munitions of war".

 



 

    

   

    

  

   

    

     

  

    

  

 

   
   

  

   

   

Introduction

 

During the first quarter of 1981 there was a dramatic escalation in

SoUth'Africa‘s aggression against‘fhe~neighbouring'AfriCan Front-line

states. A major invasioh of Southern Angola by"South'Afriéan forces

in mid—Januery was followed by the South African éommande raid against

ANC residences in Maputh, Mozambique, on January 30th. These and other

actiohs by the South Afr1can mili tary forces led Zimbabwe' 5 Prime Minister,

Robert Mugabe, to warn that South Africa' s aggressive activities 'encompass

the whole of the froht—line'region; from the Indian Ocean to the Atlantic

Ocean".

..These acts of aggression_are but manifestations of South Africa's rapid

"m111tary and nuclear build-np, which hasbeen accompanied by the complete

militarisation of South African society. South Africa' 5 military expend-

i iture per.annum has grown dramatically - from R40 million at the time of

'the Sharpeville maSSacre'in 1960 to RI,972 million for the period 1979-

I980l. Today this wer maehine is the most powerful on the entire African

continent.

- South Africe‘s ebartheid waf machine consumes huge ddahfities ef 011.

”‘Each year an estimated 75 super-tankers dock in the South African ports

.of Durban and Cape Town to off——load crude 0112. Without these supplies :

both South Africa' 5 defence forces and its economy would grihd to a halt.

'South Africa has no exploitable oil deposits and its only indigenous

seurces are the small quantities from the SASOL 011—from-coal p1ants.

The United Nat1ons Security Council has unanimouely deiefmined {hat the

" supply of arms and related materials to Sauth Africa isVa threat‘to

internatidnal peace and security3.~'But oil, a vital strefegic cbmmodity,

is ndt covered by thiS'embarge and effdrte to extehd'the arms emfiargo to

lc0ver oil have been blecked by the three‘western permaneht-members of the

UN Schrity Cnuncil (the USA, France and the”UK)} signifiéahtly'these are

'the heme~baSes-of'the five majbr oil cempanieSvofiératifig'in South Africa.

However, a11 OPEC members impose an embargd dn oil exfiorfs to South Africa.

Most other 611 exporting Countries'also eMbdfigo oil sales to Sodth Africa

er have a policy.ef not selling to Soutthfrica;- 1y dhe oil exporting

      country, Bruneiy'epenly admits to SuppIYing South Afrida.7    



 

 

 

Shell and BritishPetroleum--—-.. -. . - .---.__ \ ...,_.—-__

?The Anti-Apartheid MOVement/Haslemere’jOint publication Shell and BP in

 

South Africa, by Martin Bailey, descrfwes in detail the activities of
'71

the various Shell and BP subsidiaries ‘9 The two main affiliates are

 

Shell Southern Africa and BP Sodthefn Affica, both of which are wholly
owned by their parent companies. They-joiht1y~hold'8hell and BP South

'Africa Petroleum Refineries; which owns the bnrban Shell/BP refinery.

The output of this refinery accounts for approximately 40% of the South

African market.

3“ The publication of Shell and BP in South Afric.a in March 1977 predated

 

the fall of the Shah of Iran. It has been estimatedthat prior to the

Iranian revolution 90% of South Africa' 5 oil imports Came from IranIz.

"In February 1979 the Ifanian adthorities imposed an oil embargo against

South Africa. Thus, while prior to I979 Shell and BP had little difficulty

in-finding_sources of-enudqvoil for their Durban refinery, the story is

yery different today. .Shell and BP's subsidiaries are having to search

.very hard to.find the supplies of crude oil to keep their refinery running

lat_the level necessary to maintain their.percentage oféthe South African

market.

There are basically four sources for Shell and BP:r

(I) supplies couId come from the _handful of relativelysmall
oil exporting countries which do not embargo South Africa
(such as Brunei); " '

(2) supplies could come illegally or illegitimately frOm countries
which officialIy embargo South Africa;

(3) supplies could come from countries which héfiocpolicy guidelines
excluding direct 011 sales to South Africa (9 g. the UK or
Norway), but which do not havealegally enforceable embargo;

(4). supplies could be purchased from intermediaries who disguise
the original source of the 011 without the knowledge of the
oil experting country.

.5.

"Oil Tankers to South Afriba, published in March 198Iby the Amsterdam based

 

Shipping Research Bureau, the first comprehensive survey of the traffic of

Foil tankers in and out of South African ports covering the per1od January

1979 to March I980, proVides some 'insight into South Africa 5 sources of

01113. Shell and BP both figure prominently in this report. Out of 23

tankers considered most likely to have deiivered crude oil when they

‘ called atSouth African ports, in 12 cases Shel1 was the Manager, Owner/
. 4 *Manager or Charterer. In two cases it was BP. I Hovzver, not all these

deliveries would be destined for the Shell-BP refinery, for as explained

 
 



 

Five transnational 011 corporations have fidjof’heidings in Seuth Africa

vand_between then account for 85% of.the.911 market. They are:

..¥ SHELL

 

A joint UK/Netherlands. company H . q. 1

* BRITISH PETROLEUM

 

A UK company in which the UK government .has a 25% holding

* MOBIL

 

A US company

* CALTEX

A company jeintly owned_hy two US Corporations; Texaco and Standard
011 01 California

* TOTAL

 

A French company in whieh the French government has a substantial

holding.

-South Africa has four refineries. TWO are in Durban (the joiht Shell/BP

refinery and the'Mobil refinery), one is in Cape Town (the Céltex refinery),

and NATREF, the National Petroleum Refinery, 1n Whteh the parastatal SASOL

and TOTAL each has a stake, is inland near Johannesburg and cefinected by

pipeline to Durban.

It has been estimated that 011 prévides‘onlyiabout 25% of SOuth Africa's

primary energy needss. Coal is by far the most 1mportant source of energy.

71Mass1vereserves means that coa1,un11ke 011, is net vulnerable to inter-

national action and cheap African labour makes 1t“eeonomica11y viable. In

addition to energy from Coal burning South Africa has sought to develop

011——from-coa1 1n particular, as a further means of reducing its dependency

'i‘onimperted 011. The first 011-fromacoal plant in 1955. The

programme was expanded as pressure for an 011 embargo mounted. SASOL II

"and SASOL III are due to go operational by the m1d-I9805. But in June

I980 guerillas of the South African 11berat1on movement, the African

National Congress, struck at the plants, together with the NATREF refinery,

causing m11110ns prmnnfls‘wnrth of damage. It is not known howwmuch 011

sis currently produced from_theee plants, But even when they4a1e fully

' operational they W111 oh1y_prov1de 95,000 barrels a day (b/d). South

Africa's 011 requirements are estimated to.be at least 240,000 (b/d).

This shows South Africa's vulnerability to an effective-international 011

embargo. Such an embargo would have. animmediate effect and it has been

~calculateduthat its theoretical survival period would be a maximum of

2.7. mm 10..  



'u ,.

A number of matters are clear. Britain'.two major 011 cohpenies;

Shell- and BP, are directly involved in marketing up. to 40% of ‘

South Africa's crude bil requirements.' In this process there is

evidence that tankers owned or on charter to them have transported

oil from states which embargo sales of their 011 to South Africa.

15 the world witnessing a repeat performance of the oil conpiracy-

which sustained the Smith regime in power in Rhodesia?

British Tankers

Tracking the routes of.tankers.sailing intd Durban and Cape Town provides

the simplest means of discovering possible sources of South Africa's

crude oil, But thé tankers themselves are also a vital part 6f-the chain
ofcqbllaboration. The Shipping Researnh Bureau identifies‘ISO tankers

known to have saibed to South Africa during.1979 and the first Quarter of

1980. The report also identifies the owner; manager and charterer (where

appropriate) of.these tankers. This information.reveals that Britain is

playing a central-role. Of_the I50 tankers 55 were linked with Britaih.

Furthermore:

* UK companies mahaged the largest number of tankers
(31 out of 150); - '

UK companies chartered the second largest number of
tankers (I4 out of 70);

UK companies owned the third largest number of tankers
(24 out of 150);

'the UK ranked third in the list of tankers by flag
(16 out of 150)

In addition to tankers with a' direct B‘r‘itish Vlink 9‘ were tankers madaged
v dumsnz' 21

' or managed and owned by companies based in the Crown CoionyofHang Kong.

It should be explained that the Manager is the company which truly manages

the ship, technically and commercially.' The owner is the genuine end

ultimate owner. The tanker carries the flag of the'country in1which it

is registered; A chafterer{is a eempahy which reaehes eh agreement with

the manager of-the-tanker to transport a certain cargo.

Since it is the.manager or charterer who plays the most direct role this

only serves to emphasise the central role of Britain in transporting oil

to South Africa. A list of the tankers flying the UK flag and/or owned,

managed or chartered by British-companies is found in'Appendix'TwoZz,"

"E : 



below Shell Internatienal PetrOleum has a long-tefm contract to supply

crude oil from Brunei for the-NATREF refinery and five of the cases

i“V01Ving Shell were of-tankers sailing frOm Brunei te'Sefith Africals?

4.... ..

The seurces of crude 011 for the Shell-BP refinery remains"highly-claSsified

information. However, in February £981 the Observer newspaper reported that

Shell owned super-tankers had apparently shipped crude oil from the Omani

port of Mina al Fahal to Durban16. The report gave details of five

journeys inVOlving four different tankers - the Litiopa, theiMytilus; the

Latirus and the Macoma. This is evidende of Shell directly supplying

crude oil frbm'a countfy which imposes the embargo.
~ ~ a

The Shipping Research Bureau report confirms the three of these voyages

which took place during the period covered by the repohtl7. It also

discloses that the 216,796 ton Energy Evolution, flying the Liberian

flag and under the managemefit of the Hong Kong based Island Nayigation

Corporation Was in fact under charter to HP. On February 6th, I979,

it arrived in Durban from Dubai in the United Arab Amiratee. After a short
stay, long enough to off-load a cargo of crude oil, it set sail straight

back to Dubai. The only logical explanation for the voyage was that the

Energy Evolution was transporting oil from the United Arab Emirates to

South Africa. The UAE, ah' OPEC and OAPEC member, embargoes all sales “

to South Africa.I8

These few tanker voyages would have provided oply a fraction Of the

requirements of the Shell-BP refinery. Here there is prima facie evidence

that.embargoed_oil has been supplied to South Africa. They may be

exeapttmna; but more probably they are the tip of the iceberg. Moreover,

it is difficult to believe that the South African subsidiaries are acting

“independently of their parent companies. In the-case of BP this was ccnfirmed

in correspondence to the AAM which statet:

'fihere is nothing improper or illegal in supplying dil te
customers of subsidiary companies in South Africa at '
present, providing one observes the res_trictions imposed
by oil producihg countries on the ultimate destination
of their oil".

This statement should be considered in the context set by BP's fermer

chairman who, during a visit to South Africa in March 1974 was quoted

as saying that oil companies had 'Hntentionally set out to thwart Arab
-20

attempts at enforcing embargoes on countries like South Africa" .

 



 

 

.1.

Shell may well take advantage of this situation to increase sales

of Brunei crude oil to South Africa. It is difficult to believe

that Shell does not have considerable influenCe in Brunei, sinCe

.oil; petroleum and gas exports account for well over 99% of the

Bruneiexport'revenue.27 Shell may well be in a position to influence

the situation; so.that if-progress is achieved‘in-effectiVely enforcing

the embargo internationally then the percentage of Brunei oit to South

Africa can be increasedtit could ensure that existing contracts are

honoured through some form of swap arrangement. Since it has been

estimated that Brunei's;oil exports to South Afriéa account for,on1y

about 7% of its total exports there is clearly a basis for such concernzs.

North Sea Oil

Britain does not embargo the supply of oil td South Afriéa; However,

British Government guidelines restrict the direct sales of North Sea

011 to EEC countries, members of the International Energy Authority

and a small number of additional states, but not including South Africa.

Government Ministers have given asSurances that n0 North Sea oil has been

sold directly to South Africa.29~

However, on two separate occasions Government permission has been granted

for oil companies operating in the North Sea to enter into swap arrange-

men-ts involving South Africa.30 The most widely publicised was the arrange-

‘ ment disclosed in'June 1979 whereby CONOCO was supplied by BP oil from the

North Sea in return fer CONOCO supplying BP's South African,subsidiary.

,.

Apart from these swap arrangementS'Government officials have admitted that

the existing guidelinestrovide'no guaranteewthat NorthrSea oil is not

reaching South Africa indirectly. The Government refuses to-introduce

' measures to make direct or indirect sales-illegal.

The recent case of the Jane Stove, a tanker which was loaded with crude

.011 from the Nerwegian Sector of the North Sea which had been brought

‘ on shore at Teeside illustrates this.prob1em;-‘Norway’s guidelinesv

-exc1ude the sale.of oil from the Norwegian sector-of the North Sea to

South Africa. "However, it required a leak to the press and prompt

*gOVernment actibn to halt a tanker which was off the Soutthfric n coast

when it was turned back under preSSure from the Norwegian Government.

'There is no reason why similar cases could not occur with North Sea oil

from the UK sector, It highlighted the ease with which current guidelines

31
can be ignored.

  



 

T20 more visit of a tanker to Cape Town or Durban does not prove that

the veSSel unloaded Crude oil. The Shipping Researéh Bureau, having

traced‘the'voyages of all the ISO-tahkers listed 23 tankers Considered

most likely to have delivered oil when they called at South Africa.

(This does not mean that the other tankers did not deliver oil. These

23 only account for approximately 25% of the tenkers which delivered

oil during this period. It is simply that in the other-cases one cannot o

assume that they delivered oil.)

Again, Britain's central role is Confirmed. Of the 23 tankers, 14 were

owned, managed or chartered by British companies; The principal company

'in I2 cases was Shell, and in two cases BP. Hong Kong cempanies were

_ . 23
1nvolved in five cases.

Given the eentral role Britain is playing in transporting oil to South

Africa the enactment of legislation by the British Government to prohibit

tankers flying the UK flag, or aned, managed or chartered by British

companies from delivering oil to South Africa would greatly_facilitate

the enforcement of the oil embargo.

Brunei and Oil to South Africa

 

Brunei appears to be the-only country which openly admits to supplying oil

to South Africa. The only oil company operating in Branei is‘Brunei Shell

'Petroleum Co. Ltd. Total exports of crude oil and petroleum produets from

Brunei, according to the latest available figures (for 1978) amounted to

Brunei'$2,784 million24. ‘It has been reported that Shell International

Petroleum supplies approximately 25,000 barrels per day of crude oil

from Brunei to SASOL for the NATREF“réfinev§5. Movement of oil from

Brunei to South Africa is confirmed by the Shipping Research Bureau report

which gives details of five tanker sailings, three on charter to Shell and

two owned by Shell, which are in the category 'bonsidered most likely to

26
have delivered oil when they called at South Africd' .

Brunei is immune to international pressure. Although it is internally

selfhgeverhingtthe United Kingdom is responsible‘for.its-external affairs,

This means that representatiohs cannot be made directly by the OAU, UN

etc., to the Brunei administration. They haye to be made through the

British Foreign and Commonwealth Office in London. It would seem that as

-long as the Bfitish Government continues to oppose an oil embargo against

South Africa internatidnal pressure‘on the Brunei administration is unlikely

to be effective{'

 
 



 

 

a
cvitain is tierefnre not enly aiding and collaboration with South Africa,

but undermining the action taken by and sacrifices made by othe} states.

The British Government's stated poliCy, if one is to judge by the Prime

Minister's own words; is that it belieyes that there is a chance 'éb

make progress towards the ending of the isolation of South Africa in

world.affairs”. It is putting this into practice by undermining the

oil embargo. Should Britain chhose to continue to pursue such policies

it should not be surprised if retaliatory action is taken against the

companies involved, or Britain itself.

It will require determined campaigning to challenge both the policy of the

British Government and to expose the role of Shell and BP. But it is

clear that this is what is required and What the people of Namibia and

South Africa expect.

In_particu1ar, the Anti—Apartheid Movement calls for:

* the British Government to support the impOSition of‘

aaUnited Nations mandatory oil embargo against South

Africa, and the necessary international measures to

secure the supplies of neighbouring independent states;

* action by the British Government to make it illegal to

supply North Sea oil to South Africa;

* British Government measures to prevent South African and

South African controlled companies from obtaining a stake

in North Sea oil;

* British Government action to prohibit‘UK companies ahd their
subsidiaries from importing oil into South Africa or refining

or marketing 011 in South Africa, and the withdrawal of Shell

and BP from South Africa;

* legislation to make it illegal for tankers flying the UK

f1ag,_or owned, managed or chartered by UK companies to

transport crude oil to South Africa;

* action by the British Government to ensure that similar

measures are taken by the Brunei authorities.
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Azfurther issue of concern arises from the effbrts of South African

controlled companies to gain a stake in North Sea'oiI;"AS part of

BP's take—over of the mining-finahce house Selection Trust BF

agreed to‘open negotiatiOns with Charter Consolidated, one of the

Anglo-Amefican group of companies; for a stake in the Ndrthvsea.32 *

Government Ministers have indicated that they have no powers to

prevefit‘this or other South African companies buying:into consortia

operating in the North Sea.33

Anglo- American, it will be recalled, were directly involVed in the

Rhodesia sanctions—busting operatioh through their subsidiary Freight

Services, which acted as the.intermediary betWeen the South African

and Rhodesian subsidiaries of the oil giants; Anglo-Americah-is

actively securing oil interests in the USA, Canada, the Phillipines

and Indonesia.34 ‘If this deal goes ahead it will be surpiisihg-Shbufd

Anglo—American not take advantage of its direct involvement in the North

Sea to seek ways to ensure that North Sea oil flews to Seuth Africa.

Conclusion

When the Shah fled from Iran South Africa loet a crheial ally. Iran had

provided apparehtly secure supplies of crude oil for the apartheid economy

and its war machine.' It has been estimated that oil from Iran accounted

for at least 90% of South Africa's_refiuirefientsl_lSuedehly these supplies

were cut off.

South Africa hae survived this dramatic action thénké £5 a handful of

collaborators, and this_report provides concrete evidence that it is

British which has played a central role. TWO British companies, Shell

and BP, dominate South Africa’s oil market. It is tankers which are

owned, managed, or chartered by British companies which have transported

much of the oil to South Africa (including in a number of cases oil from

countries which embargo their oil to South Africa). When South Africa

is short of oil the British Government approves swap arrangements involving

North Sea oil. And now there are plans for the Anglo—American group to

obtain a stake in North Sea oil. At the same time Britain blocks effective

international measures to stop the fuelling of apartheid, especially through

the use of its United Nations Security Council veto.
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Nations Centre against Apartheid Notes and Documents No. 15/80,

April 1980, v.1

"Fuelling Apartheid", African National Congress of South Africa,
United Nations Centre against Apartheid INotes land Documents No. 13/80,

April 1980,p.12 ‘ ' __

"011 Sanctions: South Africa's Weak Link", op. cit., p.12

"Shell and BP.in-Soutthfrica", Martin Bailey, AntiFApartheiquovement/
Haslemere Group (Second Edition), London, April 1978

'bil Sanctions: South Africa's Weak Link", op. cit., p.3

"011 Tankers to South Africa" ,. op. cit.

_Ibid p,28

"011.Supplies to South Africa: The Role of Tankers Connected with

the Netherlands and the Netherlands Ant111es", Shippi.ng Research
Buréau, Amsterdam, 1 981, .4

Observer, London, February 22nd,1981

'bil Tankers to South Africa",1op. cit., p.66

Ibid, p.44: ,.

* Correspondence to AAM, January 15th,119811:

Rand Daiiz Mail, Johannespuigl'March 5th, 1974
'bil Tbnkers to South Africa", op. cit.

Ibid, pp 69—70
Ibid, p.28
Brunei Chamber of Commerce Journal, 1980, p.7

'bil Sanctions: South Africa's Weak Link", op. cit., p.19

 

 



   

 

   

   

   

     
   

5.

 

 

Dan on the participation of corporations and individuals

within their jurisdiction in the oil industry in South

Africa, including exploration, storage, refining1Wffan§pBrt
and distribution;

Reguests and authorises the Special Committee against Apartheid to

 

‘continue its efforts, ihcluding-the undertaking of missions, the

holding of seminars and the publication of studies, in co-operation

with the Organisation of African Unity, to enhance and intensify
world-wide support for an effective oil embargo against South Africa;

Invites Governménts, international and non-governmental organisations,
trade unions and other appropriate bodies to lend their full support

to the oil embargo against_South Africa.

Vote: 123 in favour, 7 against and 13 abstentions

  



Ar:‘;“._»‘-en\1.ijx 'Ono

 

United Nations Generhl Assembly Resolhtibn number 35/206 D;radopted On

December 16thz 1980 '

 

011 Embargo against South Africa

The General Assembly,

 

Recalling and reaffirming its resolutien 34/93 F of 12 December 1979,

 

Having considered the reports of the Special Committee against Apartheid, /

  

Taking note of the report of the International Seminar on an Oil Embargo
r.

against South Africa, ;'

 

Convinced that an embargo on the supply of petroleum, petroleum products

and other stratngC materials is an essential complement to the arms embargo

against South Africa,

 

Reiterating the urgent need for the imposition of a mandatory oil embargo

against South Africa under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations,

 

I. Commends all Governments which have imposed an oil embargo against

South Africa and have taken effective meashres to implement the

embargo;

 

Reaffirms its conviction that a comprehensive and mandatory embargo

on the supply of petroleum, petroleum products anfl other strategic

materials is an important measurerin international action for the

total eradication of apartheid;

N I

3. Again requests the Security Council to consider urgently a mandatory

embargo on the supply of petroleum and petroleum products to South

Africa under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations;

 

4.?rUrges States to take effective legislation and other measures to ensure

the implementation of such an oil embargo against South Africa as well as

embargoes already imposed by states, individually or collectively,

including the following:

 

(a) Enactment and enforcement of ?bnd—users" agreements to stop the

supply of oil to South Africa directly or through third parties;

(b) Prohibition of transport to South Africa of all crude oil or oil

products, wherever they originate;

(c) Action against companies or individuals who supply or transport

crude oil or oil products to South Africa;

(d) Seizure of tankers owned by their nationals or registered in

their countries which are used to transport oil or oil products

to South Africa;

(e) Prohibition of all assistance to South Africa - through finance,

technology, equipment or personnel — in the construction of oil-

from—coal plants;

(f) Prohibition of the importation of oil-from-coal technology from

South Africa;

(g) Prevention of the efforts of South African corporate interests

to maintain or expand their holdings in oil companies or properties

outside South Africa;
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Tanker

-17..

Tanker linked with UK by means of:

Name

Laconica J
_ I:_ .., {I ...,..

Latirus

Latona*

Lima

Limatula

'Liparus

Litiopa
II

London Glory

Lottia

Mobil Kestrel

Mobil Magnolia

Mobil Marketer

Mobil Petroleum
Myrtea
Mytilus

Nai Mario Perrone

Nordic Clansman

Nordic Sky

Norheim ‘

Norse Queen

Norvegia Team

Olympic Archer

Philippine Star

Polyscandia I
Salem

Satucket

Tbxaco Africa

Texaco

Texaco

Texaco

Texaco

Denmark

Ireland

South

America

World Princess

Note
 

Copenhagen:

 

, A111,

I

Line

Number

in

Table

70

72

73

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

90.

91

92‘

93

98

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
|
I
|
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
l
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

99 :
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
l
I
I
|
I
I
I
I
I
l
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

*
*
‘
X
‘
*
*
*

100
IoI
105
110
111
112
113.
116
120
123
125
123
132
137'
138
139
I40

141
150

%
*
*
*
*

*
*

*
*
*
*
*

I I I. a m
52 a a I owi
E I g I ”Ft

m I b ' ' m‘
=3 I g I 36}

I w I Era:
I 53 I a>gI
I I ES:

HI-JI I on:
I | CDHI

* : I mi

2 u. IQ:...,..*., | ' OI

. I I '0]
* I I ‘EI

I_ V- l I

* I ” I El
I I I

* I I “I
I I

* I I I
* I I I
* I I I

I I
* I I I

I I

* I I I
* : : I

I
I I * I
I l I
I I I
I I n
I I I
I I J
I I I
I I I

* I I 'I
I I II

* I I I
* I I :

I I * I
I I I

* I I 'w
I I

* I x I
l I I

I I * I
I * I I
I I I

* I I I
I * I I
I I I

* I I I
I * I I
I I I
I * I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I * I I
I I I
I I I
I I I
I I I

- I I .1 I
24 I I4 : L6 :

I I I
.I I I

 

This table is adapted from Table BEin 'tfil Tankers to South Africa",

published by the Shipping Research Bureau,_Amsterdam, pp.69—70;'

 

i
I

* ‘Where an asteriskiappears to the left of tankers named above it indipates

'that they are-amongst those considered by the~Shippihg Research Buréau
report 'host likely to have delivered crude oil to South Africa".

The column above headed ‘Line Number in Table A“ refers to Table A in the

same report which provides further details on the tankers listed here.
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