


10th 1986. This committee was able to reveal
many facts, but much of the crucial information
i1s still unknown, and evidence in several vital
areas Is contradictory. The committee ceased
functioning in February 1987, when the old
Parliament was dissolved, but both the opposi-
tion parties gave public assurances that they
would re-establish it in the new session, since its
work 1s not yet finished.

The government’s own investigation has been
conducted by its taxation office in Kiel, which,
in an interim report of November 1986, recom-
mended a penalty of DM50 000 for each of the
companies. Presumably it does not consider the
offence to be serious, since the maximum penalty
available under this provision is DM500 000.

The Federal Government has informed both
the World Campaign and the United Nations that
it never granted official permission to HDW/IKL
to export the submarine blueprints to South
Africa and that the companies acted illegally. It
maintains that for this offence the companies can
be fined through administrative action, or they
can be prosecuted if it is established that the of-
fence resulted in "damage to the external rela-
tions of the FRG."

Until the end of March 1987, the Federal
Ministry of Foreigh Affairs was still maintain-
~ing that there was no "severe damage.” The mat-
ter has therefore not been referred to the State
Prosecutor. However, the legal position is clear,
from an earlier case when Rheinmetal was con-
victed in May 1986 for providing South Africa
with plant to manufacture ammunition — the Pro-
secutor can act without waiting for the govern-
ment to certify "“severe damage” to its external
relations.

Attempted Cover-up

The danger is that, if the relevant authorities in
the FRG proceed simply to impose an admini-
strative penalty, it may become difficult later to
secure a prosecution. Meanwhile, the offenders
have had all the time they need to destroy all the
relevant documents and other information, and
to rush through all the transactions.

Since it is impossible for South Africa to make
its own submarines, the deal must inevitably in-
volve direct or indirect arrangements to secure
components and plant from abroad. Early action
can stop these transfers, but there appears to be
no concern on the part of the authorities even to

consider this aspect — indeed, there i3 every in-
dication that those involved in the deal are at-
tempting a major cover-up with help from friends
and allies.

It is well known in the FRG that the apartheid
regime is a danger to peace, yet it continues to
arm the South African military and naval forces,
whilst publicly proclaiming that it believes in
"peaceful change.” At the same time, it is also
opposed to anyone’s using the one peaceful
measure available to the international community
— €Conomic sanctions.

The submarine deal cannot be seen in isola-
tion from the supply of Unimogs and other
military vehicles, or the MBB helicopters sold
directly to the South African police two years ago
and which are now being used extensively over
the African townships for reconaissance and
transport, and as gunships. All these deals are
able to take place as "normal trade,” and are not
prohibited by the Federal Government.

Even according to the weak regulations in the
FRG, however, the supply of the submarine
blueprints to South Africa is illegal, so the need
to secure a prosecution of those who have sup-
plied them is of immediate importance. In
delivering the plans by diplomatic pouch, the
South African Embassy in Bonn has participated
in and assisted the performance of a criminal of-
fence, and this should result in its closure.
Australia, Saudi Arabia and others who are
negotiating with HDW for major contracts need
to be informed of all the facts about the South
African deal, so that they do not reward a state-
owned company which is so committed to the
apartheid regime that it refuses to disclose, even
now, all the details of the illegal deal.

The FRG, in many respects, is evenimore ag-
gressive than the USA and Britain in defending
the apartheid regime from sanctions and pro-
viding its military machine with vital resources
which are often not available from other sources.
That is why it is so important for the international
community to take effective action at all levels
to end collaboration between the FRG and the
racist regime in Pretoria.

Note: The World Campaign asks that individuals
and organisations who have protested to the FRG
government should keep the office of the World
Campaign informed of their actions. The address
is: PO Box 2, 100%8!o 10, Norway.

ILLEGAL ARMS TRAD

THE FRG SUBMARINE

By Abdul Minty

The writer of this article is the Director of the
World Campaign against Military and Nuclear
Collaboration with South Africa.

The western media have so far given very little
publicity to the scandal in the Federal Republic
of Germany surrounding the illegal deal to pro-
vide the apartheid regime with construction plans
for the HDW 209 submarine.

The plans for this submarine were originally
sold to India, and were subsequently modified
for South Africa without India’s knowledge or
permission. The modifications include extending
the length to provide space for releasing frogmen
and sabotage units, even at considerable depths.
The submarine will also be able to fire short-
range missiles, and this makes it a highly effec-
tive weapon for Pretoria’s attacks against
neighbouring continental and island states. With
this capability, it would not be too difficult for
the racist regime to equip the vessel with nuclear
weapons as well.

The negotiations for this deal were initiated in
1982. Two FRG companies were involved: the
Howaldswerke Deutsche Werft AG (HDW),
which is owned by the state, and Ingenierkontor
Lubeck (IKL). Both seem to have been fully
aware of the fact that the sale of the submarine
blueprints to the apartheid regime (unlike that of
most other military supplies) was expressly pro-
hibited by law. Thus, in a confidential memo
prepared on behalf of the companies and sent to
several government ministers in Bonn in October

1983, the following points were made:

@ The customer would use components made
in his own country or imported from other coun-
tries, and was " willing to buy steel construction
parts” and "possibly some naked sections” to
help "the bad emgloyment situation of the Ger-
man shipyardsw

m The blueprints would go "as microf)
diplomatic pouch.”
® In the construction, IKL would “chany
visible parts” to avoid its being identifi
"German design."”
m Reference was then made to an earlier ¢
deal with Israel, where permission was gi
non-written form” and where the FRG Go
ment "had assured the necessary back-up in
of trouble.” The same type of approval
sought for South Africa, where the custome:
"willing to wait for several months for a def
decision.”

Early in June, 1984, during P W Botha’s
to Bonn, Chancellor Kohl gave him a pers
undertaking that he would look into the m:
of export permission being granted for
blueprints. Ten days later, on June 15th, H
and IKL signed the contract for the deal.

Call for Prosecution

When this case was first reported in a
newspaper at the end of November 1986,
World Campaign against Military and Nuc
Collaboration with South Africa confirmed st
of the facts, and reported the matter to the A
Embargo Committee of the United Nat
Security Council and to the Special Commi
Against Apartheid. It cabled Foreign Mini:
Genscher of the FRG and called for criminal
vestigations to be instituted and the offenders p
secuted. The Federal Government told the |
and the World Campaign that thorough investi,
tions were being conducted.

As aresult of efforts by the opposition parti.
the Social Democratic Party (SPD) and 1
Greens, the Federal Parliament established
special investigation committee on Decemb
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W German choppers
used by SA Police

BONN: Lquipment cluding belicopters sold to
South Africa by West German companies is being
used by the military and the Police, a television
documcntar)' Charged today,

“A significant Part of South Africa’s military and
police cquipment comes {rom the Federal Reputlic of
Germany,™ the Programme, Monitor, alleged.

[t said the hMunich-based £€rospace giant Mes.-
iserschmitt, Bichm ang Bolkow (MBB), had recently
delivered fcys BO-X05 and one BK-117 helicopters to
South Africa, which it said were being used by Police to
put down riots.

The exports were eporoved by the Boan Financs
Ministry on the grounds that the aircran were for
civilian use, it said

The programme Quoted a Finznce Ministry
spokesman as saying West Germany hed
these exporis because “end-Lsa
should not determine whethar
military or cCivilian,® — Sapa-Reuter
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The military
helicopter

BO 105.

WHEMAC DWW

]

Twin engines provide increased reliability
Good single-engine performance
Unequalled manceuvrability

Excellent power reserves under extreme
service conditions

Wide center-of-gravity range
Fracture-proof fuel tanks

Easy maintenance

in international
programs

For further information please
contact

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm GmbH
Helicopter and Transport Division
Postfach 801140

D-8000 Munchen 80, Germany

For North America

MBB Helicopter Corporation
East Market at Westtown Road
PO.Box 1507

West Chester, PA 19380, U S A
Phone: (215)431-4150
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zu Forschungsschiffen umdefiniert wur-
den.? Es kann uberhaupt kein Zweifel be-
stehen, dafl durch diese Lieferungen der
Repressionsapparat des weiflen Minder-
heitsregimes gestarkt wird. Die Fernseh-
bilder von den Konflikten in Sudafrika brin-
gen uns bewaffnete Soldaten auf Uni-
mogs von Daimler Benz und die Hub-
schrauber von MBB (Messerschmitt-
Bolkow-Blohm) bis in unsere Wohnstu-
ben. Schwarze sterben in Sudafrika nicht
nur, weil auf sie geschossen wird, sondern
auch, weil - dank auslandischer Hilfe - die
Logistik von Militar und Polizei funktio-
niert.

Die Argumentation der Bundesregie-
rung ist in diesen Fallen extrem legali-

stisch. Salopp formuliert: Was nicht
schieBt und knallt, ist keine Waffe. Wenn

ein Hubschrauber nicht uber spezielle
Waffentrager und militarische Zusatzaus-
rustung verfugt, gilter als zivilund darf oh-

ne Genehmigung exportiert wer~ ~ Ra-
daranlagen dienen angeblich nur ger
Uberwachung der Handelsschiffahrt uncG

fallen damit nicht unter die gesetziichen
Bestimmungen. Deutlich wird da
dieser Al gumentamr‘ von g

n zur konservativ-liberal
g geandert hat (siehe
2). Formaljuristisch verhalt sich die
ndesregierung konform zu den beste-
e'ﬂde"* Gesetzen und zum UNO
go. weil sie die einschrankend gecﬁaf‘“.*
Gesetze sehrgrof3zugig auslegtund weg-
definiert, was gesetzwidrig sein konnte
Objektiv aber werden die militarischen
und paramilitarischen Verbande in der
Republik Sudafrika gestarkt. Rustungs-
und rustungsnahe Guter sind in den ge-
waltsamen Konflikten im sudlichen Afrika
tagtaglich im Einsatz. Mit den gelieferten
Waren werden somit die Absichten des
UNO-Embargos und die Rustungskon-
troligesetze unterlaufen. Eine strengere
Handhabe der Kriegswaffenliste und der
AuBenwirtschaftsverordnung im Sinne
des Grundgesetzes ist deshalb deingend
gefordert.
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Drittens:
rustungsrelevante Technologie

Seit Verhdangung des ersten UNO-Em-
bargos 1963 hat sich die Regierung der
Republik Sudafrika (R.S.A.) intensiv und
zum Teil erfolgreich um die inlandische
Entwicklung und Produktion von Waffen
bemuht.* Voraussetzung fur die Herstel-

lung von Waffen und anderen militari-
schen Gerates in Sudafrika war die Liefe-

der uberblick 1/87
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Rustungsgut oder nicht? Minensicheres Fahrzeug der sudafrikanischen Armee auf dem

Fahrgestell des Unimog U 416

Know-how ausiangischer Experten sind
ntegrale Teile der Rustungsindustrie und
der Waffen »made in R.S.A.«. In diesem
Bereich hat sich die Bundesrepublik be-
sonders hervorgetan. Mindestens ein
Viertel aller Maschinen- und Technologie-
importe Sudafrikas in den achtziger Jah-
ren stammt aus der Bundesrepublik.’
Die Deutsch-Sudafrikanische Han-
delskammer schatzt, daf3 300 Firmen aus
der Bundesrepublik rund 65000 Arbeiter
in Sudafrika beschaftigen. Die Spitze der
westdeutschen Industrie ist ausnahmslos
in Sudafrika tatiq: von Daimlerbis VW, von
AEG bis Siemens, von BASF bis Bayer,
von Thyssen bis Salzgitter.® Besonders
bedeutsam fur den Rustungsbereich sind
die Investitionen westdeutscher Firmen
im Fahrzeugbau (die Fahrzeuge dienen
als Waffenplattformen und Transportmit-
tel), in der Motorenproduktion (Motoren
werden als Antriebsaggregate fur Waffen-
systeme verwendet), im Werkzeugma-
schinenbau (der eine Voraussetzung fur
die eigene Produktion von Kleinwaffen
und Kanonen ist) sowie in der Elektronik
(Produkte, die heute Bestandteil samtli-
cher moderner Waffensysteme und zur
Aufrechterhaltung militarischer Befehls-

strukturen unerlaflich sind). Und schlief3-
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Commit eeAga W*Apar*m::“ Btesun
miBverstandlich. »Die permanente Belie-
ferung der sudafrikanischen miitar-stra-
tegischen Industrienist funktional berwei-
tem die schwerwiegenste Umgehung des
Embargos. Nach der Auffassung des Au-
tors kommt dieser Effekt einer Anuliierung
des Embargos gleich, zumindest fur den
Landkrieg.«*

Nicht nur illegale Waffentransfers und
als zivil deklarierte rustungsnahe Guter
gelangen in die Hande des Militars. Es
sind vor allem Technologieleferungen,
die das UNO-Embargo praktisch auller
Kraft setzen. Wurden die sogenannten
CoCom-Bestimmungen, mit der die Ex-
porte sensitiver Technologien in die
UdSSR und zu deren Verbundeten regu-
liert werden, auf Sudafrika angewendet,
hatte die Rustungsindustrie Sudafrikas
ihre technologische Basis verioren.

Als zusatzliche wichtige Ebene ist das
Engagement westdeutscher Banken zu
erwahnen, die den Ruckzug anderer aus-
landischer Banken aus Sudafrika kom-
pensieren. Sie finanzieren unter anderem
die fur die Wirtschaft und damit auch die
fur die Rustungsindustrie notwendigen
Technologieimporte.
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