UNITED AS
NATIONS

gl@ General Assembly  Security Councll pmenas
‘l\qj

A/41/697 v

S/18392

14 October 1986

ENGLISH

ORIGINAL: ARABIC/ENGLISH/
FRENCH/SPANISH

GENERAL ASSEMBLY SECURITY COUNCIL

Forty-first session Forty-first year

Agenda items 19, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29,
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 36, 40,
43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53,
54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62,
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 74, 75,
79, 81, 107 ant3 108

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION
ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE
TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND
PEOPLES

ARMED ISRAELI AGGRESSION AGAINST THE
IRAQI NUCLEAR YNSTALLATIONS AND
ITS GRAVE CONSEQIMENCES FOR THE
ESTABLISHED INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM
CONCERNING THE P®ACEFUL USES OF
NUCLEAR ENERAY, THE
NON-~-PROLIFERAT1UN OFNUCLEAR
WEAPONS AND INTERNATIONAL PEACE
AND SECURITY

THE SITUATION IN KAMPUCHEA

THE s1TUAY ION IN AFGHANISTAN AND
ITS IMPLICATIONS FOR
INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY

QUESTION OF THE FALKLANC ISLANDS
(MALVINAS)

CRITICAL ECONOMIC sITUATI1ON IN
AFRICA

QUESTION OF THE COMORIAN ISLAND OF
MAYOTTE

LAW OF THE SEA

POLICIES OF APARTHI'ID OF THE
GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH AFRITA

UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE FOR ThE
PROMOTION OF INTERNATIONAL
CO-OPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL USED
OF NUCLEAR ENERGY

QUESTION OF PALESTINE

QUESTION OF NAMIBIA

86-25723 1738p (B) /...




- SI TUATION IN THE M DDLE EAST

REVI EW OF THE EFFI Cl ENCY OF THE
ADMTNISTRATIVE AND FI NANCI AL
PUNC1INI1ING OF THE UNI TED NATI ONS

LAUNCH NG O0.> GLOBAL NEGOTIATYONS ON
INTERNATIONARcoNOMIC
Co-OPERATIONFORDEVELLPMENT

QUESTION OF CYPRUS

CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROLONGATION
OF THE ARMED CONFLI CT BETWEEN
| RAN AND | RAQ

CESSATI ON OF ALL NUCLEAR- TEST
EXPMSI ONS

URGENT NEED ror A COMPREHENSIVE
NUCLEAR-TEST-BAN TREATY

ESTABLISHMENT oF A
NUCLEAR- VEAPON- FREE zONE IN THE
REG ON OF THE M DDLE EAST

ESTABLISHMENT OF A
NIJCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE ZONE IN
SOUTH asia

CONVENTION on PROHIBITIONS OR
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF
CERTAI N CONVENTTONAL WEAPONS
wHICcH MAY BEpeeMep TO BE
EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS OR TO RAVE
INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CONCLUSIONOFEFFFCTIVE
| NTERNATI ONAL ARRANGFMENTS ON THE
STRENGTHENING OF THE SECURI TY COF
NON- NUCLEAR- VEAPON STATES AGAI NST
THE USE OR THREAT OF USE OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS

CONCLUSI ON OF EFFECTI VE
| NTERNATI ONAL ARRANGEMEN : TO
ASSURE NON-NUCLFAR-WEAPON STATES
AGAI NST THE USE OR THREAT OF USE
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

PREVENTION OF AN ARMS RACE | N OUTER
SPACE

IMPLEMEN "ATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RESCOLUTI ON 40/88 ON THE | MVEDI ATE
CESSATI ON AND PRCHI BI TI ON OF
N'ICLEAR-WEAPONTESTS

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION
ON THE DENUCLEARIZATION OF AFRTCA

PROHIBITION OF THE DEVELOPMENT AND
MANUFACTURE OF NEW TYPES or
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTI ON AND
NEW SYSTEMS OF SUCH WEAPONS



REDUCTION OF MILITARY BUDGETS

CHEMICAL AND BACTERIOLOGICAL
(BIOLOGICAL) WEAPONS

GENERAL AND COMPLETE DI SARMANENT

RBVIEW AND IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
CONCLUDING DOCUMENT OF THE
TWELFTH SPECIAL SESSXON OF THE
GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
RECOMVENDATI ONS  AND DECI SI ONS
ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
AT ITS TENTH SPECIAL SESSION

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN DI SARMAVENT
AND DEVELCOPMENT

QUESTI ON OF ANTARCTI CA

STRENGTHENING OF SECURI TY AND
CO-OPERATION IN THE MEDITERRANEAN
REGION

REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE DECLARATION ON THE
STRENGTHENING OF INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COLLECTIVE
SECURITY PROVISIONS OF THE
CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS FOR
THE MAI NTENANCE OF | NTERNATI ONAL
FEACE AND SECURITY

EFFECTS OF ATOMIC RADIATION

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO
INVESTIGATE ISRAELI PRACTICES
AFFECTING THE HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE
POPULATION OF THE OCCUPIED
TERRITORIES

QUESTIONS RELATING TO INFORMATION

UNITED NATIONS RELIEF AND WORKS
AGENCY FOR PALESTINE REFUGEES | N
THE NEAR EAST

DI "ELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL
ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION

TRAINING AND RESEARCH

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL AND
TRAINING PROGRAMME FORSOUTHERN
AFRICA

OFFERS BY MEMBER STATES OF STUDY
AND TRAINING FACILITIES FOR
| NHABI TANTS OF NON SELF- GOVERNI NG
TERRITORIES

/ooo




Letter dated 30_September 1986 from the Per manent

Representative of Zinbabwe to the United Nation8
addregsed t o the Secretary- General

| havethe honour to forward a copyof the final docunments adopted by the
Ei ghth Sunmit Conference of Heads of State or Governmenat of Non-Aligned Countri es,
hel d at Harare, Zinbabwe, from 1l to 6 Septenber 1986, with the requeat that it may
be circul ated among Menber States as an of ficial document of the General Assembly,
under agenda Items 19, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43,
45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 48, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 66, 67, 68,
69, 70, 71, 74, 75, 79, 81, 107 and 108, and of the Security Council.

(Si gned . S. G MJDENGE
Ambassador
Per manent Representative
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. INTRODUCTION
1. The Eighth Summt Conference of Beads of State or
Gover nnent  of Non-Al igned Countries was held in Harare,
Zi mbabwe, from 1 to 6 Septenber 1986.
2. The Conference was preceded by a Conference of Foreign
M nisters of Non-Aligned Countries from 28 to 29 August 1986.
3. The representatives of the following countries and

organi zati ons which are nenbers of the Myvenent participated in

t he Eighth Conf er ence: Af ghani st an, Al ger ia, Angola,
Argentina, Bahr ai n, Bangl adesh, Bar bados, Bel i ze, Beni n,
Bhut an, Bol i vi a, Bot swana, Bur ki na Faso, Bur undi , Carmer oon,

Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Colonbia, Comoros,
Congo, céte D' lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Denocrati c Peopl e’ s
Republic of Korea, Denocratic Yenen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
Eauatoria 1 QUi nea, Et hi opi a, Gabon, Gambi a, CGhana, Gui nea,
Qui nea- Bi ssau, Cuyana) India, Indonesia, Iran (lslanmc Republic
of), Iraa, Janaica, Jor dan, Kenya, Kuwai t , Lao People’'s
Denocratic  Republic, Lebanon, Lesot ho, Li beri a, Li byan Arab
Jamahi ri ya, Madaga scar Mal awi , Mal aysi a , Mal di ves, Mali,
Mal t a, Mauri t ani a, Mauri ti us, Mor occo, Mozanbi que, Nepa 1,
Ni caragua, N ger, N geria, Oran, Pakistan, Palestine Liberation
Organi zat i on, Panama, Per u, Qat ar, Rwanda |, Sao Tonme and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senega 1, Seychell es, Sierra Leone,
Si ngapor e, Somal i a, South West Aft ica People*s O qanization,
Sri  Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republiec,
Togo, Irinidzd and Tobago, Tuni si a, Uganda, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Viet Nam Yenen

Arab Republic, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zanbia and zimbabwe.
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4, The representatives of the following countries and
organisatione, a8 well as national liberation movements,
attended the Conference as Observers: Brazil, Mexico, Papua
New Guinea, Philippines, Uruguay, Venezuela, African National
Congress, Afro-Asian People's Solidarity Organization, Front de
Libération Nationele Ranak et Sociaiiste, League of Arab
States, Organization of the Islamic Conference, Organization of
African Unity, Pan Africanist Congress of Azania, Socialist
Party of Puerto Rico, United Nations.

5. Gueet delegations were present at the Conference from the
following countries and organizations: Australia, Auetr ia,
Dominican Republic, Finland, Geece , Holy See, Mongol ia,
Portugal, Romania, San Mar ino, Spain, Swedea, Switzerland,
Commonwealth secretariat, Food and Agriculture Organizationof
the United Nations, International Com:‘'‘tteeof the Red Cross,
International Conference on the Quest ion Of Palestine,
International Fund for Agricultural Development, Latin American
Economic Syetem, Preferential Trade Area, Southern African
Development Co-ordination Conference, United Nations Ad HOC
Committee on the Indian Ocean, United Nations Commissioner for
Namibia, United WNations Commit tee on the Exerciseo f the
Inalienable &ights of the Poleetinian People, United Nation8
Conference on Trade and Development United Nations
International Children's Emergency Fund, United Natione Council
for Namibia, United Nation6é Development Programme, United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural O©Organization,
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees,
United Nations Special Committee against Apartheid, united

/...
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Nati ons Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
| npl ement ati on of t he Decl aration on t he Granting Of
| ndependence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,’ Wr 14 Food
Programme and Wrld Health Organization.

6. At the inaugural cerenony, the Conference heard a keynote
addr ess delivered by The Honourable Prime Mnister of the
Republic of Zi nbabwe, Conrade R G Mugabe. It was decided by

acclamation to include the text of the address as a docunent

the Conference. *

7. The Conf erence pai d tribute to t he late
Shrimati Indira Gandhi, Prime Mnister of India and Chairperson
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countr ies, an indefatigable
chanpi on of non-alignnent whose dynamism and vitality has |[eft
an indelible inpression on the Movement.

8. The Conference also paid homage to the memory of the late
For bes Burnham, who, as President of CGuyana , had made an
out st andi ng contribution to the Movement oOf Non- Al i gned
Countri es. The Conference also paid tribute to the Ilate
3. M. 6. Adans, Prinme M ni ster of Bar bados, for the
contribution he had made to the Mvenent of Non-Aligned
Countries.

9. The Conference further paid homage to the late Le Duan,
Genera 1 Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communi st
Party of Viet Nam a nenorable figure in the Movement of

Non- Al i gned  Countries.

* See appendi x II.
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10. Aware of the significance and appropriateness of their
meeting in southern Africa, at a critical juncture in the
history of the subregion, and convinced that apartheid was not
only a crime against humanity but also a threat to
international peace a n d security, the Heads of State or
Government stressad the urgent need %o intensify the struggle
against imperialism, colonialism, neocolonialism, apartheid,
racism, zionism and all forms of destabilization,
expansionism, foreign occupation, domination and hegemoniam.

11. In this context, the Heads of State or Government pledged
the full and active solidarity of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries with the oppressed peoples of South Africa and
Namibia a8 well as the Governments and peoples of the
front-line and other independent southern African States.

I1. ROLE OF NON-ALIGNMENT

12. The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries was conceived in
the context of the struggle against colonialism and the
polarization o f international relations result ing from
military blocs, military alliances and the cold war. It was
the most logical answer to the felt need of all the
newly-independent countries of Africa, Asia, Latin America and
the Caribbean and other parts of the world to safeguard and
strengthen their national independence and promote their full
sovereignty in the political and economic spheres. For the
last quarter of a century, many obstac s notwithstanding, the
Movement and policy of non-alignment have sco -ed significant
victories; they have been key elements in the promotion of

and support for peace and peaceful coexistence, independence,
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diearmament, the accelerated economic development of
developing countries and the struggle for a new world order
barred on equality, jJuetice and peace. Tne Heads of State or
Government expressed their satisfaction that throughout t8
existence, the Movement ha8 proved .ts abiding appeal and
continuing re.evan: & ané vitality.

13. The policy of non-aligrment, based on its original
principle8 and character, as set out and elaborated in
successive Summ Conference8 in Belgrade, cairo, Algiers,
Lusaka, Colombo, Havana and New Delhi, involves the struggle
against imperialism, colonialism, neocolonialism, hegemonism,
foreign aggression, occupation and domination, as well as
against apartheid, racism, zionisn, and all forms of
dependence, interveation, interference and pressure as well as
against great Power and bloc politics. The recent evolution of
the international situation ha8 amply test if fed to the
efficacy of the policy of aon-alignment, and its principles
and objectives, a 8 a non-bloc, independent global force in
international relationa, which rejects all forms of
subj ugat ion, overt or covert and all pressures - political,
economic, military, diplomatic and cultural.

14. As the foremost movement for peace in the world, the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries has consistently striven for
the relaxation of tension8 and the promotion of peace and
peacof ul coexistence. | n this context, the Heads of State or
Government committed the Movement to work for the halt i: 3 and
revereal o f present dangerous trend8 in the international

situation and the promotion of conditions conducive to
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co-operation and peaceful co xistence among States. They
stressed the importance of working for the elimination of
hotbeds of tension, aggression and conflict, the promotion of
just and peaceful settlement of international disputes, and
working for general and complete disarmament, the maintenance
of peace based on justice, as well as the removal of all
structures of dom nation, discrimination, exploitation and
inequality. They called for the free expression of the
autnentic national traditions and cultures of peoples and for
the establishment of a system of international relations based
on the principle of respect for independence, sovereignty,
territorial integrity, equality, justice and co-operation
among all States.

15. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that
non-intervention and non-interference in the internal and
external affairs of States are fundamental principles of
non-alignment that must  be strictly adhered to. They
reaffirmed that violation of these principles is unjustifiable
and unacceptable wunder any circumstances, and asserted the
right of all States to pursue their own political, social and
economic development without intimidation, hindr 'nce or
pressure. They were dismayed to note that the security and
independence of non-aligned countries were being increasingly
threatened by colonialist policies, by great Power and bloc
rivalries, by imperialist po'icies of d »mination and by the
guest for spheres of influence, as well as by the persisting
un) uat economic system, all of which had Iled to military,

political. and economic pressures and foreign irterventions
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against non-aligned countries. They noted with concern that an
increasing number of non-aligned countries are being subjected
to all kinds of pressures aimed at weakening the wunity of the
Movement and diverting it from its quintessential principles
and objectives. In this context, they appealed for greater
unity, solidarity and co-ordinated action on the part of
non-aligned countries to resist such pressures. They stressed
the importance of strictly observing the principles and goals
of non-alignment, especially in the present period of crisis
Iin international relations.

16. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
unwavering support for the complete emancipation of the
peoples of Africa, Asia, Latin America, and other pacts of the
world, and stressed their total rejection of all attempts to
distort the struggles of peoples for 1independenc2 and human
dignity by placing them in the context of East-West
confrontation. Such erroneous attempts deny the struggling
people8 their inalienable right *o self-determination and
impede the realization o f their Ilegitimate aspirations. In
this regard, the Heads of State or Government recalled the
criteria for mempership o f the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries as agreed uyon at Relgrade in 1961 and renewed their
commitment not to be parties to, nor take action leading to,
great Pewer confrontation and rivalry or the strengthening of
existing military alliances and interlocking arrangements
arising therefrom, particularly through participation in
military arrangements or through the provision of military

bases and facilities for great Power military presence
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conceived in the context of great Power conflicts, or between
one of these Powers and countries members of the No--Aligned
Movement .

17. The Heads of State or Governnen t expressed their
deiermination to make every effort to strengthen further the
Movement'’s capacity for action and to develop concrete
measures to enhance the influence and impact of its decisions
on international affairs. They  emphasized that the
effectiveness of tht Non-Aligned Movement as directly related
to the fidelity of its Members to the principles ard spirit of
non-alignment, as well as their consistency in opposing
injustice, regardless of its source. Bearing this in mind,
they reaffirmed their commitment to adhere scrupulously to the
principles and spirit of the Movement.

18. The policy and the Movement of non-alignment have been a
positive and influential force in che evolution of
international political and economic relations by expressing
the need for peace, freedom, independence, equality,
development and prosperity for all. The Heads of State or
Governmentu noted with sat isfaction the increasing interest in
the policy of non-alignment as an authentic factor in seeking
solutions to the critical problems in international affairs.
They welcomed the growing recognition among other countries of
the need for co-operation based on the principles and
objectives of non-alignment.

19. The Heads of State or Government, reaffirming their faith
in the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United

Nations, stressed the necessity for strengtheniny further the
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important role played by the non-aligned countries within the
United Nations.

I11. ASSESSMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

20. The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at the deteriorating world political and economic situation.
Conflicts, disputes and ingstability persist in many parts Of
the world. Many non-al igned and other developing countries
face an increasingly critical economic situation and the gap
between developed and develcpging countries continues to widen.
great Power policies and practices of domination and
intervention, as well as the increased resort to the threat or
use of force, aggression, occupation, pressure, economic
coercion and interference in flagrant violation of  the
princinles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations,
have aggravated the international situation. Forces inimical
to the freedom of pecples continue to frustrate the
realization of the rights of peoples under colonial and alien
domination to self-determination and independence, and to
violate the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
non-aligned and other developing countries. The res'rgence 0 f
great Power rivalries and policies aimed at the extension of
spheres of influence have resulted in the escalat iorn o f the
arms race, in particular the nuclear arms race, to
unprecedented qualitative and quantitative dimensicns. These
negative developments seriously endanger international peace
and security. In spite of the several practical proposals made
thus far, including the proposals for the phased and total

elimination of nuclear weapons, no appreciable progress has
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been made in arres*ing and reversing the nuclear arms race and
in preventing the extension of the arms race to outer space.
Policies of negotiating from a position of strength continue
to be pursued. New and dangerous doctrines are being
propagated and public opinion mobilized to justify the
development, accumulation and deployment of sophisticated
armaments, in particular nuclear armaments, 1in various parts
of the world. This has led some developed countries to divert
vast amounts of human, material and technological resources
from economic and social development towards the creation of
new weapons of mass destruction and the perfection of existing
ones.

21. The Heads of state or Government noted with grave concern
that the world continues to be confronted with increasingly
difficult problems stemming from deep-rooted and interrelated
contradictions in international economic relations. This
deepening crisis is manifested in the drastic widening »>f the
gap between developed and developing countries, many of which
are unable to meet even the most basic needs of their people
or realize their development priorities. Prospects for the
establishment of the New International Economic Order based on
justice and sovereign equality continue to diminish. The
North-South dialogue is in a state of paralysis and
international co-operation for economic and social development
through the multilateral process embodied in the
United Nations system is threatened. Besides endangering the
very existence of humanity, the arms race compounds the crisis

by diverting massive amounts of  human, material and

/oo
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technological resources away from development, thus further
worsening the crisis. Problems confronting the world economic
system, #n particular increasing protectionism, the continued
deterioration in terms of trade, persistent high interest
rates and the mounting external debt crisis, which has reached
unprecedented political dimensious, imperil the independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity, as well as the
unhindered economic development of the non-aligned and other
developing countries.

22. The Heads of State or Government noted that during the
Special Session of the General Assembly on the Critical
Economic Situation in Africa, a United Nations Programme of
Action for African Economic Recovery and Development was
adopted. In this context, they appealed to the international
community and financial institutions to make available
sufficient resources for the full and effective implesantation
of the programme.

23. The extension of the East-West confrontation to local arA
regional disputes complicates them further, renders their
resolution difficult and endanqgers world peace. The Heads of
State or Government emphasiz ed that the military presence,
activities and manoeuvres of great Powers in the territories,
airspace and waters, or in the vicinity of non-aligned and
other developing countries, within the context of such
confrontation, threaten the sovereignty and independence of
these countries. They stressed that these activities endanger

world peace and security and demanded that they cease.
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24. The Heads of State or Government affirmed that the
particular security perceptions and policies of the major
Powers and their alliance systems, which are of ten
inconsistent with the concept of collective security enshrined
in the Charter of the United Nations, heighten their military
and political competition, threaten the security of
non-aligned and other States, and pose an increasing risk of
nuclear war.

25. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that
dialogue, particularly  within the framework of the
United Nations system, is the key to a solution of the global
crisis that has affected all areas Of contemporary
international relations. They emphasized that a comprehensive
solution to the pressing international problems such as peace
and s curity, disarmament and development, can only be assured
through such negotiations, based on the principles of the
Charter of the United Nations, in which all countries
participate on an equal footing.

26. The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at attempts to erode multilatetalism and to cripple the
United Nations. They reaffirmed their adherence to the
principles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations
and reiterated their resolve to work energetically for the
strengthening of the world organization, and multilateralism
in general.

27. The Heads of State or Government recalled with
satisfaction the Summit Meeting of November 1985 between the

leaders 0 f the United States of America and tt e Union of

/oo.
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soviet Socialist Ra2publics. However, they expressed regret
that the Summit did not generate the follow-up  efforts
necessary for progress in disarmament negotiations. They
called upon the two Powers to surmount their mutual distrust
and confrontation and to engage in serious negotiations, in a
spirit of goodwill, bearing in mind the interests of all
~ manity.

28. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that there is
no viable alternative to co-operation and peaceful
coexistence among States, regaraless o f their political,
economic and social systems, or their size or geographical
lncation. Détente, in order to be durable, must be universal
and c~aprehensive and open to universal participation, in the
interest of all States. Such détente alone can 1leud t 0
equitable and meaningful solutions to key problems and provide
the basis for lasting peace. The Heads of State or Government
emphasized that non-aligned countries should play an active
and positive role in this process and participate in it on an
equal footing, continuing to make a constructive contribution
to it in the interest of the entire international community.

29. The Heads of State or Government recalled with
satisfaction that 1986 h. d been declared an International Year
of Peace by the United Nations. In this regard, they called cn
the ir _ernational community to observe the Year by adopting
positive measures for the promotion and strengthening of peace

throughout the world.
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V. DISARMAMENT ANI INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

30. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that
disarmament, the r@laxation of international tension, respect
for the right to selt-determination and national independence,
the peaceful settl2ment of disputes in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and the strengthening of
international peace and security are closely related to each
other. They stressed that progress in any of these spheres hae
a benef icial ef fect on all of them; in turn, failure in one
splere has a negative effect on others.

31. Historically, States have considered that they could
achieve security through the possession of arms. The advent of
nuclear weapons, has, however, radically changed this
situation. Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war; they
are instruments of mass annihilation. The accumulation of
weapons, in particular nuclear weapons, constitutes - threat
to the continued survival of mankind. It has therefore become
imperative that States abandon the dangerous goal of
unilateral security through armament and embrace the objective
of common security through disarmament.

32. The Heads of State or Covernment therefore noted with
grave concern the cont .inuing escalation in the arms race,
especially in nuclear weapons and other weaponc 0 f mass
destruction, despite the fact that this increases the risk of
nuclear war and endangers the survival of humanity. They
reiterated their view that the greatest peril facing the world
is the threat te the survival of humanity posed by the

ex isterrce of nuclear weapons. Since annihilation needs to



-24-

happen only once, removing the threat of nuclear catastrophe
IS not one issue among many, but the most acute and urgent
task of the present day. The Heads of State or Government
therefore emphasized the extreme urgency of adopting immediate
measures for the prevention of nuclear war and for nuclear
disarmament.

33. For approximately 40 years, the survival of mankind has
been held hostage to the perceived security interests of a few
nucl ear -weapon States, in particular the super Powers and their
allies. To rely on nuclear leverage IS to accept a perpetual
community of fear that contradicts the Charter of the United
Nations, and the approach and principles of the Final Docunent
of the Tenth  Speci al Session of the General Assenbl y
(resolution S-10/2), the first specfa 1 session devoted to
di sarmanent and those <contained in the declarations of the
conferences Of Heads of State or Governnment of the Mvenment O
Non- Al i gned Countries. The idea that Woria peace can be
mai ntai ned through nuclear deterrence, a doctrine that lies at
the root Of the continuing escalation in the auantity and
auality of nuclear weapons and which has, in fact, led to
gr 2ater insecurity and instability in international relations
than ever before, is the nbst dangerous myth in existence.

34. The Heads of State or Government expressed deep concern
at the rapid acceleration of the arms race, in particular with
regard to nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass
destruction. They were especially concerned that
newly-emerging technologies were producing a new generation of

weapons of mass destruction, both nuclear and non-nuclear
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whose effects were so similar as to obscure the distinction
between nuclear and conventional weapons and thus legitimize
the possession of nuclear and other weapons of ma88
destruction. | n the same vein, new technologies are being
applied in preparation for the development of new weapons and
weapons systems in outer space, adding a new dimension of
grave import to the arme race.

35. The Heads of State or Government were greatly perturbed
by the announcement by the Government of the United States of
America that it no longer considers itself bound by the
provisions of the Second Strategic Arms Limitation
Treaty (SALT 11) of 1979. They urged the Government of the
United States of America to reconsider its position.

36. The Heads of State or Government expressed deep concern
at the preparation8 under way for the extension of the arms
race in all 1its aspects into outer space. They strongly
reaffirmed the principle that outer spa e, which is the
common heritage of mankind, should be used exclusively for
peaceful purpose; and for the benefit and in the interest of
all countries, regardless of their level of economic or
scientific dJdevelopment, and that it should be open to all
States.

37. They recalled the obligation of all States to refrain
from the threat or use of force in their outer space
activities. They reiterated their view that the universally
accepted objective of general and complete di sarmament under
effective international control demands that outer space

should not be transformed into an arena for pursuing the arms
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taco. They therefore called on the Conference on Disarmament
to commence negotiations Urgently to conclud~ an agreement or
® grormontr, as appropriate, to prevent the extension of the
arm8 race in all its aspects into outer apace and thus enhance
the prospects [1xX* co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer
space. In particular, they stressed the urgency of halting the
development Of anti-satellite weapons, the dismantling of the
® xisting systems, the prohibition of the introduction OxX* new
weapon systems into outer space and [ X ensuring that the
® irtng treaties safeguarding the peaceful uses of outer
apace, u«s wel as the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of
Antiballistic Miss’ : Systems are fully honoured, strengthened
'and extended as necessary in the light of recent technological
advancer. The Heads of State or Government invited the
Secretary~-General Of the United Nationsand the Conference on
Disarmament to explore the ways and means of bringing
satellites f or military purposes under international control,
particularly when it puts at stake the security of non-aligned
countries.

38. The Heads Of Stateor Government called upon all State:,,
in particular thosewith major space capsbilities, to adhere
® trictly to the @ xiating legal restrictions and limitations on
rprce weapons, including those contained in the Treaty on
Principlol Governing the Activities of States in the
Explotat ion and Use of oOuter Space, including th e Moon and
Other Celestial Bodies (General Assembly resolution 2222 (XXI),
annex) and the 1972 Soviet Union-United States Treaty on
Antiballistic Missiles, and to refrain fror. taking any
measures aimed at developing, testing or deploying weapons
and weapons systems in outer space. Simultaneously,

negotiations should be undertaken urgently with a view to
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concluding an agreement or agreementa preventing the extension
of the arms race into this area. Measures aimed at developing,
testing or deploying weapons and weapons systems in outer
space could, through a constant chain of act ion and react ion,
lead to an escalation of the arms race in both “offensive” and
“defensive” weapons, thus making the outbreak of nuclear
conflict more likely. Such a situation would not only result.
in a quantum leap in the level of resources expended on
armaments, but would also frustrate the efforts currently
under way to achieve disarmament.

39. The Heads of State or Government noted that in their
joint statement issued in Geneva in November 1985, the
General Secretary of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and the President of the united States of America agreed to
speed up bilateral United States-Soviet negotiations on arms
limitations  with the declared objective of working out
“effective agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in
space and terminating it on Earth with the ultimate goal of
achieving the complete elimination of nuclear arms
everywhere”. In this regard, the Heads of State or Covernment
called upon the leaders of the two countries to pursue without
delay and in a spirit of goodwill the objectives they set
themselves at Geneva, and urged that an early agreement be
reached in these negotiations to refrain from extending the
arms race to outer space and simultaneously to effect drastic
reductions in their existing nuclear arsenals.

40. Noting in particular the statement th «t "a nuclear war

cannot be won and must never be fought”, and its corollary,
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that neither aide would ever wage such a war, the Heads of
State or Government hoped that, as a demonstration of the
sincerity of their declaration, the United States and the
Soviet Union, together with the other nucltar-weapon States,
would agree to sign a binding instrument foresweating the use
of nuclear weapons.

41. The Heads of State or Government urged the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, in
their negotiations, constantly to take into account not only
their own national interests but also the vital interests of
all peoples of the world. They should keep the United Nations
General Assembly and the Conference on Disarmament, as the
sole multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament issues,
duly informed of the progress and state of their negotiations.
42. The Heads of State or Government recalled the consensual
decision of the international community contained in the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session 0 f the
United Nations General Assembly o f 1978 for the adoption of a
Comprehensive Programme for Disarmament. They regretted that
the Conference on Disarmament has been prevented from making
progress on this important subject primarily because certain
nuclear-weapon States and their allies have refused to agree
to specific measures as well a8 to a time-f rawwe for the
prevention of nuclear war and for nu lear disarmament. They
called upon the Conference on Disarmament to resume its work
in this regard at the beginning of its 1987 session and make
all efforts to conclude it during the first part of this

session, with a view to submitting a complete draft of a
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Comprehensive Programme for Disarmament to the
General Assembly at that time.

43. In this connect ion, the Heads of state or Government
welcomed the comprehensive and timcly programme for nuclear
disarmament in a phased, time-bound framework recently put
forward by the Soviet Union, The objectives and priorities of
this programme, which aimed at the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons from the face of the earth by all
nuclear-weapon States by the end of chis century, were largely
in line with the stance which the non-aligned countries have
consistently taken on these matters.

44. A comprehensive test ban, which has been pursued for the
past 25 years, is a matter of the highest priority for
non-aligned countries. A ban on all nuclear-weapon tests would
de-escalate the nuclear arms race and greatly reduce the risk
of nuclear war. The continuance of nuclear -weapon testing
fuels the nuclear arms race and increases the danger of
nuclear wdr. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government
emphasiz ed the pressing need to negotiate and conclude a
comprehensive multilateral nuclear test-ban treaty prohibiting
all nuclear-weapon tests by all States in all environments for
all time. The existing means of verification are adequate to
ensure compliance with a nuclear test ban. Assert ions about
the absence of means of verification should not be used as an
excuse for the further development and refinement of nuclear
weapons. The Heads of State or Government deplored the fact
that., owing to the persistent obstruction of a few States, the

Conference on Disarmament had been unable to embark upon the

/
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multilateral negotiationa for a Comprehensive Nuclear Test
Ban, the cessation of the nuclear arms race, and nuclear
disarmament.

45. While negotiations are under way for such a treaty, there
should be a moratorium on all nuclear testing and the
production and deployment of nuclear weapons. In this regard,
the Head8 of State or Government noted tne appeal made by the
leaders of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and the
United Republic of Tanzania to the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in October 1985
and reiterated in February, April and August 198%, to put an
end to all nuclear testing, as well as their concrete offer of
assistance to achieve adequate verification arrangements to
monitor such a moratorium. They welcomed the unilateral
moratorium on nuclear teating declared by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics iIn August 1985 and extended by it a number
of times since then, including the most recent extension until
1 January 1987. They called upon the United States of America
as one of the two super Powers which, together, are
responsible for the bulk of nuclear-weapon teats, to join the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in the mcratorium and upon
the Soviet Union to continue it.

46. The Heads of state or Government rejected the view that
the negotiation of a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty should wait
until issues relating to verification had been resolved. They
stressed that the formulation and modalities of a verification
system depended on the purposes, scope and nature of the

corresponding agreement and, therefore, the requirements of a
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verification system acceptable to all parties should oe
considered in the context of negotiations. They were deeply
concerned with the view taken by a nuclear-weapon State that
a nuclear-weapon-test ban was a long-term objective for it.

47. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that the use
of nuclear weapons, besides being a violation of the
Charter of the United Nations, would also be a crime against
humanity. In this regard, they urged nuclear-weapon States to
agree, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament, to the
conclusion of as international treaty on the prohibition of
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. They considered
an important step in this direction to be the early entry of
all nuclear-weapon States into an internationally-binding
commitment not to be the first to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons. They called for a freeze on the development,
production, stock-piling and deployment of nuclear weapons.

The freeze of nuclear weapons should, inter alla, provide for

the simultaneous stoppage and discontinuance of any further
production of nuclear weapons and for a complete cut-off of
the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes.

48. The Movement noted with satisfaction the initiative taken
by the Heads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece,
India, Mexico, Sweden and the United Republic of Tanzania in
their joint declarations of 22 May 1984, 28 January 1985 and
7 August 1986, in which they called upon the nuclear-weapon
States to halt all testing, production and deployment of
nuclear weapons and their delivery systems, to be followed by

substantial reductions in their nuclear forces. The six
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leaders had further urged that this reduction be followed by a
continuing programme of reduction of armaments leading to
general and complete disarmament and should be accompanied by
measures to strengthen the United Nations system and to effect
the urgently needed transfer of substantial resources from the
arms race to social and economic development . The
Delhi Declaration of 28 January 1985 had specified two steps
which required special and urgent attention: the prevention of
an arms race in outer space and the early conclusion of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. The Mexico Declaration of
7 August 1986 reiterated the need to adopt these measures. In
addit ion, it urged the leader8 of the United States of America
and the soviet Union to continue and re-invigorate the
dialogue which they started last year, to set a firm date for
a new meeting between them, and by an approach of mutual
compromise and conciliation to ensure that such dialogue leads
to practical results in the field of disarmament. The Heads of
State or Government emphasiz ed that thess act ions were in
conformity  with the basic approach of the non-aligned
countries and showed the relevance of the principles of
non-alignment and the positions of non-aligned countries for
the international community at large.

49. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their view
that the only credible guarantee for non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons lies in
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. Pending the
achievement of total nuclear disarmament, however, it is

e: v+ial  that non--nuclear States be insured against bvei nq
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threatened or attacked with nuclear weapons. In this regard,
the Reads of State or Government stressed the obligation of
nuclear-weapon States to guarantee non-nuclear-weapon States
against attack, or threat of attack, with nuclear weapons by
any nuclear Power, including themselves. Consequently, they
urged that negotiations should proceed without delay for the
early conclusion of a binding international instrument on
effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

50. Th. Heads o f State or Government affirmed that the
establishn.:nt 0 f nuclear-weapon-free zones, on the basis of
arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned, and taking into account the characteristics of each
region, constituted an important disarmament measure. They
expressed support for all individual and regional initiatives
or proposals which envisage the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in such a manner. The establishment
of such zones in different parts of the world should be
encoureged, with the ultimate objective of achieving a world
entirely free of nuclear weapons.

51. The Heads of State or Government emphasiz ed that the
implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of
Africa, adopted in 1964 by the Heads of State and Government
of the Organization of African Unity (oau), would constitute
an important measure for the prevention of the proliferation
of nuclear weapons and the preservation of international peace

and security. In this regard, they strongly condemned the
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racist South African régime for the acquisition of a
nuclear-weapon capability and roundly deplored the
collaboration of certain 'North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) member States and Israel with the racist
regime, which had given that country its nuclear capability.
They noted with grave concern that collaboration wlth the
racist South African régime violate8 many resolution8 of the
United Nati ons, i ncl udi ng t he consensual view of t he
i nternational community, expressed in paragraph 12 of the Final
Docunment of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly
that ‘the nmssive accunmulation of armanents and the acauisition
of armament5 technology by racist régimes, a5 well a3 their
possible acauisition of nuclear weapons, present a challenging
and increasingly dangerous obstacle to a world community faced
with the urgent need to disarm. It is, therefore, =ssential
for purposes of disarmament to prevent any further acquisition
of arms or arms technology by such regimes, especially
through strict adherence by all State8 to relevant decisions
of the Security Council”. This collaboration also undermines
the objectives of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of
Africa and sabotages the effort8 undertaxen in the interest8
of disarmament, peace and security of the region, as well a:
international peace and security. The Heads of Stecte o r
Government therefoie called upon the Security Council, in the
discharge of its responsibilities as the primary organ of the
United Nations responsible for the maintenance of
international peace and security, to take effective und
concrete measures to meet the danger posed by the acquisiticn

of nuclear capability by the South African racist regime.
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52. The . .deg of State or Government stressed that, although
nuclear disarmament has the highest priority, sustained
efforts shoula h»e made in order to conclude without delay a
treaty banning the development, production, stockpiling and
uge o f all chemical weapons. They expressed their profound
concern at the increased production and use of chemical
weapons and the development of new chemical weapons including
binary weapons. They condemned the use of chemical weapons by
any State and under any circumst inces aad »Jnside.ed it as a
grave viuvlation of international law and human norm8. Though
the wuse of chemical weapons is already proscribed by the 1925
Geneva Protocol, it was their convict ior that possession of
such weapons 1r .48 ine 1 ably t» their use. The Heads of State
or Government urged all States t o wundertake negotiations in
good faith and to »ostain from any action that could impede
the early conclusion of a chemical weapons convent ion. Pending
this, they called for strict observance of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol.

53. The Heads of State or Government no%ad with deep concern
that the qualitative development of conventional weapons adds
a new dimension to the arms race, especially among States
possessing the largest conventional arsenals. They urged these
States to restrain such development. They emphasized that,
together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament, measures
for the limitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and
conventional weapons should be pursued resolutely within the
framework of progress towards general and complete

disarmament. States with the laraest ni litar v arsenals have a



special responsibility in this regard. The adoption of such
disarmament measures should take place in an equitable and
balanced manner in order to ensure the right of each State to
security, and that no individual State or group of States may
obtain advantages over others at any stage. At each stage, the
objective should be undiminished security at the lowest level
of armaments and armed forces. The Head8 of State or
Government ernphas iz ed that the adopt ion of disarmament
measures should be based on full respect for the principle8 of
non-intervention, non-interference in the internal affairs of
other States and the peaceful solution of disputes in
conformity with the Charter of the United Nations.

54. In accordance with the criteria cited above, whtre the
regional situation so permits at the initiative of any or all
of the States so concerned and with their concurrence, States
should consider and adopt measures a: the regional level with
a Vview to strengthening peace and security at a lower levei of
forces through the limitation and reductlion of armed forces
and conventional weapons. In this regard, the Heads of State
or Government noted with satisfaction the unilateral, as well
as recent regional and subregional, initiatives taken by some
non-aligned countries to limit the acquisition of conventional
arms and reduce military expenditure8 with a view to
allocating the resources so released .or the 8ocio * -uonomic
development af their peoples.

55. The Heads of State or Government called wupon o*her
States, in particular the major arms suppliers, to facilitate

progress toward8 regional disarmament by refraining from any
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action, including the threat or use of force, that could
impede the achievement of the owcjectives of such initiatives
and by taking measure8 of positive co-operation for the
attainment of this goal.

n6. The Heads of State or Government expresse? their
conviction that the limitation and reduct ion of the military
activities and rivalry of great Powers and blocs beyond their
boundaries would significantly contribute to the strengthening
of the security of non-*aligned and othe: countries. They
therefore called for the military withdrawal and disengagement
of the great Powers and their military alliances from
positions beyond their frontiers and the elimination of their
military bases and facilities from the territories of the
non-ali.gned countries.

57. The Heads of utate or Government under ! ined the central
role and primary responsibility of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament, They stressed that all the peoples of
the world have a vital interest in disarmament negotiations,
the right to participate on an equal footing in disarmament
negotiations affecting national security, and an inherent
right to contribute to their success. Bilateral and
multilateral neqot iat ions on disarmament should mutually
facilitate and complement , and not hinder or preclude, each
other. The Conference on Disarmament should therefore be Kkept
informed of allst s in bilateral negotiations, and it should
be enabled to fulf il its mandate as the sole, multilateral
negotiating body in the field of disarmament and to adopt.

concrete measures of disarmament, in particular measures for
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nuclear disarmament and for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space.

58. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
t.he present world-wide campaign against the nuclear arms race.
They expressed their conviction that such movements can play
an influential role in promoting nuclear disarmament and
preventing ruclear catastrophe. They emphasized the extreme
importance of encouraging and rendering all poss ib le
assistance to that process. In this connection, the Heads of
State or Government reaffirmed the three objeciives o f the
World Disarmament Campaign, namely, to inform, to educate and
to develop public understanding of the support for
United Nations objectives in the field of disarmament, They
reaffirmed the need to strengthen the role of regional bodies
in mobilizing support for this campaign and the realization of
its objectives. In this context, the Heads vf State or
Government welcomed the establishment at Lome, Togo, of the
United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in
Africa. They further welcomed the offer of the Government of
Peru to establish in Lima a Regional Centre for Disarmament,
Security, Peace and Development with the responsibility of
disseminating in Latin America the objectives of the
United Nations in the field of disarmament.

59. The Head6 of State or Government reiterated the urgent
need to decide upon the date for, and convene, the Third
Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted

to Disarmament.
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60. The Heads of State or Gover nment regretted that it had not been
posaible 10 convene an International Confer ence on the Rel ati onship
bet ween D sar manment and Developmen t in Paris in July 1996. They
emphasized the importance of the Conference as marking the
beginning of an intensive consideration of these problems by
the entire international community and expressed the hope that
the forty-first session of the United Nations General Assembly
would take a decision on the dates and venue of the Conference
in accordance with the decision of the resumed fortieth
session 0f the General Assembly to convene it. in 1987. They
considered the Conference an urgent necessity for the
appropriate and timely examination of the adverse consequences
of steadily increasing arms expenditure on the global economy.
They urged all States to participate in it at a high level and
contribute to its success. It was essential that a remedy be
found for the existing situation, 1in which hundreds of
billions of dollars are spent annually on weapons while
two-thirds of the world’'s population lives in poverty and in
some cases, misery. They attached particular importance to the
Conference coming out with specific recommendat ions on the
ways and means of releasing additional resources through
disarmament measures for development purposes, in particular
for the benefit of the developing countries. Expressing the
conviction that the economic and social consequences of the
arms race militate against the <creation of the new
international economc order, the Heads of State or GV er N ment
declared that Ilasting peace «could only be assured through a

restructuring o f the worid economy with the objective of
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establishing the New Order and bridging the economic gap
between developing and developed countries. The Head8 of State
or Govetnmen t called for a demonstration of greater political
will by the developed countries for the attainment of this end.

v. PEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR ENERGY

61. The Heads of Stat@ or Government, recalling the decisions
of the non-aligned countries, stressed the exceptional
importance of international co-operation among the non-aligned
and other developing countries in the field of peaceful uses
of nuclear energy. This co-operation is of special
significance in fields ere their countries can achieve a
greater degree of self-sufficiency.

62. The Heads of State or Government affirmed the inalienable
right of all States to apply and develop their programmes for
peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social
development in conformity with their priorities, Intereste and
needs. AIll States should have unhindered access to, and be
free to acquire, technology, equipment wnd materials on a
non-discriminatory basis for peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
taking into account the particular need8 of the developing
countries. They deplored the pressures and threats directed
against developing countries and aimed at preventing them from
pursuing their programmes for the development of nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes.

53. They also expressed their concern i n this respect with
regard to the obstacles which the developed countries place in
the way of transfer of technologies related to the peaceful

uses of atomic energy by fixing conditions which are
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incompatible with the sovereignty of the developing countries.
Each country’'s choices and decisions in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy should be respected without 3 eopardiz ing fuel
cycle pollcies or international agreements and contracts for
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

64. The Head8 of State or Government also emphasized the need
for observance of the principle8 of non-discrimination and
free access to nuclear technology and reaffirmed the risht of
each country to develop programme8 for the use of nuclear
enevgy for peaceful purposes in conformity with its own freely
determined priorities and needs.

65. In this connect ion, the Heads of State or Government

reiterated that non-proliferation should not be made a pretext

for preventing States from exercising their ful.l rights to
acquire and éevelop nuclear technology for peaceful pur poses
geared to economc and social devel opment in accordance with
their priorities, i nterests and needs, determined in a

sovereign nanner.

66, Having considered the preparations for the United Nations Conference
for the Pronotion of International Co-operation in the Peacaful l'Ises
of Nuclear Energy (23 March to 10 April 1987), the Heads of
State or Government were convinced that the Conference would
contribute to the realization of the inalienable right of all
countries to free and unhampered access to nuclear technology,
equipment and material, on a non-discriminatory basis, with a
view to developing their national programmes of peaceful uses
of nuclear energy, which is of particular importance for the
realization o f social and economic development programmes of

/..



developing countries in accordance with their prioritise,
interests and neede.

67. Proceeding from the posit ions adopted by the Seventh
Summit Conference of Non-Aligned Countriea and the Luanda
Ministerial Conference, the Heads of State or Government
expressed their conviction that non-aligned and other
developing countries should contribute, through their active
participation in the preparations, to the successful outcome
of the Conference on the Promotion of Co-operation in Peaceful
Uses of Nuclear Energy.

V1. SITUATION IN SOUTHERN AFRICA

68. The Heads of State or Government were greatly perturbed
by the cont inuing state of war in southern Africa. They
reaffirmed their view that apartheid is the root cause of
conflict in the region which has already jeopardized the peace
and security of the sub-continent, and which poses a grave
threat to international peace and security. Tire perpetration
of genocide at home and the practice of aggression and
terrorism abroad are inherent in the system of apartheid . The
Head8 of State or Government therefore reiterated that there
could Se no peace, stability or security in southern Africa
until the obnoxious system was completely eradicated.

69. Rightly declared a crime against humanity and an affront
to the universal conscience, apartheid emanates from the same
racist and bellicose ideology which provoked the Second World
War and caused immense destruction and bloodshed. Considering
that apartheid constituted a threat not only to the peace and

security of southern Africa but also to international peace
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and security, the Heads of State or Government expressed their
indignation and dismay that Sertain Western nations,
thenselves former victim8 of fascist aggression, continued to
aid and abet apartheid economically, financially, politically,
diplomatically and militarily.

70. The Heads of State or Government stronyly condemned the
Pretoria ré&gime for conducting State terrorism against the
front-line and other neighbouring independent States. In
particular, they condemned the recruiting, training,
financing, directing and infiltrating of bandits and
mercenaries by the racist régime for the purpose of
destabilizing neighbouring independent State8 and of
overthrowing their governments.

71. The Heads of State or Government condemned the policy of
“constructive engagement” pursued by the Government of the
United States of America which they saw as giving succour and
comfort to the racist regime, thus emboldening it in its
brazen acts of aggression against neighbouring independent
States and encouraging it in its defiance of international
public opinion. Noting that the increased acts of genocide
against the defenceless majority of that country by the racist
South African régime were o the result of the increased
arrogance of the régime which is encouraged vy the policy of
“constructive engagement”, the Heads of State or Jovernment
welcomed the increasing rejection of that policy, in
particular within the United States itself, and called upon
the Government of that country to abandon its policy whose

disastrous consequences for the region have become so manifest.
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72. The Heads of State or Governnment undertook to support the
current Chairman of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) in
his efforts on behalf of the peoples of southern Africa, in
accordance with the general nmandate to speed wup the |Iliberation
process in that subregion that was given to him by the Assenbly
of Heads of State and Government of t he OAU, at its
twenty-second ordinary session. They declared their readiness
to support these efforts and to participate in any initiative
undert aken within the framework of the Statement on the
critical situation in southern Africa adopted by that Assembly.

Destabilization

73. The Heads of State or Government expressed support for
the communigué issued at the Meeting of the Heads of State or
Government of the front-line States,held at Harare, Zimoabwe,
on 18 July 1986, at which South Africa's increasing acts of
aggression against, and destabilization of, the neighbouring
independent States, as well a8 other development8 affectirg
the explosive situation in the region, were considered, and a
call for the immediate imposition of comprehensive mandato.y
sanctions against racist South Africa was made.

74. They strongly condemned Pretoria's policies and acts of
State terrorism perpetuated against the front-line and other
neighbouring independent States. In this context, they agreed
with the analysis of the World Conference on Sanctions against Racist

South Africa, which was held in Paris from 16 to 20 June 1986, that

racist South Africa's numerous acts of aggression, subversion,
destabilization and terrorism against independent African
States, including deliberate massacres of ref jees, causing
enormous human and material damage, as wei. as against the

/oo



ships, aircraft and nationals of other countries, its
instigation and support for subversive groups engaged in
terrorism in those States, and its defiance of United Nations
resolutions calling for an immediate cessation of such actions
and the payment of compensation to the States concerned
constituted "a clear illustration of the policies of State
terrorism.” They  therefore vehemently condemned the
destabilization policies and acts of Stete terrorism pursued
by the racist Pretoria r&gime against the front-line and other
neighbouring i1 -pendent States which endangered not only the
peace and security of the region, but also international peace
and security. In this context, they called on the
international community to exert pressure upon the racist
régime in ‘retoria to make it stop forthwith its acts of State
terrorism and destabilization against the neighbouring
independent States.

75. The Heads of State or Government condemned the racist
Pretoria ré&gime for its continued military occupation of parts
of the territory of the People’s Rerublic of Angola and ca led
for the immediate, complete and wunconditional withdrawal of
South African troops from the territory. They also condemned
the racist Pretoria regime for its repeated acts of armed
aggression against the People’s Republic of Angola, including
those perpetrated against the commercial port of Namib, and
demanded immediate ‘payment of full and adequate compensation
to the Government of the People’'s Republic of Angola for the
loos of life and damage to property resulting from these acts

of aggress ion, in accordance with the relevant
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Security Council decisions and resolutions. They called upon
all Members of the Non-Aligned Movement and the international
community to extend increased material support to the
Government of the People’'s Republic of Angola in order to
enable it to consolidate its national independence and
safeguard its sovereignty and territorial integrity.

76. The .leads of State or Government reaffirmed their view
that the ¢ .cupation of snuthern Angola by the racist Pretoria
régime was in large part facilitated by the policies parsued
by the United States Administration in the region, especially
its sumport for the UNITA armed criminal bandits and its
policies of “constructive engagement” and “linkage”.

77. In this context, the Heads of Ctate or  Government.
recalled that the Conference of Ministers of Non-Aligned
Countries held in Luanda from 4 to 8 September 1983 had
condemned the repeal of the Clark Amendment by the
United States Congress, and endorsed the Summit Declaration of
the Organization of African Unity on the involvement of the
United States Administration in the internal affair6é of the
People’s Repudblic o f Angola, AHG/Decl.1(XXII1), which,

inter alia, states:

{a) "The 1986 public announcement by the United States
Administration that ths bandits in Angola would be
supplied with Ynited States-made ‘Stinger missiles’
and th. subsequent delivery of these missiles is an
affront and a challenge to the OAU a n d coastitutes
a contemptuous act of undeclared war by the
United States Administration &gainst the sovereign

People’s Republic of Angola.
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() “he ifinancial and military support that the present
United ctates Administration 1is giving to the
bandite | n Angola constitutes a serious violation
of the 1970 United Nations Dpeclaration o n friendly
relat.ons among States and &lso a violation of the
principles contained in the Charter of the
United Nations.

(c) The deliberate and overt involvement of the
United States Administration in the internal
affa rs of the People ' s Repub 1 ic of Angola
constitutes a hostile act aga st the Organization
of African Unity.’

78. The Heads 0 f State or Government therefore firmly
condemned th~ United States Government for its blatant
disregard for <t¢he solemn calls of the Organization of African
Unity and the Movement of Non-Aligned <¢ountries and for its
cont inued sponsorship Of terrorism in southern Africa by
supplying material assistance to the UNITA criminal bandits
who are in Pretoria’s service to destabilize the
People” s Republic Of Angola. |l n particular, they  were
indignant that the United States Government had granted an
official welcome to the UNITA criminal bandit leader . Jonas
savimci, and had supplied him with further aid, including
Stinger missiles and other lethal weapons. These actions by
the Uuited States Administration constituted not only a gross
and unwarranted ir*torference in the internal affairs of the
People * + Republic of Angola, in contraventlion of established

principles 0 f incernational law regarding acceptable conduct
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in the relat ions between States, but also an act of aggression against the

QAU and the entire Movenent of Non-Aligned Countri aa. By its di sregard of

the cal Ls of the OAU and the Mwvenent, by its qross interference inthe

, .ternal affair8 € Angola and by its open collaboration with
the racist Pretoria régime in maintaining apartheid at home
and aiding bandits abroad, the United States Government has
bec:ome an obstiacle to be removed rather than a mediator and
honest broker in the negotiating process leading to the speedy
implementation 0 f United Nations Security Cuunci 1
resolution 435 (1978).

79. The Heads ot State or Government commended he Government
of the People's Republic oi Angola for its political wiil and
diplomatic: flexibili ty in tne search for a peaceful and
negotiated solution to the problems of southern Africa, mainly
through the submission to Mr. Javier Pérez de  Cuéllar,
Secretary-General of the United Nations, on 17 November 1.984,
of a platform for comprehensive negotiations. They welcomed
and fully supported this initiative of the Angolan Government,
which constitutes an equitable wasis for the re-cstablishment

of peace and international security in the region.

80. the Headrn ur State or Government commended the
Government of the People's Republic of Angola for its
efforts, in accordance with the Lusaka communicqué of
16 February 1904 and t.he viatform for global
negotiations, cont ai ned in t he Uni t ed hat ftons Gener a

Assembly-Security Council document A/39/688-5/168138 of

26 Novembey 1984, ailmed at the creation of an atmosphere of

/e
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peaceful coexistence and understanding conducive to the search
for a lasting and just peace in southern Africa. The political
wi.ll. manifested by the Government of the People’ 8 Republic of
Angola and its diplomatic flexibility in the search for
viable, equitable and durable solutions t o the problems of
southern Africa stood in marked contrast to the pugnacity,
duplicity and irresponsibility displayed by the racist
Pretoria ré&gime in its approach to the region’s problems. The
Heads of State or Government  welcomed the constructive
attitude of the Government of the People’'s Republic of Angola
and strongly condemned the racist Pretoria regime for its
intransigence and bad faith.

81. The Heads of State or Government expressed their Jeep
concern over the acts Of political, economic and military
destabi lization committed by the racist régime of South Africa
against the people’s Republic of Mozambique. | n this regard,
they reaffirmed their strong condemnat icn of t.he nont inued
recruitment training, arming, transportation and infiltration
of armed bandits into Mozambican territory by South Africa to
kill the defenceless population and cause massive destruction
t0 the economic and social infrastructure in that country.
They expressed therr firm rejection of this policy of State
terrorism, intimidation, blackmail, economic blockade and the
systematic use of armed bandits which is cont. ary to the most.
elewentary norms of international law.

82. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their total
support for t he people and government of Mozambique and for

the pregervation of that country'8 peace, independence and

e
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State or Government were convinced that in order to avoid a
further escalation of the conflict, with disastrous
consequences for the whole region and for international peace
and security, it was necessary that the international
community immediately impose comprehensive and mandatory
sanctions against the racist Pretoria regime, and they urged
the Security Council of the United Nations to proceed to adopt
and impose such sanctions, under Chapter VII of the Charter of
the United Nations, without delay.

85. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the right of
the front-line and other independent <tates neighbouring
South Africa to give sanctuary to victim8 of apartheid,
minority rule and foreign occupation in accordance with their
international obligations and humanitarian principles. Taey
appealed to all members of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries and the international community as a whole to give
the front-line and other independent States neighbouring
South Africa diplomatic, political, financial and material
assistance in order to enable thorn the better to meet these
obligations and to strenrc~hen their defence capabilities.

86. In this context, they called upon member States of the
Non-Alrgned Movement to begin in earnest the stockpiling of
relief materials for appropriate use in support of front-line
and other States in southern Africa to assist them to
withstand reprisals ‘by racist South Africa as a consequence of
the imposition of sanctions by the international community.

87. The Heads of State or Government expressed «colidarity

with the objective3 underlying the crest ion of the
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Southern African Development Co-ordination Conference (SADCC)
as an expression of the felt need of front-line and other
independent southern African States to lessen their eccnomic
dependence on South Africa, and to achieve economic growth and
collective self-reliance, and as the primary vehicle for the
achievement of those objectives. They reiterated their
suppor t for these objectives of the SADCC and welcomed the
important steps the body has taken in the last six years in
initiating programmes in key economic sectors aimed at.
ensuring economic growth, achieving collective self-reliance
and reducing the economic dependence of the concerned
countries on Souts Africa, whose economic and military power
s systematically used to destabilize its independent
neighbours and cripple their national development efforts.
Namibia

08. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned tne
racist South African régime for its continued illegal,
colonial and brutal occupation of Namibi- 1 n flagrant
violation of the reeolut ions of the United Nations
Security Council, the United Nations General Assembly, the
Organizat ion of African Unity, the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countr ies and other international forums. They dec’ared that
the continued illegal occupation of Nambia is an act of
aggression aqainst the Namfhian people in defiance of numerous
United Nnt ions resol utiona, in particul ar Uni t ed Nati ons
Ceneral Assenbly resolution 3314 (XXIX) of 14 Decenber 1974.

89. They emphasized the Ilegitimacy of the Namibian people’s

struggle for self-determination by all available means,
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including armed struggle, and reaffirmed their abiding support
for the just and heroic struggle of the people of Namibia
under its sole, authentic and legitimate representative, the
South West Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO), I n this
connection, they commende J4APO for the outstanding manner in
which it has led the Namibian people since its founding, the
construct ¥ ve manner in which it has responded to diplomatic
initiatives, and the co-operation it has shown the
United Nations in the search for a juet, peaceful and
negotiated resolution of the Namibian question. This positive
attitude stands in marked contrast to the intransigence,
duplicity and bad faith displayed by the racist Pretoria
régime.

90. The Heads of State or Government expressed support for
the efforts of the Secretary-General of tne United Nations
regarding the settlement of tre Namib ian question and urged
him to commence implementation of United Nations
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) without delay.

31. They condemned the activities of foreign economic
interests which impede the implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peopler with regard to Namib.a, and stiessed the
incompatibility o f these activities with the relevant
resolutions of the United Nations, t he advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice of 1971 and Decree No. 1 of the
United Nattons Council fcr Namibia adopted in 1374 for the

protection of the natural resources of Namibia.
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92. The Heads of State or Government wurged all States to
refrain from render ing any type of assistance to South Africa
that might encourage it te continue pursuing its policy of
State terrorism and systematic acts of aggression and
destabilizaticn against the neighbouring independent countries
and prolonging 1ts illegal occupation of Namibia. In
particular, they requested all States to cease forthwith all
political, economic, diplomatic, military, nuclear” cultural,
sporting and other relations with the racist Pretoria régime,
in conformity with S2curity Council rssolution 283 (1977), so
a8 to hasten the termination of its illegal and colonial
occupation of Namibia.

93. They also strongly condemned racist South Africa for its
messive mi)itarization »f hNamibia and its arrogant use of that
territory as a sprin,board for committing act8 of State
terrorism, including subversion, aggression and
destabilization against neighbouring independent States,
particularly Angola.

94. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that the
right of the Namibian people to independence must not be made
hostage t o FEist-Wes. confrontation and categorically rejected
all machinations aimed at diverting attention from the central
iseue which is the reallzation of the Namibian people’s
aspirationa to self-determination, freedom and national
independence,

95. They endorsed the Declaration and Programme of Action
adupted by the Extraordinary Ministerial Meet ing of the
Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Countries on Namibia,

held in New Delhi, India, from 19 to 21 April 1585.
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96. They welcomed the Vienna Final Document adopted by the
Extraordinary Plenary Meet inq of the United Nations Council
for Namibia in June 1985, which they fully supported, and
reaffirmed their firm support for the United Nations Council
for Namibia in its role as the Legal Administering Authority
of Namibia until its independence.

97. The Hcads of State or Government demanded once again that
all Namibian political prisoners held in racist prisons be
released immediately and unconditionally and that captured
freedom fighters be accorded prisoner-of -war status in
accordance with the Geneva Convention and Article 44 of its
Additional Protocol.

98. In view of the intra aigence of the racist South African
régime regarding the implementation of the United Nations Plan
for Namibian independence, and recalling the urgent appeal by
the forty-first. session of the Co-ordinating Committee for the
Liberation of Africa in February 1984 for increased material
assistance co the national liberation movements, the Heads of
Statc 0 r Government appealed to the international community to
render increased political, diplomatic, military, financial
and material support to the legitimate and heroic armed
struggle waged by the Namibian people under the leadership of
swaPO, their sole, authentic and legitimate representative.

99. Tney also called upon member States, especially those
which have not yet done so, to contribute to the Solidarity
Fund for Namibia in order to enhance SWAPO's capability to

wage the national liberation struggle.
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100. On the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the
launching of the armed struggle by SwaPO, the Heads of State

or Government cummended SWAPO and in particular its military
wing, the People’s Liberation Army of Namibia (PLAN), for
succesres scored in the battlefield against racist South
Africa and its occupationist troops in Nami.ia.

101. The Heads of State or Government, in acknowledging the
efficacy of SWAPO's directive which declared 1986 Year of
General Mobilization and Decisive Action for Final Victory,
welcomed the stepped-up mobilization o f the Namibian people
and further intensification of the armed struggle as evidenced

by the recent mass rallies, demonstrations and strikes, and
the successful shooting down of racist South Africa’s
warplanes, helicopter qunships and armed attacks on its
military bases in Namibia.

102. The Headu of State or Government welcomed the convening

of the Second Brussels International Confer+nce¢ on  Namibfa b y
non-governmental organizations from 5 to 7 May 1986. They
expressed their satisfaction that the Conference const ituted a
useful vehicle for sensgitizing ‘lernat ional opinion,
particularly in the  western cauntries, on the issues
concerning the continued racist South African occupation of
Namibia.

103. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the convening
in Vienna of an International Conference for the Immediate :
Independence of Namibia from 7 to 11 July 1986, They expressed
their total support for the Declaration and TFfrogramme 0 f

Action adopted by the Conference. In particular, the Heads of

/...
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State or Government noted  with appreciation that the
Conference wurged all States to refrain from rendering any type
of assistance to South Africa that might encourage i t t o
continue its policy of State terrorism and systematic acts of

aggression and destabilization against the neighbouring

independent countries, called on the Security Council
immediately to adopt and impose comprehensive mandatory
sanctions, under Chapter Vil of the Charter, against

South Africa, and appealed to the United States of America and
the United Kingdom, permanent members of the Security Council,
which have thus far prevented the Council from acting
effectively, to reconsider “heir positions in the light of the
grave situation in southern Africa and the accumulated
evidence of the past 20 years, which irrefutably points to
comprehensive manda‘cry sanct ions as the most effective
peaceful means of forcing South Africa to terminate its
illeg2l occupation in Namibia.

104. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the appeal made
b, th?* Eminent Persons at the Conference for the Immediate
Independence of Namibia for comprehensive sanctions against
racist sSouth Africa and for assistance to the front-line
States and, in particular, agreed with the analysis of the
Eminent Persons that those who refuse to impose comprehensive
economiz sanctions aga.ns. racist South Africa become & party
to that country’s defiance of the United Nations, as well as
to its suppression and re.ressioni n Namibiaand utter

disregard for basic human rights.
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105. The Head8 Of State or Government reaffirmed the
inalienable right of the Namibian people to self-determination
and independence within an untruncated territory, including
walvic Bay, tne Penguin Islands and all adjacent offshore
islands i n accordance with the relevan: United Nations
resolutions. In this regard, they urged the Security Council
in conformity with the request made by the International
Conference for the Immediate Independence of Namibia, held in
Vienna from 7 to 11 July 1986, solemnly to reiterate that
Walvis Bay' and the offshore islands are an integral part of
Namibia and should not be the subject of negotiation between
South Africa and an independent Namibia.

106. The Head8 of State or Government strongly condemned the
racist South African regime for its intransigence which 1is the
major obstacle to the implementation of the United Nations
Plan for Namib lan independence in accordance with
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). They were indignant
that the r. ist ré&gime's proposal of 1 August 1986, for
beginning the implementation of the settlemcnt Plan, was only
a propaganda gimmick since it was linked to the extraneous
issue of the withdrawal of the Cuban internationalist forces
from the People’'s Republic of Angola, which they totally
rejected as being incompat ib le  with Security Council
resolution 435. They firmly condemned any such obstructionist
tactics aimed at prolonging its illegal and coionial
occupation of Namibia, and reaffirmed their total support for
and commitment to the United Nations Plan. In this centext,

the H=2ads of State or Government endorsed the call, by the
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recent International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Namibia, on all State8 "to oppose resolutely, 1in every
available forum, the universally and categorically rejected
persistent attempt by the United States Administration and
racist Sonth Africa to link the implementation of the
United Nations Plan with irrelevant and extraneous issues,
such as the presence of Cuban troops in Angola".

107. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
racist Pretoria ré&gime for the installation in Namibia of a
so-called interim government in violation of Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) and reiterated their unqualified support
for Security Council rerolut ion 566 (1985) of 19 June 1985,
which declared that act ion to be wot only illegal, but also
null and void. They urged all States not to accord any form of
recognition to the illegal act by the racist South African
régime or to any repreaentative or organ of the puppet ré&gime
it purports to have established. They endorsed the call by the
International Conference for the Immediate Independence of
Namibia demanding the immediate closure of the so-called
Namibia information offices which the racist régime has
established in the capitals of certain Western countries to
legitimize its puppet institutions in Namibia.

108. The Head8 of State or Government also welcomed the
decision to convene a special session of the General Assembly
on Namibia in 1986 during the first week of the forty-first
regul ar session of the Aesesbly. They decided to delegate the
following Ministers for Poreign Affairs of member States of the

Movement 0 f Non-Al fgned Countriest O participate in the
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debate of the special session in order to ensure its success: Argentina,
Congo, Cyprus, Denocratic  Yemen . Eqypt, Ghana, I ndi a, Jamai ca
Ni caragua, Sao Tore and Pr incipe, Sr i Lanka, United Republ i ¢ of Tanzani a,

Yugoslavia, zambia and Zimbabwe ex officio. In this regard,

they urged all States, in particular the Western Statcs, to
contribute to the success of the special session by refraining
from introducing extraneous issues that would impede the
implementation of United Nations Security Council
resolution 435 (1978) on Namibian independence.

South Africa

1'09. The Heads of State or Government were greatly perturb 4
by the rapidly worsening situation inside South Africa which
was now claiming a daily toll of innocent lives reaching
genocidal proportions. With regard to this, they were outraged
by -he raciet Pretoria ré&gime's continued intransigence in the
face of international calls for a negotiated resolution of the
scourge of apartheid, and noted that the duplicity, bad faith
and arrogance of the raciet regime had brought South Africa to
the brink of a racial conflagration that now threatened to
engulf the entire subregion.

110. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
racist South African ré&gime for its obnoxious policy and
prcetice of apartheid which is the root cause of all violence
and instability in southern Africa. They further condemned tne
racist Pretoria regime for the policy of bantustanization
that serves to perpetuate the colonial situation existing in

soutn Afr ica.
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111. Only the complete elimination of the abominable and
criminal system of apartheid and the ostabliehment of a
non-racial democratic society in a unitary South Africa can
constitute a sound basis for a just, lasting and universally
acceptable solution to the proble~. The Heads of State or
Government therefore calle: on the international community to
take concrete and substantive step.? to compel the racist
South African ré&gime to abandon forthwith its reprehensible
policy of _apartheid.

112. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their call
for the immediate and unconditional release of all political
prisoners and detainees, including Nelson Mandela and
Zephania Mothopeng, the lifting of the ban on the
African National Congress of * .uth Africa (ANC), the
Pan-Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC) and all other
political parties, the repeal of the Internal Security Act and
all other draconian measures, the removal of the racist
troops from townships and the unimpeded return of all
political eriles and freedom fighters, in order to establish
a climate  conducive to a meaningful dialogue between
the regime and the authentic leaders of the oppressed
people, and enter into negotiations with the genuine
representatives of the oppressed people for the purpose of
establishing a democratic basis for the governance of the
country.

113. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
solidarity with and support for the oppressed people of

South Africa in their legitimate struggle for
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self-determin. ion, freedom and  j ust ice. They strongly
condemned the racist Pretoria régime for the acts of
oppression, repression and discrimination it perpetrates

against the vast majority of the population and the arbitrary
arrests, imprisonment and detention to which it subjects those
who oppose its abhorrent and indefensible apartheid policies
and practices.

114. Convinced that apartheid cannot be reformed but must be
totally eliminated and replaced by a non-racial democratic
society based on a universal franchise, the Keads of State or
Government categorically rejected manoeuvres by the racist
Pretoria regime, such as the so-called “Natal Option”, aimed
at hoodwinking the international cemmunity and derailing the
liberation struggle in order to prolong the oppression of the
voteless majority.

115. They welcomed the intensification of the armed struggle
by the heroic people of South Africa and urged all States to
go beyond mere expressions of support and render effective
aggsistance to the liberation movements recognized by the
Organization of  African Unity. |l n this regard, they
appealed for greater moral, political and material support
to be given to the ANC and the PAC for their legitimate

struggle and for the intensification of the political
mobilization of the masses within the country.

116. Tke Heads of State or Government asserted that the
growing militarization o f the racist South African regime,
especially in the nuclear field, would not have occurred

without the connivance and tacit support of certain Western
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states and Israel. They were outraged that some of these
States have violated the arms embargo imposed against the
racist South African régime b vy the United Nations
Security Council, the primary organ for the maintenance of
international peace and security, of which they are permanent
members. They were further outraged that these same States
gave the racist ré&gime a nuclear capability in violation of
paragraph i2 of the Declaration of the Final Document of the
Tenth Speci al Session of t.he General Assenbl y, the first
special session devoted to disarman :nt (1978), which warned of
the danger of nuclear armanents in the hands of racist régimes
and, furthernore, that these States are frustrating the efforts
of the United Nation 1+ Conmittee on Disarmament in fulfilling
its mandate of making reconmendations to the General Assembly
on how to combat the nucl ear <capability of the racist South
African régime. They emphasized that these actions reinforced
the racist régime's arrogance and intransigence, i npeded the
advent of freedom for the tormented and oppressed people of
South Africa, and increased the threat to the peace and
security of the region and of the whole world posed by the
Pretoria regine.

117. They  therefore vehemently condemned the  cont inued
military and nuclear collaboration between the racist
South African régime and certain NATO member States and Israel
and called upon all States and international organiz ations to
stop  such  collaboration with the criminal and repugnant
apartheid regime. They called on the principal trading
partners of South Africa - Western Europe, the United States

i
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of Amcrica and Japan - not t0 hinder the struggle of the
oppressed people of South Africa for freedom and to assist in
bringing about genuine change and democracy to South Africa.

118. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
increasing co-operation between the racist regimes of
South Africa and Israel. They noted the similarity of
repressive measures such as the policy of the iron fist and
hot pursuit practised by both régimes against the peoples of
South Africa, Namibia, Palestine, southern Lebanon and the
Arab lands occupied by Israel. The Heads of State or
Government called wupon all States to refrain from co-operation
with the regimes of Pretoria and Tel Aviv in the nuclear
field, since such co-operation constitutes a threat to
international peace and security. They also recalled the
resolutions adopted b vy the fortieth session of the
United Nations General Assembly  which reaffirmed its
condemnation of the continuing nuclear collaboration between
Israel and South Africa and expressed its awareness of the
grave consequences for international peace and security of
Israel’s collaboration with South Africa in the development of
nuclear. weapons and their delivery systems.

119. Voting that in spite of the increased brutality of the
racist Pretoria regime and the intensification of its reign of
terror, the heroic freedom fighters of South Africa have
remained steadfast in their struggle for freedom and justice
in their country, the Heads of State or Government hailed the
courage and fortitude of the South African people and

expressed support for the intensification of the campaign
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through mass united action tsr the complete elimination of
apartheid by rendering it unworkable and making South Africa
ungovernable.

120. The Heads of State or Government fully supported the
countrywide consumer boycott carried out by the oppressed
people of South Africa as a weapon in their campaign for the
withdrawal of racist troops from the townships, and welcomed
the stand taken by the people of South Africa in calling for
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against the racist
Pretoria réyime.

121. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the growing
sentiment and mcvement against apartheid in Western Europe,
North America and the  South Pacific, and noted with
satisfaction the imposition of selective sanctions against
South Africa by several governments in these regions.

122. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the holding in
Paris, France, from 16 to 20 June 1986, of the Wor 1d
Conference on Sanctions Against Rracist South Africa and
supported the view of the Conference that governments and
peoples of the world held that comprehensive mandatory
sanctions are the most appropriate and effective peaceful
means ava’lable to the international community for the
elimination of apartheid, the liberation of Namibia and the
maintenance of peace in southern Africa, and the proposal for
a_ comprehensive programme of action in which mandatory
sanctions against South Africa, wunder Chapter VII of the
Charter, must be the central element and which should also

include additional actions by governments and the public to
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isolate the racist régine, and the rendering of all
appropriate assistance to those striving for fr .edom and peace
in southern Africa.

123. The Heads of State or Government recalled that in 1981,
the International Conference on Sanctions againrst South Africa
had made a series of recommendations for international action
to avert the growing menace to peace in southern Africa posed
by the racist Pretoria regime, but that since then the
United Nation8 Security Council had been prevented from taking
the requisite mandatory action recommended by the negative
votes 0 f the United Kingdom and the United States of America.
They now  demanded that the United Kingdom and the
United stztes  desist from collaborating with the racist
Pretcria regime by impeding the Security  Council from
fulfilling its role as the primary organ for the maintenance
of international peace and security through the abuse of their
vet 0 power against the wishes of the overwhelming majority of
3tates and the world’'s peoples.

124. The Heads of State or Government decided to mandate the
following Foreign Ministers of the Non-Aligned Movement to
visit the key industrial countries, in particular the United
Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, Japan and thr Uniter!
States of America, to press them to agree to the imposit .on 0 f
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa:
Algeria, Argentina, Congo, India, Nigeria, Peru, Yugoslavia

and Zimbabwe ex officio.

125. In this connection, the Heads of State or Government

noted with satisfaction that at the London Summit of
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Commonwealth Leaders from seven ccuntries held in August 1986,
six countries, including three from the Movemen t of
Non-Al.gned Countries, agreed to impose or have already
imposed a number of economic measures against South Africa.
They also noted the significant contribution which the report
of the Eminent Persons Group, set up by the Commonwealth Heads
of State or Government at their meeting in Nassau in
October 1985, has male in stimulating a world-wid , informed
discussion on the intolerable situation in South Africa.

126. The Heads of State or Government expressed taeir
satisfaction at the recently concluded International
Convent ion against Apartheid in Sports and commended the
United Nations Ad Hoc ¢ ..mittee on the Drafting of an
International Convention Against Apartheid in Sports for their
efforts in this regard. They urged the member States of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries whit! have not yet done so
to sign and ratify the International Convention as soon as
possible so as to bring it into force as early as possible.

VII. WESTERN SAHARA*

127. The Heads of State or Government were deeply concerned
over the continuing conflict in Western Sahara. They
considerec :.at the existing situation in that territory posed
a serious threat to peace, security and stability in the
entire region. They reaffirmed that tre quest ion of
Western Sahara constituted a problem of decolonization and
could only be solved when the people of Western Sahara
exercised their inalienable right to self-determination and
indeperdence.

*Reservation: Morocco
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128. The Heads of State or Government were convinced that the
solution of the question of Western Sahara lay +in the
implementation of resolution AHG/104 adopted by the Nineteenth
Conference of Heads of State8 and Government of the
Organization of African Unity, and resolution 40/50 of the
United Nations General Assembly which established the ways and
means to reach a just and definite solution to the conflict in
Western Sahara.

129. They deplored the fact that all the efforts made to find
a peaceful settlement to the conflict in Western Sahara had
achieved no success and strongly urged the parties to the
conflict, the Kingdom of Morocco and the Polisario Front, to
hold direct negotiations with a view to reaching a cease-fire
and creating the necessary conditions for a just and peaceful
referendum free from any administrative or military pressure
and conducted under the auspices of the Organizaticn of
African Unity and the United Nations.

130. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government
expressed their satisfaction at the efforts by the Chairman of
the OAU and the United Nations Secretary-General to promote
the implementation of these resolutions and wurged them to
persevere in their efforts to reach a just and lasting
solution to the problem of Western Sahara.

131. Noting with satisfaction the process of joint mediation
begun by the Chairman of the OAU and the Jnited Nations
Secretary-General on 9 April 1986 in New York witn a viewt 0
implementing the resolution mentioned above, the Heads of

State or Government called upon Morocco and the

S
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Polisario Front to show the necessary political will to
achieve the implementation of those resolutions.

VIII. MAYOTLE

132. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that the
Comoriar Island of Mayotte, which is still under French
occupation, 18 an integral gpart of the sovereign territory of
the Islamic Federal Republic of Comoros. They regretted that
the French Government, despite its repeated promises, had thus
far not taken a single step or initiative that could lead to
an acceptable solution to the problem of the Comorian Island
of Mayotte.

133. They took note of the resumption of dialogue with the
French authorities aimed at inducing France promptly to
restore the Comorian Island of Mayotte to the Islamic Federal
Republic of Comoro8 in accordance with OAU resolution
CM/PLEN/RES 1(XLIV).

134. The Heads of State or Government expressed their active
solidarity with the people of the Comoros in their legitimate
efforts to recover the Comorian Island of Mayotte and preserve
the independence, unity and territorial integrity of the
Comoros.

135. They called on the Government of France to respect the
just claim of the Islamic Federal Republic of the Comoros to
the Comorian Island of Mayotte, in accordance with its
undertaking given on the e : of the archipelago’s
independence, and they categorically reject:d any new form of
consultation which might be held by France in the Comorian

territory of Mayotte concerning the international juridical
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status 0 f the island, a8 the self-determination referendum
held on 22 December 1974 remain8 tie only valid consultation
applicable to the entire archipelago.

I1X. MALAGASY ISLANDS

136. Regarding the Malagasy Islancs - Glorieuaas,
Juan de Nova, Eurcpa and Bassas da India - the Heads of State
o. Government reaffirmed the vital need to preaerve the unity
and t-rritorial integrity of the Democratic Republic of
Madagascar. In this connection, they strongly wurged all the
parties concerned to begin negotiations without delay in
accordance with the pertinent resolutions and decisions of the
Uniced Nations, the .lovement of Non-Aligned Countries and the
Organization of African Unity, in particular United Nation8
General Assembly resolution 34/91 and resolution 794 of the
thirty-fifth Ministerial Conference of the Organization of
African Unity.

X. MAURITIAN SOVEREIGNTY OVER THE THAGOS ARCHIPELAGO,
INCLUDING DIEGO GARCIA

137. The Heads of State or Government fully supported
Mauritian sovereignty over the Chagos Archipelago, including
Diego Garcia, which was detached from the territory of
Mauritius by the former colonial power in 1965 in violation of
United Nations General Assembly reaolut ions 1514 (XV) and
2066 (XX). The establishment and strengthening of. the military
base at Diego Garcia has endangered the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and peaceful developmen of Mauritius
and other States. They called for the early return of

3iego Garcia to Mauritius.
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X1. CHAD

138. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the previoue
decisions of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and those
of the Organization of African Unity relating to the question
of Chad. They gave their full support to the endeavours of the
Organization of African Unity and the efforts of some
countries to achieve national reconciliation and the
establishment of a lasting peace which respects the
independence and territorial integrity of Chad without foreign
interference. They urged the international community to
contribute to the national reconstruction of Chad.

X11. SOUTH-EAST ASIA

139. Reviewing the situation in South-East Asia, the Heads of
State or Government expressed grave concern over the
continuing conflicts and tensions in the region, particularly
as many of the States are members of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries. They reaffirmed their support for the
principles of non-interference in the affairs of sovereign
States and the inadmissibility of the use of force against
sovereign States. They warned that there was a real danger of
the tensions in and around Kampuchea escalating « rer a wider
area. They were convinced of the urgent need to de-escalate
these tensions through a comprehensive political solution
which would provide for the withdrawal of all foreign forces,
thus ensuring full respec: for the sc vereignty, independence
and territorial integrity of all States in the region,

including Kampuchea.



_72-

140. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the right of
the people of Kampuchea to determine their own destiny free
from foreign interference, subversion and coercion and
expressed the hope that through a process of negotiations and
mutual understanding a climate conducive to the exercise of
that right would be created. They also agreed that the
humanitarian problems resulting from the conflicts in the
region required urgent measures which called for the active
co-operation of all the parties concerned. They wurged all
States in the region to undertake a dialogue which would lead
to the resolution of differences among themselves and the
establishment of durable peace and stability in the area,
as well as the elimination of involvement and threats of
intervention by outside powers. In this context, they noted
with approval efforts being made for the early establiahment

of a zone of pea e, freedom and neutrality in the region and

called upon all States to give those efforts their fullest
support.
X11l. KOREA

141. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern that,
in spite of the Korean people’s aspirations for the peaceful
reunification »f their homeland, Korea remains divided! this
poses a potential threat to pcace.

142. They welcomed with satisfaction the attitude of the
Korean people in their efforts to reunify their homeland
peacefully and to bring this about without any foreign
interference, by means of dialogue and consultation between

the North and South, in conformity with the three principles
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of independence, peaceful reunification and great national
unity  set forth in the joint North-South statement of
4 July 1972.

143. They expressed the hope that the fulfilment of the Korean
people’'s desire for peaceful reunification would be enhanced
by the withdrawal of all foreign troops from the area.

XIV. SOUTH-WEST ASIA

144. the Heads of State or Government noted with great concern
the situation in South-West Asia and agreed that it carried
dangerous consequences for the peace and stability of the
region. They agreed that the continuation of this situation
has serious implications for international pcace and security.
In this context, they viewed the situation in Afghanistan with
particular concern. They reiterated the urgent call made at
the Conference of Foreign Ministers held in New Delhi in
February 1981 for a political settlement on the basis of the
withdrawal of foreign troops and full respect for the
independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity and
non-aligned status of Afghanistan and strict observance of the
principles of non-intervention and non-interference. They also
reaffirmed the right of the Afghan refugees to return to their
homes in safety and honour and called for a speedy solution to
this vast humanitarian problem. To this end, they urged all
concerned to work towards such a settlement , which would
ensure that the Afghan people would determine their own
destiny free from outside interference and would enable the

Afghan refugees to return to their homes.
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145. The Heads of State or Government expressed their
appreciation for the sincere efforts made in the search for a
political settlement of the situation in Afghanistan and
extended their support to the constructive steps taken in this
regard Dby the Secrestary-General of the United Nations. They
regar ded the discassions through the intermedi ary of the
Secretary-General a3 a step in the right direction and urged
their continuation, with a view to promoting an early political
settlement of the problem in conformity with the ideals and
principles of the Movement o f Non-Aligned Countries. They
called on al |l states to exercise restraint to avoid further
endangering the peace and security of the region, and to take
such steps as would lead to the creation of conditions
conducive to stable and harmonious relations among the States
of the region based on the non-aligned principles of peaceful
coexistence, respect for sovereignty, national independence,
territorial integrity and non-intervention and
non-interference in the internal affairs of States.

XV. IRAN-IRAQ CONFLICT

146. The Heads of state 0 r Government reaffirmed the
applicability of the principle of non-use of force in
international relations with regard to the conflict between
the Islamc Republic of Tranm and Iragq.

147. In this context, they -expressed profound regret at the
initiation and continuation of hostilities between the two
countries which are important members of the Movement of

Non-Aligned Countries.
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148. The Heads of State or Government therefore appeal ed once

again to the Islamic Republic of 1Iran and to Irag to cease
hostilities forthwith in order to avoid further Jlose of Ilife
and danage to property. They once again pledged thewnselves to

exert every effort to facilitate a apeedy end to this traqgic
conflict.

XVI. NEW CALEDONIA

149. The Heads of State or Government recognized that the
South Pacific is a region of the wor)d which contains many of
the remaining non-self-governing territories, and they
reaffirmed the right of all peoples, regardless of the size of
their populations or of their territories, to determine their
own destinies, free from any form of foreign interference.

150. In this context, the Heads of State or Government
expressed their support for self-determination and the early
transition to an independent New Caledonia 1in accordance with
the rights and aspirations of the indigenous people and in a
manner which guarantees the rights and interests of all its
inhabitants. To this end, they welcomed and supported the
decision by the members of the South Pacific Forum, made
during their meeting at Suva, Fiji, from 8 to 11 August 1986,
to seek the reinscription of New Caledonia on the United
Nations list of non-self-governing territories.

151, Recogniz ing that New Caledonia is non-self-governing in
terms of United Nations precedents and practice, and bearing
in mind the duties and responsibilities of the United Nations
under the Charter and the positive role which it has played in
the process of Cecolonization, the Heads of State or

Government stated that New Caledonia’'s inclusion iIn the list

AR
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of non-self-governing territories would ensure that the
United Nations regularly reviews the territory’s progress
towards self-governmment and independence. Consequently, they
strongly urged the forty-first session of the United Nations
General Assembly to reinscribe New Caledonia on the list of
non-self-governing territories.

152. The Heads of State or Government agreed to act together
in pursuing the obisctive of reinscription and to use their
influence to bring about a just and lasting solution to
New Caledonia’s present problems. In this regard, they urged
the administering power and the Front de Liberation Nationale
Kanak et Socialist@ (FLNKS) to renew their dialogue and to
commence a speedy and peaceful evolution to independence with
due regard being given to electoral reform.

XVIIL.  SITUATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST

153. The Heads of State or Government expressed concern over
the deterioration of the situation in the Middle East as a
result of the continued Zionist occupation of >alestine and
the other Arab territories, and the Israeli policy and
practices clearly manifested by Israel's expansionist acts of
aggression in the region which pose a dangerous threat to
international peace and security.

154. They reaffirmed the active solidarity of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries with the ~rab countries which are
victims of Israeli aggression and with the just struggle of
the Palestinian people, under the leadership of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), its sole and legitimate
representative, for the restoration of its usurped national

rights and tbe recovery of the occupied territories.

4
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155. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
Governments@ commitment to supporting the Arab front-line
States and the PLO in the face of Israeli threats and Zionist
aggression, as well a8 their struggle to liberate their
territories.

156. They reaffirmed that the question of Palestine is at the
heart of the Middle East crisis and the root cause of the
Arab-Israeli conflict, that partial solutions confined to some
aspects of the conflict and excluding others can only lead to
further complications and a deterioration of the situation in

the Middle East, and that a just and comprehensive peace in

the region can only be Dbased on Israel's total and
unconditional withdrawal from all the occupied Arab and
Palestinian territories, including Jerusalem, and the
restoration of all the inalienable rights of the Palestinian

people, including their right to return to their homeland, the
right to self-determination without foreign intervention and
the right to establish their own independent and sovereign
State on their national territory on the oasis of
United Nation6 General Assembly resolution 3236 (XXIX) of
22 November 1974, and its relevant resolutions.

157. The Heads of State or Government condemned any accord or
treaty that violates or infringes the rights of the Arab
nation and the Palestinian people as recognized b vy the
Non-Aligned Movement, in accordaace with ' ternational law,
the Charter of the United Nations and relevant resolutions,
thereby obstructing the liberation of Jerusalem and of the

occupied Arab and Palestinian territories and preventing the
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Palestinian Arab people from exercising their inalienable
rights. They condemned unilateral and partial solutions.

158. The Heads of State or Government atrongly condemned the
establishment of Israeli settlements in the occupied Arab and
Palestinian territories, the judaization of Jerusalem and 1its
proclamation as the capital of the Zionist State and
reaffirmed that all measuree carried out by Israel with a view
to altering the po.itical, cultural, religious, demographic
and other features of the occupied Arab and Palestinian
territories are illegal and null aud void.

159. The deads o f State or Government requested the
United Nations to take effective steps, including imposition
of the sanctions stipulated in Chapter VII of the Charter,
against Israel with a view to enforcing immediate and total
withdrawal and ending the Israeli occupation of all the
Palestinian territory a8 well as other Arab territories,
including the city of Al Quds (Jerusalem) occupied since 1967
by Israel.

160. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that 1Israel's
decision taken on 1 4 Dpecember 1981 to impose its laws,
jurisdiction and administration on the Syr lan Arab
Golan Heights is null and void and is invalid. It is also
considered an act of aggression under the provision8 of
Article 39 of the Charter of “he United Nations.

161. The Heads of State or Government condemned &new Israel's
insistence on its continuing occupation of the Golan Heights
and its non-implementation of the relevant United Nation6

reeolutione, in flagrant violation of the provisions of the

."-0-
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Hague Convention of 1907 and the 1949 Geneva Convention on the
Protection of Civil tans in Time of War.

162. The Heads of State or Government called upon the
Security Counci | to take effective measures, including the
imposition on 1srael of sanctions provided for in Chapter VII
of the charter of the United Naiions, in order to achieve the
immediate withdrawal o f the Israeli forces from the
Syrian Arab territories. They reiterated their total support
for the struggle of the Syrian Arab? Republic to liberate its
occupied lands. The Heads of State or Government hailed the
movement of revolt of the Syrian Arab inhabitants of the Golan
Heights against Israeli occupation.

163. The Heads of State or Government condemned the “strategic
alliance” between the United States of America and Israel and
emphasized that such an alliance strengthened the aggressive
role of the expansionist régime o f Tel Aviv that seeks to
destabilize the region, and encourages that régime to pursue
and escalate its aggression, all of which constitutes a
dangerous threat to international stability and to peace and
security in the Middle East. They also condemned the policy of
the United States o f America aimed a t developing military
industries in Israel, including the military aircraft
industry, and securing its participation in the so-called
“Star Wars” programme-+

164. The Heads of State or Government endorsed the conclusions
and agreements reached by the Seventh Summit  Conference
condemning all such policies, and in particular the

United States policy that assists Israel to puraue Its
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occupation of Palest inian and other Arab territories,
including Jerusalem, and prevents the Palestinian people from
exercising its inalienable righta, I n this regard, the
Heads of State or Government observed that the United States
cont inues to support Israel in many areas, particulacly by
establishing a free zone agreement for mutual co-operation
within the framework of their "strategic al.liance” which
threatens tha security of the region, and the world, and
conflrma the total bias of the United States in favour of
Israel.

165. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned
Israel’s exploitation of the natural resources and wealth of
the occupied Palestinian and other Arab territories, in
def lance of the Hague and Geneva Conventions and the principle
of permanent sovereignty of States over their natural
resources and wealth, and called wupon all States and
internat ional bodies to abstain from recognizing Israel's
auth-yrity and to refrain from any co-operation with it.

166. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
adherence to the resolution adopted at their 3eventh Summit
Con.erence held at New Delhi from 7 to 12 March 1983, urging
non-aligned countries to work for a boycott of Israel in the
diplomatic, economic, military and cul:ural fields and in the
sphere of maritime and air transport, and called wupon the
Security Council to enforce the provisions of Chapter v71 of
the Ctarter of the United Nations in order to oblige Israel to
put an end to its occupation of Arab and Palestinian

territories and to enable the Palestinian people to recover

/s
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their national rights, in conformity with the relevant
resolutions 0 f the United Nation8 and other international
forums and the recommendations of the United Nations Committee
on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People adopted by the General Assembly.

167. The Heads of State or Government stressed the urgent need
to organize the International Peace Conference on the
Middle East, in conformity with paragraph 6 of the Geneva
Declaration and United Nations General Assembly
resolution 38/58C of 13 December 1983, in order to achieve a
just and comprehensive solution to the Middle East problem,
based essentially on the right of the Palestinian people to
self-determination and the right to establish an independent
and sovereign Palestinian State in its national homeland,
Palestine, in conformity with the United Nations General
Assembly resolutions 3236 (XXIX) of 22 November 1974 and
ES-7/2 0 f 29 June 1980. The Heads of State or Government
emphaaized that the participation in tht Conference of all
parties directly concerned in the Arab-Israeli conflict,
including the PLO and the Permanent Members of the United

Nations Security Council, will be a sine gua non for the

attainment of the objectives sought by the Conference.

168. The Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries
call on the United Nations Security, Council to consider
setting up a Preparatory Committee with the participation of
the Council’'s permanent members to examine effective ways and
means of holding the International Conference: sponsored by the

Uni ted Nation8 General Assembly in its resolution 38/58 C
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concerning the Middle East crisis, in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and "nited Nation8 resolutions
pertaining to the Arab-Israeli conflict.

169. The Head8 of State or Government stressed the
Security Council’'s responsibilities in prc 'iding an adequate
institutional framework for guaranteeing compliance with
agreements stemming from this Conference, and condemned the
negative United States and lIsraeli attitudes towards it.

170. The Heads of State or Government expressed their full
support for the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in the
Middle East «med at reducing tensions and increasing security
in the region, in conformity with the relevant resolutions of
the United Nations General Assembly, in particular
reaolution S-10/12. In view of this, the: appealed to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to adopt concrete
measures in order to establish favourable conditions for the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zcne in the Middle East.

171. The Heads of state o r Government strongly condemned
Israe) 's barbaric armed aggression and terrorist attack on
1 October 1985 against the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of Tunisia in flagrant violation of the Charter of
the United Nations and international law. They expressed deep
distress at the heavy loss of | i f e among Tuiisian and
Paleetinian civilians and the damage t o0 property resulting
from the attack on the premises of the PLO, designed to
destroy the heroic Palestinian resistance. Recalling
Security Council resolution 573 (1985), the Heads of State or

Government urged that immediate measures be taken to compel

/e
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Israel not to resort t o suchacts and to pay adequate
compensation to Tunisia for the damage it had suffered. The
Heads of State or Government affirmed their sympathy,
solidarity ana support for the Government of Tunisia in the
face of this aggression.

172. The Heads of State or Government condemned the act of
piracy by Israel on 4 February 1986 in intercepting and
forcibly diverting a Libyau civilian aircraft in international
airspace and its declared intention of persisting in
committing such acts. The Heads of State or Covernment urged
the international community to take wurgent and effective
measures to prevent Israel from repeating such terrorist and
provocative acts which jeopardized the lives and safety of
passengers and crew and violated provisions of international
conventions safeguarding civil aviation. They viewed the
United States of America’s use of the right of veto at the
Security Council to prevent the latter from condemning Israel
as support for lIsraeli terrorism and piracy.

173. The Heads of S ate or Government stressed the urgent need
to adopt appropriate measures to counter the threat posed to
Africa’s regional security by lIsrael, taking 1inte &ccount its
close co-operation with the apartheid régime of South Africa
in the military, economic and nuclear fields, and the
contribution of these to the perpetuation of the illegal
occupation of Namibia and the strengthening of the aggressive
and repressive apparatus of the cL iminal apartheid ré&gime
against the peoples of South Africa and the neighbouring

States. They urged the member States in particular to take all
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necessary measures to face the danger arising from the
implementation of the joint economic plan of the two racist
régimes to cancel out the effects of any measures designed to
impose global and mandatory sanctions.

XVIII. ISRAELI AGGRESSION AGAINST IRAQI NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS
174. The Heads of State or Government condemned Israel for its
armed aggression against Iragi nuclear installations, which
are subject to the safeguards of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (lIAEA), as a violation of the IAEA system of
safeguards and the inalienable right of peoples to use atomic
energy for peaceful purposes. The Heads of State or Government
requested the Security Council to take effective measures to
ensure the implementation by Israel of Security Council
resolution 487 (1981). The Heads of State or Government
observed that Israel has not c¢ommitted itself as yet not to
strike or threaten nuclear installations in Irag or elsewhere,
including installations subject to the safeguards of IAEA. The
Heads of State or Government , therefore, requested IAEA to
seek additional measures effectively to ensure that Israel
undertakes not to strike or threaten peaceful nuclear
installations in Iraq or elsewhere in contravention of the
Charter of the United Nations nd in violation of the IAEA
safeguards system. The Heads of State or <Covernment also
stressed their rejection of the Attempts made by some States
to delete the item "The armed Israeli aggression on the
peaceful Iraqi nuclear installations"™ from the agenda of the
United Nation8 General Assembly, unless Israel complies with

Security Council resolution 487(1981).
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XIX. QUESTION OF PALESTINE

175, The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries a8 a whole bad undertaken to
give its support to the Palestinian people in their just
struggle for the liberation of their homeland and the recovery
of their inalienable national rights.

176. The Heads of State or Government stressed that a
comprehensive, just and durable solution to the situation in
the Middle East cannot be achieved without the total and
unconditional withdrawal of Israel from all Palestinian and
other Arab territories it has occupied since 1967, including
Jerusalem, and the regaining and exercise in Palestine of the
legitimate and inalienable rights of the Palestinian people,
including the right to return to their homes, the right to
self-determination without external interference and the right
to national independence as well as the right to establish a
sovereign independent State in Palestine, in conformity with
the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and
relevant resolutions.

177. The Heads of State or Government affirm that the
persistence of |Israeli occupation of the Palestinian Arab
territories, including Jerusalem, will prevent the Palestinian
people from achieving their political, social and economic
development; impeding the improvement of their living
conditions. They also condemn the United States-supported
Israeli policy aiming at linking the economy of the occupied
Palestinian territories to that of |Israel, thereby impeding

the Palestinian people in pursuing their struggle for




liberation, independence and in asserting their Palestinian
identity.

178. The Heads of States or Government reaffirmed their firm
support for the Palestine Liberation Organization (P.O), the
sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian people,
and emphasized that the PLO alone has the full right to
represent the Palestinian peopls They affirmed the right of
the PLO to participate on an independent and equal footing, in
accordance with international law, in all endeavours,
international conferences and activities whose objectives are
to ensure respect for, and attainment of the exercise of the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people.

179. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the resolutions
of the Palestinian National Council, including those of the
seventeenth session, held in Amman from 22 to
29 November 1984, which reaffirmed its strict adherence to the
inalienable national rights of the Palestinian people and the
legitimacy of the struggle waged under the leadership of the
PLO. They made an appeal for additional support for this
struggle and towards the escalation and intensification of
armed struggle against the forces of Zionist occupation.

180. They further reaffirmed their strict adherence to the
principles of non-Interference and non-intervention in the
internal and external affairs > the Palestinian people and
the right of the PLO to free and independent decision-making.
181. The Heads of States or Government condemned the
United States and Israeli campaign to destroy the

infrastructure of the PLO and to "eliminate" the Palestinian
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ireedom-fighters. They equally condemned the armed aggression
perpetrated by Israel and supported by the Government of the
United States of America against the PLO and the host
Arab States, as well as its insidious campaigns aimed at
distorting the truth about the Palestinian people’s liberation
struggle and calling into question the policy pursued by the
PLO.

182, The Conference conridered that the attainment and
exercise of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people,

as defined in United Nations General Assemb ly

resolutions 3236 (XXIX) and Es-7/2 of 22 hovembe r 1974 and
29 June 1980, respectively, and Israel’s total, i mmedi ate and
unconditional withdrawal from all the Palestinian and other
Arab territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem,
would contribute to the re-establishment of legality in
international relations and the strengthening of the process
of democratization, and to the establishment of peace and
stability in the Middle East. To this effect, the Heads of
State or Government reiterated their call for a speedy
i mpl erentation of General Assenbly resolution 38/58 C of 13 Decenber 1983
and stressed anew the necessity for the early conveni nq of the
I nternational Peace Conference on the Mddle East, enphasizing the najor
responsibility shoulderea by the Security Council in facilitating the
convening of the Conference and providing the appropriate institutional
arrangenents to guarantee the inplenentation of the expected agreenments

of the Conference. The Heads of State or CGovernnent condemmed the



negative attitude of Israel and the United States towards the
holding of that conference and expressed the hope that the
United States would reconsider this negative attitude. They
stressed the need to give full encouragement and support to
the United Nations Secretary-General to enable him to continue
his consultations and endeavours for the holding of the
conierence,

183. The Beads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at the situation in the Palestinian refugee camps in the areas
of armed conflict resulting from the Israeli invasion and
occupation of Lebanese territories. They reiterated the need
to provide guarantees to protect the safety of the Palestinian
refugees and called upon the Secretary-General of the United
Nations to provide guarantees for such protection in
implementatiun of Security Council resolution 581 (19821, and
in compliance with the responsibilities of the United Nations.
184. The Heads of State or Government condemned Israel for its
denial of the inalienable right of the Palestinians to return
to their homes and properties in Palestine and for preventing
them from exercising this inalienable right.

185. The Heads of State or Government expressed concern over
the fact that the Palestinians and other Arabs living in the
Israeli-occupied territories lacked all forms of legal
protection and were victims of repressive legislation, the
" jron-f ist™ policy, arbitrary  mass arrests, torture,
displacement of persons, expulsion and the destruction of
homes, in flagrant violation of their human rights and of the

provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention.
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186.* The Head8 of State or Government reaffirmed their
rejection of all Israeli policies and practices aimed at
altering the geographic feature8 of the occupied Palestinian
and other Arab territories, including Jerusaiem, or altering
the demographic structure therein, particularly Israel’'s plans
to displace and transfer Palest in ian refugee camps to new
sites. They reiterated their demand to all nations not to
recognize such alterations and to cease and sever any
co-operation with Israel that might encourage it to pursue its
policies and practices in violation of Security  Council
resolution 465 ( 1980).

187. Heads of State or Government condemned Israeli
policies aimed at bringing the influx of new Jewish immigrants
to settle in occupied Palestine which takes place at the
expense of the indigenous Arab population who suffer the yoke
of Israeli occupation, explusion and the usurpation of their
lands on the one hand, and at the expense of the Palestinians’
right to return to their homes and property on the other. They
further urged all States to refrain ia this context from
offering Israel or world zionism facilities or encouragement
under any form whatsoever a8 may enable it to persist in
pursuing its colonization and expansionist policies.

188.* The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
adherence to the resolutions adopted by the Conference of
Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries convened
from 7 to 12 March 1983 at New Delhi on urgent action by the
non-aligned countries for the boycott of Israel in the
diplomatic, economic, military and cultural fields and the

*Reservation: Zaire
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area of sea and air traffic and also virging the
Security Council to apply the provisions of Chapter VII of the
Charter of the United Nations againct 1Israel. They further
urged all State8 to refrain from any co-operation with the
Zionist: regime that might encourage it to continue pursuing
its policy of State terrorism and the commission of terror.st
and expansionist acts against neighbouring countries.

189. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
aggression committed against the holy places in the
Palestiniun and other occupied Arab territories. In this
context, they expressed full support for the relevant
resolutions adopted by the Organizat.on Of the Islamic
Conference.

190. The Head8 of State or Government expressed anew their
support Of the Arab Peace Plan adopced by the Twelfth Arab
Summit Conference held at Fez from 6 to 12 September 1982, es
reaffirmed by the Extraordinary Arab Summit Conference held in
Casablanca from 7 to 9 Auqust 1985. They further affirmed
their support fort h e resolutionsadopted in support of the
Peace Plan by Arab and other international conferences.

191. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the et forts o f
the Committee of Eight Non-Aligned Countries on Palestine,
established at the Seventh Summit in New Delhi, at the level
of Heads of State, comprisiny Algeria, Bangladesh, Cuba,
India, the Palestine Liberation Organization, Senegal,
Yugoslavia and Zambia. They pointed out that this Committee
has played an important role in the effort8 t»> resolve the

Palestinian 1issue, which is the core of the Middle East
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crisis. sherefore, they decided that the Committee should
continue it8 work with a view to contributing to the convening
oZ the International Peace Conference on the Middle east under
the auspices of the United Nations, actively approaching the
member8 of the United Nations Security Council and, in other
appropriate ways, initiating and directing the efforts of
non-aligned countries to resolve the Question of Palest ine in
a manner conducive to a comprehensive, larting and just
solution to the Middle East crisis. They also decidedth at
Zimbavwe, as current Chairman of the Movement , become an
additional member of the Committee and its Chairman.

XX. LEBANON

192. The Hea¢ , of ttate or jovernment expressed grave concern
at the dangerous situation that continues to confront Lebanon.
They reafiirmed previous resolutions adopted in this respect
by the non-aligned countries, particularly those adopted by
the  Seventh Summit  Conference. They demanded the full
implementation of Security  Council resolution8 425 and
426 (1978), 56 (1982) and 509 (1¢82) calling for the
immediate and unconaltional withdrawal of Israeli forces from
all Lebanese territories nnd for the deployment of UNIFIL ard
the Lebanese army up to the internationally-recognizsd
boundaries of Lebanon. They also declared their solidarity

with the Lebanese people and Government and reaffirmed

their full support for Lebanon ' 8 safety, for its
territorial integrity, and for ics right to exercise
sovereignty throughout its territories within its

internationally-recognized boundaries.
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193. The Head8 of State or Government condemned the Israeli
aggression against Lebanon - and the continued Israeli
occupation of parts of South Lebanon, as well as the inhuman
practices of the occupation forces in these territories in
flagrant wviolat ion of the provisions of the Fourth Geneva
Convention of 1949 and they expressed their appreciation and
full support for the National Leban.se Resistance aiming at
the liberation of Southern Lebanon from the Israeli
occupation. The Head8 of State or Government urged the
United Nations to ensure the protection of the civilian
population, including the Palestinian refugees who live under
Israeli occupation.

XXI1. INDIAN OCEAN AS A ZONE OF PEACE

194. The Head8 of State or Government reaffirmed the
determination of Non-Aligned States to continue their <fforts
to achieve the goals contained in the Declaration of the
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace and as considered at the
Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland State8 of the
Indian Ocean in July 1979, a8 well a8 at the subsequent
meeting8 of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean. They
reiterated their conviction that the presence in the
Indian Ocean area of any manifestation of great Power military
presence, foreign oas:s, military installations, logistical
supply facilities, nuclear w.apons and War n»nons of mass
destruction conceived in the context of c¢.eat Power rivalries
constitutes a flagrant violation of the Declurytion of the

Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.
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195. The Head8 Of State or Government viewed with alarm and
great concern the continuous <scalation of great Power
military presence in the Indian Ocean area, including the
expansion and upgrading of existing base8 and the Search for
new base facilities, as well a8 the establishment ¢f the new
military command stractures of the great Powers against the
express wishes of the Littoral and Hinterland States of the
Indian Ocean and other non-aligned countries. They emphasized
that these activities endangered the independence,
sovereignty, territorial integrity and peaceful development of
the States in the region.

196. The Head8 of State or Government expressed their full
support for the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of
Peace adoptea by the United Nation8 General Assemoly in
resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971, and urged 1its
early implementat ion. They also noted that, notwithstanding
the effarts of the non-aligned States, the convening of the
Conference on the Indian Ocean at Colombo, Sri Lanka, had been
inordinately delayed because of the obstructionist attitude
adopted by some States. They wurged the United Nations
Ad Hoc Committee to complete it8 preparation for the
Conference strictly in accordance with its mandate.

197. The Head8 of State or Government resolved to continue
their endeavour8 to ensure that the Conference on the
Indian Ocean would - held at Colombo at the earliest possible
date, but not later than 1988. In this context, they called
for full and active participation in the Conference by all the

permanent members of the Security Council and the major

AP




-94-

maritime uuers, as well as co-operation by those States wi~h
the Littoral ond Hinter land States, which was essential for
the success of the Conference.

XXI1.  ANTARCTICA

198. Recalling the relevant provisions of the Declaration of
the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Non ‘Aligned Countrisa, held at New Delhi from 7 to 12 March
1903, the Heads of State or Government noted the increasing
international interest in the continent of Antarctica, as
evidenced by the deliberations wh.ch took place during the
subsequent sessions 0 f the General Assembly, the meetings of
the Movement. of Non-Aligned Countries and t h e OAU Surmit, a s
well as by the growing membership of the Antarctic Treaty. In
this context, the Heads of State or Government reaffirmed
their conviction that, in the interest8 of all mankind.
Antarctica should be used forever exclusively for peaceful
purposes, should not  become the scene or object of
international discord and should be accessible to all nations.
199. The Head8 of State or Government noted the various
resolutions adopted by the Un!ted Nations General Assembly and
expressed the hope that the updated and expanded study by the
Secretary-General called for by General Assembly
resolution 40/156 would contribute towards a more
comprehensive examination of this auestion at the forty-first
session of the United Nations General Assembly with a view to
appropriate action, taking into account the concerns of
members of the Movement. T he Heads of State or Government

reiterated their conviction that the interest of the

/oo
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international community in the continent can be enhanced by
keeping the United Natiors fully informed of developments in
Antarctica and they noted that the United Nations should
remain seized of the question.

200. The Heads of State or Government affirmed their
conviction that any exploitation of the resources of
Antarctica should ensure the maintenance of international
peace and security in Antarctica and the protection of its
environment, and should be for the benefit of all mankind. In
this context, they also affirmed that all States Members of
the United Nations have a valid interest in such exploitation.
201. The Heads of State or Government noted with regret that
the racist apartheid ré&gime of South Africa is a Consultative
Party to the Antarctica Treaty, and in the light of
United Nations General Assembly resolution 40/156C urged the
Consultative Parties to exclude that régime From participation
in their meeting forthwith.

202. The Heads of State or Government called upon all States
to resume co-operation with the purpose of coming to an
understanding on all aspects concerning Antarctica within the
framework of the United Nations General Assembly.

XX, CYPRUS

203. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their full
solidarity with and support for the people and Government of
the Republic of Cyprus and reaffirmed their support for the
independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity, unity and
non-aligned status of the Repu.t . ic. They deplored the

unilateral declaration of independence of 15 November 1983,

l
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made by the Turkish Cypriot leadership, as legally invalid and
called fcr it8 withdrawal. ‘Likewise, they deplored all
sabsequent separatist action8 and other illegal? acts,
including the so-called “referendum” of May 1985 and the
so-called "presidential™ and “parliamentary elections” held in
June 1985, in defiance of pertinent resolutions.

204. The Heads of state or Government also expressed their
deep concern over the fact that part of the Republic of Cyprus
continues to be under foreign occupation and demanded the
immediate withdrawal of all occupation forces as an essential
basis for -he solution of the Cyprus problem. They welcomed
the proposal made by the President of the Republic Of Cyprus
for the total demilitarization of Cyprus.

205. The Head8 of State or Government stressed the urgent need
for the voluntary return of the refugees to their homes in
safety, respect for the human rights and the fundamental
freedom8 of all Cypriot8 and the speedy tracing of and
accounting for those missing. and condemned all efforts or
actions aimed at altering the demographic structure of Cyprus
which recently acquired alarming proportions.

206. The Head8 of State or Government considered that the
de facto situation created by force of arms and unilateral
action8 should not in any way affect the solution of the
problem.

207. The Head8 of State or Government supported the
continuation of the mission of good offices of the
United Nations Secretary-General entrusted to him by the

Security Council for the finding of a just and Vviable solution
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of the cyprus problem based on the Charter of the
United Nations and resolution8 on Cyprus.

208. Finally, the Head8 of State or Government reaffirmed all
previous declaration8 and commun iqués o f the Non-Aligned
Movement and demanded the iImmediate and unconditional
implementation of the resolutions and decisions of the
Security Council and the United Nations General Assembly.

XXIV. THE MEDITERRANEAN

209. The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
over the escalation and aggravation of the situation in the
Mediterranean, the exertion of military and other form8 of
pressure on the non-aligned countries in the area, continuous
bloc confrontation, increased military presence and
concentration of military effectives and arsenals of weapons,
including nuclear weapons of great Powers, foreign bases and
fleets, as well as over the continued existence of hotbeds of
crisis, occupation and aggression in this region.

210. They  condemned the military exercise8 and other
demonstrations of military power near the tervitorial water
and airspace of littoral States which lead to the outbreak of
very serious incidents and endanger the sovereignty and
independence of non-aligned countries of the region and that
such a situation is fraught with the danger of uncontrolled
developments which may have far-reaching consequences for
peace and stability in the Mediterranean, Europe and the world
at large. They emphasized that no motive or pretext can
justify the threat or wuse of force, interference in the
internal affairs of Mediterranean countries and the creation

of situations that can have such consequences.
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211. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their support
for the transformation of the Mediterranean area into a region
of peace, security, and co-operation, free from conflict and
confrontation, and expressed firm support for the objective of
strengthening security and co-operation in the Mediterranean
Basin in accordance with earlier statements by the Movement
and the relevant resolutions of the Urited Nations
General Assembly.

212. The Heads of State or Government, recalling the decision
of the Seventh Summit in New Delhi, which called upon the
Mediterranean members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
to hold a meeting with a view to harmonizing positions and
launching initiatives for co-operation and the strengthening
of security in the Mediterranean, welcomed the agreement
embodied in the Declaration for Mediterranean Peace adopted at
the meeting in Valletta in September 3984.

213. Supporting the orientation of the Mediterranean member;
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries towards making
cont inuous efforts to lessen and overcome tensions and to
strengthen all-round co-operation in the interest of all, the
Heads of State or Government welcomed the decision of the
Mediterranean non-aligned members to hold meetings when they
deem necessary at the level of Foreign Ministers, tne next one
to b~ held in Yugoslavia, and encouraged ministerial meetings
of Mediterranean non-aligned members to take place whenever
necessary in order further to contribute in a concrete manne:
both to the stability of the region as well as to the

promution in  the region of functional co-operation among the
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non-aligned  Mediterranean members and between them and

European countries in various fields.

214. the Heads of State or Government called on all States and
in particular other Mediterranean European States t0 respect
the provisions of the Valletta Declaration, especially the
need to adhere strictly to the principle of non-use of force
or threat of use of force and urged them not to use their
armaments, forces, bases and other military facilities against
non-aligned Mediterranean States and not to permit foreign
forces to use their territory, waters or air to launch
aggressions against non-aligned countries.

xXV. THE UNITED STATES AGGRESSION AGAINST LIBYA*

215.** The Heads of State or Government were deeply perturbed
by the recent developments in the Mediterranean area resulting
from repeated United States aggressions and provocations
against the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, which
seriously endangered peace and security in the region and in
the whole world. In this context, the Heads of State or
Government recalled the communiqués issued by the
Co-ordinating Bureau on this subject at its meetings in
New York on 6 February 1986 and 26 March 1986, as well as the
Communiqud issued by the Emergency Meeting of Ministers and
Heads of Delegation of the Co-ordinating Bureau of Non-Aligned
Countries held in New Delhi on 15 April 1986, following the
United States aggression against the Socialist People’s Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya with the support and collaboration of the
Inited Kingdom. The Heads of State or Government strongly
condemned this unprovoked aggression, which constitutes an act

* Reservation: Central African Republic
**Reservation: Zaire



of State terrorism and a violation of international law and
the Charter of the United Nations, and called on the United
States to desist forthwith from wundertaking such aqgressive
acts, including military manoeuvres in the Gulf of Sidra,
which are considered a violation of the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of the Socialist People’'s Libyan Arab
Jamehiriya, and which endangered peace and security in the
Mediterranean region and hindered the efforts designed to make
that region a zone of peace, security and co-operation, and
called on the United States of America to provide £u 11 and
iImmediate compensation to the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya for the human and material losses it has suffered.
The Heads of State or Government reiterated their full support
for and solidarity with the Socialist People’'s Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya in its defence of its independence, sovereignty and
territorial integrity.

216. The Heads of State or Government declared that the air
attack on the house of the leader of the Libyan fevolution
with the purpose of eliminating him and his family 1is
considered a grave precedent in international relations and a
crime that is devoid of any political or moral value.

217.* Bearing in mind the responsibilities o f the
Security Council for the maintenance of internat ional peace
and security, the Heads of State or Government regretted that
the body had been prevented from adopting a resolution
condemning this blatant act of sggression by the United States
against the Socialist People’'s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya by the
ml suse of veto power by some of its r nanent members. In this

*Reservation: Zaire
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context, the Heads of State or Government of non-aligned
countries decided to support as appropriate the request for
the inclusion of the question of the United States aggression
against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in the agenda of the
forty-first sess i on of the General Assembly of the
United Nations in view of the gravity of the subject and its
negative and dangerous implications for regional and
international peace and security.

XXVI. EUROPE

218. The He« s of State or Government welcomed the efforts for
the relaxation of tension in Europe, the continent with the
highest concentrations of mili tary arsenals and the most
marked division of States into rival blocs. They welcomed the
resumption of the discussions between the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the
reduction or elimination of medium-lange nuclear missiles
deployed on the European continent. They assessed that, if
successful, these negotiations could constitute a historical
turn in arresting the nuclear arms race and possibly .:versing
it.

219. The Heads of State or Government also expressed the hope
that the forthcoming Vienna session of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe (CscCe) would reaffirm and
strengthen the positive trends initiated by the Helsi,Ki.
Conference. They noted that the non-aligned and neutral
countries of Europe are an important and constructive factor
in the relaxat ion o f East-West tensions. The role played by

these countries in the Stockholm Conference on conf i dence-and
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Security-Building Meaeures and Disarmament in Europe, as in
the CSCE process as a whole, 1is' complementary to the globai
efforts of the Non-Aligned Movement and constitutes concrete
irplementation of t.he principles and policies of non-alignment
ir Europe.

220. The Heads of State or Government expressed the hope that
the results of the Stockholm Conference would contribute
towards the strengthening of confidence and security in Europe
and in the Mediterranean and to the establishment of
conditions conducive to the opening of a broadcr and more
substantial process of negotiatiuns on disarmament in “urope.
221. They stressed the close interdependence between the
security of Europe and the security of the Mediterranean and
the fact that confidence-building measures in Europe should be
extended to cover the Mediterranean region. They emphasized
that the Mediterranean non-aligned countries and the European
countries should ¢iscuss, op the basis of tull equality, al1
quest ions affecting security and co-operation in the
Mediterranean.

22, The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
that many European countries weie taking an increasing

interest in the activities of the Movement of Non-Al ighed

Countries, as well as i1 3 co-operat on Wi th non-aligned
countries.
XXVI 1. LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN

223. The Heads of State or Covernment recomnized that the
Latin American and Carirbean :zegion is among those which have

been more directl: affected by the acts of aggiessioan of
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colonie’ powers and imperialism. Latin America and the
Caribbean suffe :s the wors* economic crisis since t he Sccond
World War, and is the most indebted region in the world,
facing a growing deterioration of the living conditions >f its
peoples. 1a this respect, they referred to the profound
historical significance of the anti-imperialist and democratic
struggle of the peoples of Latin Arerica and the Caribbean to
consolidate their national independence and full exercise of
their sovereignty, in accordance with the principles and
objectives £ the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and with
their inalienable right to choose their political, economic
and social systems free fron outside interference. They
further expressed their satisfaction with the efforts made by
the stater of the region to strengthen their wunity, solidarity
and co-operation through various regional integration efforts.
They noted the emergence of a common Latin American
consciousness of the need to find solut iens to the grave
political and economic problems of the region, in particular,
the Central American conflict and the enormous external debt.

224. The Heads of State or Government pointed out with deep
concern that tht prevailing situation in Central America
constitrtes one of the major focal points of tension at the
international level. They further noted that, in spite of the
constant appeals of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, the
ovurwhelming majority of states and the efforts of the
Contadora Grecup 0 f countries in the search for a diplomatic
golnt jon, the «criris has woruse.ed bezause of imperialist

policies of interference and intervention which, along with
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the condition of poverty and oppression from which the region
traditionally suffers, represent a rea 1 threat to
international peace and security. They reiterated that the
process of change in Central America is of a socio-economic
nature and therefore could not be explained in terms of
ideological confrontation between the military Dblocs and
further observed that the danger of direct United States
intervention in Nicaragua and other countries in the region
had increased alarminaly.

225, The Heads of State or Government condemned the escalation
of aggress ioa, military attacks an? other act ions against
Nicaragua's sovereignty, political independence, territorial
integrity, stabiiity and self-determination. In this context,
they particularly condemned the violation of its airspace arnd
territorial waters, the launching of military manoeuvres and
the commission of other intimidating acts; threats of seizure
and occupation and selective bombing of Nicaraguan territory;
the use of neighbouring countries as bases for aggression and
the training of mercenary groups; acts of sabotage, air and
navai attacks, the mining of the country’'s main ports: and the
imposition of coercive economic measi. res, including the trade
embargo. Such terrorist practice3 brave caused the deaths of
. housands 0 f Nicaraquans, resulted in heavy economic losses
an? hindered Nicaragua’'s normal development.

226. ine Heads of State »r Government considered that these
acts of political and economic pressure, in addition to the
military actions, should be discussed within the framework of

the wider plan to destabil'ze and overthrow the Government of



~105-

Nicaragua; and that they incieace the risk of a reyional war
and hinder the necessary dialogue being promoted by the
Contadora Group for the purpose of securing a negotiated and
political solution to the region’s problems.

227. In this connection, the Heads of State or Government
expressed outrage that the Wnited States Congress had approved
the allocation of further funds totalling uUs$100 million to
its mercenary contra army, authorizing the open participation
of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) in its direction and
control as well a8 the participation of military advisers,
members of the Special Forces of the United States Armed
Forces in the training of the mer<  aary forces for the purpose
of overthrowing the legitimately-constituted Governient of
Nicaragua. They etrongly condemned this immoral and illegal
act which violates accepted norms of internat ional behaviour
and law. They emphaaized that this blatant act of aggression
against the Republic of Nicaragua not only violates the
sovereignty , political independence and self-determination of
that country, a Member of the Non-Aligned Movement, but alao
constitutes an affront to the principles and objectives of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and of the Charter of the
United Nations.

228. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their firm
solidarity with Nicaragua and demanded t} e immediate cessation
of all threats and hootile acts against Nicaragua including
attacks, the financing of mercenary groups by the United
States Government and coercive economic measures taken against

the people and Government of that country, all of which are
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aimed at overthrowing the legitimately-constituted Government
of Nicaragua and which increase the risk of a generalized
conflict. They appealed to all members of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries, as well as the international community,
to give solidarity and all such assistance as Nicaragua may
require in order to preserve its right of self-determination,
national independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity.
229. The Heads of State or Government urged the United States
to comply with the ruling of 10 May 1984 on Provisional
Measures of Protection and the Judgement of 2 November 1984 on
the jurisdiction aad admissibility of the demand of 9 April
1984 presented by Nicaragua. They further called upon the
United States to comply with the decision of the International
Court of Justice delivered on 27 June 1986, especially the
findings of the Court that the United states, b y its many
hostile acts against Nicaragua, violated international law,
that it is under a duty immediately to cease and to refrain
from all such acts; that it is under an obligation to make
reparations to the Republic of Nicaragua; and that the form
and. amount of such reparations, failing agreement between the
parties, wil., be settled by the Court.

230. The Heads of State or Government welcomed and fully
supported the diplomatic efforts of the Contadora Group of
Countries - Colombia, Mexico, Panama and Venezuela -~ aimed at
securing a negotiated solution to the crisis in Central
America. They reiterated their conviction that the Group
represents &n authentic regional initiative for solving the

Central American problem by peaceful mean8 and wurged all
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States concerned to increase their efforts in order to bring
the peace process spearheaded by the Contadora Group to
fruition.

231. They also welcomed the formation of the Lima Support G oup
for the Contadora Group, composed oOf Argenti na, Brazil, Per u
and Uruguay, and were confident that this initiative woul d
contribute signif icantly to strengthening the effort8 for peace
in the reqion.

232. The Heads of State or Governnent wel comed the  Message cf
Caraballeda, 1issued by the Contadora Group and the Support Group on
12 January 1986, which was endorsed by the Foreign Ministers
of the Central American States in Januyry 1986 an6 was
reaffirmed at Punta del Este, Uruguay. They expressed the hope
that these efforts and the implementation of the simultaneous
action envisaged in the Message will lea3 to the resumption of
the process of negotiation and dialogue essential for the
peaceful solution of the Central American crisis. They

reiterated that the steps referred to must  be taken

dimultaneously i n order to strengthen the reciprocal
confidence needed to secure peace, it being unacceptable to
select some of them to the detriment of others. It should be

stressed that each step is valid in itself. Consequently,
none of them can be made conditional upon others, since they
represent a political and legal duty for each State.

233. If an atmosphere conducive to peace and co-operation in
Central America is to be achieved, it is necessary that
concrete actions are tauken for the purpose of -ensuring the

security of the Central American States. Observing that the
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cessation of all acts of aggression against Nicaragua would
constitute a fundamental step in the process of achieving
that goal, the Heads of State or Government reiterated their
call on the Unite3 states Administration to resume
negotiations with the Government of Nicaragua with the object
of normaliziny bilateral relations and for the purpose of
secur ing a peaceful settlement of the conflict in
Central America guided by the principles of mutuai respect,
sovereignty and self-determination of peoples.

234. The Heads of State or Government commended the Government
of Nicaragua for the construct.ve steps it has taken in the
guest for a peaceful settlement of the Central American crisis
within the Contadora process.

235. The Heads of State or Government appealed to all parties
cor cerned t o facilitate the establishment of an atmosphere of
mutual trust necessary for achieving a just and durable

settlement of the crisis in the region, based on ensuring the

security of all States and respect for their sovereignty,
national independence and self-deternination, b y adopting a
construct-ive attitude regarding the simultaneous

implementation of the Caraballeda Plan approved by the Central
American countries in the Guatem.la veclaration.

236. The Heade 0of State or Government. were of the view that
the dismantling of foreign military bases, the withdrawal of
foreign military advisers, the halting of military manoeuvres
and scrupulous adherence to the principle of non-use or threat
of force in the relations between States would substantially
reduce tension and contribute to the search f0r a political

and negotiated solution to the problems of Cerntral America.
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237. The Heads of State or Government deplored the fact thac
the United s*~ates of America was still preventing the adoption
of a negotiated political solution. They called on that
country to help in estabishing the climate of confidence that
was needed in order to achieve a just and lasting solution to
the conflict affecting the region, and to respect the
principles of int2rnational 1law so as to avoid increasing
tensions and thus help to create the conditions for peace.

238. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the agreements
between Nicaragua and Costa Rica te establish the political
basis for the formation of a commission of supervision and
control. of the border area, and they urged the Government of
Costa Rica to implement those agreements. They welcomed the
willingness of the Government of Nicara ua to establish a
similar commission for the border between that country and
Honduras and urged the Government of Honduras to respond
favourably to this initiative as it would help create an
effective mechanism to prevent border incidents and generate
increased mutual confidence.

239. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the creation of
an institutional framework which will help greatly to
strengthen the political and economic dialogue between Europe
and Central America. In this connection they expressed
confidence that the Ministerial Conferences of States Members
of the European Economic Community, countries of Central
America and countries members of the Contadora Group, which
began with the Conference held in San Jose, Costa Rica, in

1984, which was followed by the Conference held in Luxembourg
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in November 1985, as well as the next Conference which it IS
planned to hold in September 1986 in Guatemala, will continue
to help in the search for peace and co-operation for Central
America.

240. The Heads of State or Government noted with appreciation
the role of the informal Group of Friends of the Chairman of
the Co-ordinat ing Bureau in helping the Chairman of the Bureau
monitor the evolving situation in Central America and asked it
to follow closely events in the region.

241. .he Heads of State or Government reiterated their
profound concern at the continued deterioration of the
situation in EIl salvador due to the deepening ecnomic,
political and ¢« ocial problems and the increased imperialist
intervention taat has intensified the armed conflict
throughout the country. They recalled that through its
resolution 397119 0o f 1984, the General Assembly of the
United Nations requested "al? States te  refrain from
intervening in thénternal situation in E! Salvador and,
instead of supplying arms or helping in any way to prolong and
inteneify tre war, encourage the continuation of the dialcgue
until a just and lasting peace is achieved”. Accordingly, they
called upon the Government of the United States co adopt a
constructive attitude conducive to the attainment of a
political solution that will put an end to the suffering of
the Salvadorian people.

242. The Heads of State or Government expressed concern at the
serious violation6 of human rights th t continue to be

committed In EI Salvador. They expressed . heir particular
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concern at the harm being caused to the civilian population
throughout the country by the armed conflict, particularly the
attacks, bombings and forced removals that the government
forces are carrying out against the civilian population in the
zone controlled by the insurgents. These violations, in
addition to causing innumerable civilian victims, are
increasing the already high number of refugees and internally
displaced persons, with serious social and economic
consequences for the country.

243. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the agreement
by the Government of El Salvador to resume dialogue with the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front-Democratic
Revolutionary Front (FMLr/FDR). They noted that the Fronts had
presented a peace proposal for A negotiated political solution
which should be in conformity with the fundamental principles
of non-alignment. In this regard, they reminded both parties
of the requestt o them made by the General Assembly through
its resolution 40/139 "as agreed in the meeting of La Pailma,
to establish as soon as possible appropriate mechanisms to
study the plans and proposals submitted by both parties and to
include all sectors of national life in the search for peace”.
Finally, they reiterated that only through direct negot iat ions
between the parties can a lasting negotiated comprehensive
political solution to this crisis be achieved and urged the
Government of EI Salvador and the revolutionary forces, the
FMLN/FDR, to renew immediately their talks and continue them
until they achieve the peace based on justice that the

salvadorian people long for.
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244. The Heads of State or Government took note  with
satisfaction that elections had been held in Guatemala and
that a new government had been installed in that country. They
likewise welcomed with satisfaction the process of
democratization initiated by this constitutionalt Government.
They expressed concern at the continued viclenca affecting the
country and their hope that the Government would continu2
taking the necessary steps to halt that violence and guarantee
the broadest possible participation of all sections of the
population irn the search for a political solution to the
conflict which that country has been experiencing in recent
years as well as the full exercise of human rights.

245. The Heads of State or Government expressed their deep
satisfaction at the holding of the historic meeting of the
five Central American Presidents in Esquipulas, Guatemala, on
25 May 1986, at which they stated that peacs in Central
America can result only from a democratic, pluralist and
participatory process involving promotion of social justice,
respect for  human rights, sovereignty and terrcitorial
integrity of States and the right of all nations to choose,
freely and without external interference of any Kkind, their
own economic, political and sncial system, it being understood
that this choice will be the result of the freely expressed
will of the peoples.

246. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the need to
do away with colonialism in all its forms and manifestations
in Tatin America and the Caribbean, and they reiterated the

non-aligned countries’ full solidarity with the peoples of the
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region which are still in a colonial situation. ha a result,
they demanded that the colonial Powers immediately implement
United Nations General Assembly resolution 1514(XV) in those
territories. They also expressed serious concern over the fact
that the colonial Powers are using territories in the region
as bases or ports of call for Ships carrying nuclear weapons
and for the storage of such weapons.

247. The Heads of State or Government condemned the transit of
vessels equipped with nuclear weapons and the maintenance of
military bases and troops foreign to the region in Latin
America and the Caribbean, such as those existing in Cuba and
Puerto Rico and on the Malvinas Islands, and they observed
with concern the intention to install new ones, such as the
one planned for Easter Island, which constitutes a threat to
peace and szcurity i~ the region.

248. The Heads of State or Government demanded the immediate
and unconditional lifting of the economic blockade and the
cessation of all other forms of pressure against Cuba b y the
United States, They strongly condemned the recent escalation
of threats of aggression and violation of Cuba’s terri.orial
waters and airspace, especially »y espionage vehicles, as well
as the blockade in the spheres of finance, credit and trade.
They reaffirmed the Movement's solidarity with Cuba and its
full support for Cuba's just demand that the United State::
return the area illegally occupied by the Guantanamo Naval
Base and compensate *he Cuban people for the material damage

suffered.
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249. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the need to
eradicate colonialism in all its formse and manifestations in
conformity with United Nations General Assembly reeolut ion

1514 (XV) and, in this regard, they reiterated their support

for t he Puerto Ri can people's i nal i enabl e right to
sel f-determ nation and independence in accordance with the
above resolution and taking full account ~f the resolution

adopted on 14 August 1985 by the United Nations Speci al
Committee on the Situation with regard to the I mplementation of
the Declaration on the Granting of |Independence to Colonial
Count r ies and Peopl es.

250. The Heads of State or Covernmen t expressed concern at
reports pertaining to the imrrisonment of Puerto Rican
patriots in the United States and wurged that country to
respect the civil rights of all Puerto Rican patriots.

251. The Heads o f State or Government expressed their
solidarity with and full support for the people of Haiti in
relation to their struggle for the full restoration of civil
liberties ~nd human, political and economic rights in that
country. They expressed their respect for the
self-determination of the Haitian people and their concern at,
and strong condemnation of all manifestations orf, interference
in the internal affairs of Haiti ‘thich might impede the free
exercise b y the people of their right to choose their
political and economic system. In this regard, they supported
the struggle of the Haitian people for the full realization of
their human rights.

252. The Heads of State or  Government reaffirmed their
solidarity with the people of Grenada and exhorted all States

to respect their right to Independence and sovereignty and to
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determine freely their political, 2conomic and social systems.
They noted that, in spite of United Nations General Assemb ly
resolution 38/7, foreign military personnel are still in
Grenada, and they urged that they be withdrawn forthwith in
accordance with that resolution.

253. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their support
for and solidarity with the people and the Governmen. of the
Republic of Suriname in their efforts aimed at preserving
their independence and sovereignty. They welcomed the latest
dewelopmen ts in Suriname with regard to the process of
democratization through national dialogue which resulted in
the formation of an interim Government based on the widest
representation ever brought together in the country’s history.
254. The Heads of State or Government observed that foreign
interventionist circles aided by contracted foreign
mercenaries and local criminal elements were putting dangerous
obstacles in Suriname’s way through counter-revolutionary
activities and that mercenary activities had taken place in
the eastern border area resulting in the loss of lives of
Surinamese civilians and soldiers. They .ondemned these acts
and appealed to the Governments concerned to take all steps to
avoid their territory being wused for the activities of
mercenary groups which hindered development, stability and
peace in the country and which promoted unrest in the region.
The Heads of State or Government also expressed their deep
concern at measures taken and continuing attempts by certain
governments to exert pressures, which had an adverse effect on

the political, economic and social development of Suriname,
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They urged them to stop these measures and expressed the hope
that the Governments concerned would engage in a frank, fair
and meaningful dialogue, without coercion or any other form of
interference in order to arrive at a solution on the basis of
mutual respect and in the interest and well-being of the
people of Suriname.

255. The Heads of State or Government expressed their total
solidarity with the people and Government of Panama in their
efforts to secure that the United States fully comply with the
Panama Canal treaties and the neutrality of that inter-oceanic
waterway. They expressed concern over certain administrative
and accounting policies and practices implemented by the
United States in the management of the Panama Canal Commission
which are contrary to what was agreed wupon by both countries
in the said treaties, and in particular over the application
of Law 96/70 of the United States Congress which IS
incompatible with those treaties and violates their letter and
spirit.

256. The Heads of State or Government condemned the campaign
of defamation against the Republic of Panama and high-ranking
authorities of that country orchestrated by ultra-conservative
sectors of the United States in alliance with reactionary
opposition elements, with the aim of destabilizing the
country, blocking the full reversion of the Panama Canal to
Panamanian property ané control in 1999, neutralizing the
non-aligned foreign policy of the Republic of Panama and its
participation in the Contadora Group, as well as discrediting

its international banking centre.
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257. The Heads of State or Government renewed their appeal to
all countries to adhere to the Protocol to the Permanent
Neutrality Treaty for the Panama Canal and to respect the
neutrality of that inter-oceanic waterway,

258. The Heads of State or Government noted the efforts being
made by th e Csvernment o f Guyana to consolidate its
independence and sovereignty and to ensure a safe future for
its people. In connection with the territorial claim advanced
by Venezuela, they noted that both countries had submitted the
means for settlement of the dispute for consideration by the
United Nations Secretary-General, in str .ct compliance with
the Geneva Agreement of 1986. They welcomed the recent
improvemer . in Guyana/Venezuela relations and expressed the
hope that this would Ilead to increased friendship and
co-operation between them.

259. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their firm
support for the Republic of Argentina’'s right to have its
sovereignty over the Malvinas Islands rest ored through
negotiations. They reiterated their call for the resumption of
negotiations between the Governments of Argentina and the
United Kingdom with the participation and good offices of the
United Nations Secretary-General. They reaffirmed the need
that the said solution should duly take into account the
interests of thc population of tre islands and took note with
satisfaction of the will expressed by the Argentine Government
to respect and guarantee the maintenance of the way of life of
the islanders, thei. traditions and cultural identity,

including the wuse of safeguards and guarantees and statutes
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that might be negotiated. This would ensure a speedy, peaceful
and just solution to the question in conformity with the
principles and decisions of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries on the subject and with United Nations General
Assembly resolutions 1514(XV), 2065(XX), 3160(XXVIII), 31/49,
37/9, 38/12, 39/6 and 40/21.

260. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the adoption of
General Assembly resolution 40/21 and commended the Argentine
Government for its substantial contributions to the peaceful
and lasting solution to the problems pending between Argentina
and the United Kingdom. They noted with satisfaction that,
after the adoption of resolution 40721, the Government of
Argentina had confirmed its readiness to resume the
negotiations requested by the General Assembly, and they urged
the Government of the United Kingdom also to agree to their
resumption and to refrain from taking decisions that would
imply introducing unilateral modifications in the situation
while the sovereignty dispute remains unsettled.

261. The Heads of State or Government also reaffirmed that the
massive British military and naval presence in the area of the
Malvinas, South Georgias and South Sandwich Islands, which
include a strategic airport, are a cause for great concern to
the countries of the Latin American region, endanger the peace
and adversely affect stability in the area.

262. The Heads of State or Government recalled that the
establishment of bases and other military installations on
dependent territories obstructs the application of the

Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
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Countries and Peoples (United Nations General Assembly
resolution 1514(xv)) and is incompatible with the purpoeee and
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and with the
aforementioned resolution.

263. The Heads of State or Government once more reiterated
their categorical support for the Republic of Bolivia’s
legitimate and rightful claim to recover a direct and useful
outlet to the Pacific Ocean, with full sovereignty. Convinced
that the solution of this problem is of interest to the
international community ty applying the peaceful procedures
set forth in the United Nations Charter and in the framework
of the objectives of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries,
the Heads of State or Government tock note with great
interest, of the auspicious opening initiated between the
Governments of Bolivia and Chile and expressed their hope that
through this process the Bolivian maritime problem would be
solved, thus expressing the spirit of Latin American
brotherhood and contributing to a better understanding among
the naticas of the region.

264. The Heads of State or Government, noting the high level
of wunity achieved by the democratic forces in Chile and the
intensification of the Chilean peoples’ struggle for civil,
political and social rights denied them by the military régime
in power, reaffirmed their solidarity with them and demanded
that the military junta put an end to all human rights
violations and the repression and crimes that have provoked
worldwide repudiation. They reiterated their total support for

the legitimate aspirations of the Chilean people to recover
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their freedom, democracy and their basic human rights and to
re-establish the policy of non-alignment followed by the late
President Salvador Allende.

265. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their
unconditional support for the independence and territorial
integrity of Belize and their respect for the right ¢f Belize
to determine its future as a free and sovereign nation within
its land and maritime boundaries. They emphasized that any
threat or use of force against Belize is unacceptable and also
reiterated their commitment to the solution of disputes by
negotiations and other peaceful means.

266. The Heads of State or Government observed that the Treaty
of Tlatelolco establishes a zone in which the development,
manufacture, deployment or stockpiling of nuclear weapons are
proscribed. For the proper functioning of the Treaty, it is
imperative that conditions be created that are conducive to
the accessiun by all States of the region to the Treaty and
this is best achieved through respect for the purposes and
provisions of the Treaty on the part of nuclear-weapon States.
In this regard, the Heads of State or Government urged all
nuclear-weapon States to abide by the provisions of the
Additional Protocols to the Treaty, and strongly condemned the
introduction of nuclear weapons into the region by any
nuclear-weapon State.

267. The Heads of State or Government  welcomed the
establishment of new democracies in Latin America consequent
upon the decline in military tyrannies in the region, which

enable their respective peoples fuliy t o realize their
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inalienable right to determine their own destinies freely. In
this regard, they recognized that it was advisable to find
political oolut ions and to make efforté to consolidate the
democratic processes whose stability was seriously and
directly undermined by the problem of external indebtedness
because of the far-reaching political, economic and social
effects of that problem.

268. The Heads of State or Government noted that the defence
of human rights and full and ef fect ive exercise of political
ideological pluralism constitute important factors in the
p .ogress of the peoples of the region.

XXVIIl. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OP
INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES

269. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
the activities, especially within the United Nations, to
celebrate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the historic
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples contained in United Nations
General Assembly resolution 1514 (Xv) of 14 December 1960.

270. Although they welcomed the gains made in implementing the
Declaration, the Heads of State or Government were disturbed
that the colonial Powers continued to obstruct and impede the
struggle for the complete elimination of colonialism in all
its forms and manifestations.

271. They therefore firmly condemned the increasing
exploitation of the human and natural resources of those
territories by colonial Powers and transnational corporations,

as well as the wuse o7 some of them for military purposes,
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including the stockp’ling and/or deployment of nuclear
weapons, which not only represents a serious impediment to the
exercise of their inalienable right to self-determination and
independence, but also constitutes a threat to their security
and that of independent neighbouring States.

272. The Heads of State or Government were convinced that, as
long as cases of colonialism such as Namibia, New Caledonia,
Puerto Rico, the Malvinas Islands, Micronesia and other
dependent territories contirued, the notorious system of
colonialisu would not be overcome. They demanded the immediate
implementation of resolution 1514 ‘Xv) and other relevant
United Nations resolutions in these cases.

273. They called on the colonial Powers to desist forthwith
fcom exploiting these territories or misusing thes. for
military purposes, especially as regards nuclear weaponry, and
to facilitate the exercise by their respective peoples of
their right to self-determination and independence in
conformity with the relevant United Nations resolutions.

274. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their
conviction that the struggle for national independence is a
legitimate means of eliminating colonialism in its many forms
and manifestations and wurged all States to increasc their
moral, political, diplomatic and material support LO movements
of national 1 iberat ion which are struggling for
self-determination and independence in conformity with the
relevant resolutions of the United Nations, in particular

resolution 2525 (XXV) of the General Assembly.
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275. The Heads 0 f state or Government expressed their
satisfaction at the work of the United Nations Special
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples and its effective contribution t0o the
i mpl ementation of t he Declarationo n the Granting of
I ndependence tO Colonial Countries and Peoples.

XXIX. RIGHT TO DEVELOPMENT

276. The Heads of State or Governnment stressed the importance
for the non-aligned and other developing countries of the item
entitled “Right to development”, which is beiny examined in the
rel evant bodies of the United Nations, and urged all membors Of
the Movement to pay their utmost attention to this item.

277. The Leads of State or Government, bearing in mind the
recommendat ion of the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating
Bureau, held at New Delhi in April 1986, instructed the
Co-otdinat ing Bureau it Yew York to carry out the relevant
consultations with a view to promoting the adoption, by the
non-aligned countries, o f a declaration on the right to
development during the forty-first session of the United
Nations General Assembly.

XXX. INTEKNATIONALTERRORISM

278. The Head8 of State or Government were deeply perturbed by
the world-wide aecalation of acts of terrorism, including
State terrorism, in all it8 forms, which endanger or take
innocent human lives, jeopardize fundamental freedoms, have an
increasingly deleterious effect on international relation8 and
may endanger the very territorial integrity and security of
States. They condemned all terrorist activities, whether

committed by individuals, groups or States, and resolved to
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counter them by every legal means possible. They called upon
all states to fulfil their obligations under international law
to refrain from organiz ing, instigating, assisting 0 r
participating in terrorist acts in other State8 or acquiescing
in activities within their territories towards the commission
of such acts.

219. The Heads of State or Government however emphasized that
the legitimate struggle of people8 under colonial and racist
régimes and all forms of foreign domination and occupation,
and of their national liberation movements, against their
oppressors, and in particular that of the peoples of
South Africa, Namibia and Palestine, for self-determination
and independence in accordance with the purposes and
principle8 of the Charter of the United NKations and the
principles of non-alignment can in no way b e considered or
equated with terrorism.

280. Mercenariam or the activities of soldiers of fortune are
a key element of international terrorism, and thus constitute
an international <crime. In the light of the harmful e.fects
which the activities of mercenaries have had on a number of
non-aligned memher States, particularly African countries, and
which have prejudiced the peace, sovereignty and stability of
such countries, the Heads of State or Government condemned
unreservedly the recent intended mercenary attack on Ghana.

281. They recalled in this regard the various resolutions of
the Organization o f  African Unity, as well as the
United Nation8 draft on an international convention against

the recruitment, use, financing and trainiag of mercenaries,
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and reminded all member States of the international community,
particularly Western countries, to fulfil their obligation8
undar the various international conventions by forbidding the
recruitment, use, financing, trsining, transit and directing
s mercenaries and by severely punishing them when apprehended.

xxx!:. NON- AGGRESSI ON AND NON-THREAT OR USE OF FORCE IN
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

282. The Heads of State or Government noted with grave concern
that in recent years the use of force and acts of aggression
have been exacerbated and that many of them were causing
serious human and material losst 0 the economies of the
countries concerned and have posed threats to international
peace and security, to the progress of their people, and to
the cohesion, effectiveness and solidarity of the Movement of
Non-Al igned Countries. They recalled t. he principles of t he
Charter of the United Nations outlawi ng aggression and any
threat or use of force in internaticnal relation3 and the
obligation to resort to peaceful settlenment of disputes, which
remain central to the phi |osophy »f peaceful coexi stence
advocated by non-aligned countries.

283. They recalled the definition of aggression embodied in
Cener al Assenbly resolution 3314 (XXIX) and the Declaration on
Pr inciples of International Law concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation anmpbng States in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations, embo ed in General Assenbly reeolut ion
2526 (XXV), and mai nt ai ned t hat a war of aggression in
international relations is considered to be the npst seriouv:

breach of i nternational law and non-aliqned principles, 1.
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well as a crime against humanity which give8 rise to
international responsibility. They also maintained that
execnt ion of international collective punitive measures
adopted in conformity with the Charter of the United Nation8
vis-d-vis acts o f ago ession will resultin enhancement and
re3pect for the obser ance Of internatiovnal |aw.

284. They exp-essed their full support for adoption of a
universal declaration on non-use of force in international
rlations and pledged themselves to work towards that end in
the United Nations Special Committee on Enhancing the
Effectiveness 0 f the Principle of Non-Uee of Force in
International Relat ion8. To this effect they pledged
themselves to work during the forty-f irst session Of the
General Assembly of the United Nation8 in order to expedite
the work of the Special Committee along the aforementioned
lines.

XXX11. PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES

285. The Head8 of State or Government noted with concern that,
in recent years, disputes and conflict8 among non-aligned
countries have been exacerbated and that 8ome of them were
causing serious human and material 1088 to the economies of
the countries concerned and posing threats to the peace and
progress of their peoples, a8 well a8 to the cohesion,
effectiveness and solidarity o f the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries. They regarded the persistence of this negative
phenomenon a8 undermining the role a 1 the efforts of
non-aligned countries to strengther international peace and

security. They reiterated the need to abide strictly by the




-127-~

principle8 of the Charter of the United Nation8 and of
peaceful coexisi :nce, especially those regarding respect for
the independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of
States, non-interference in their internal affair8 and
refraining from the threat or use o f force in international
relation8 and respect ftor the obligation8 arising out of
treaties and other sources of international law. They recalled
that the principle8 of avoidance of threat or use of force and
of peaceful settlement of disputes remain central to the
philosophy of peaceful coexistence advocated by non-aligned
countries,

286. The Head8 of State or Government urged that all
non-aligned countries should adhere to and implement the
deci sions of t he Uni t ed Nat i ons Security Counci | wnd
General Assembly and fully wutilize the procedure8 for the
amicable settlement of disputes envisaged in the Charter of
the United Nations, including negotiation, inquiry, mediation,
conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to
regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means of

their own choice.

207. In this context, they recalled +the request made by the
Seventh summt Conference of Heads of ~tate O0Or Government of
Non-Al igned Countries, in par agraph 170 of its Political

Decl aration, tc¢ the Non-Aligned Co-ordinating Bureau in New

York to finalize the conposition of the Wrking Goup set uUp at
the M nisterial Meeting 1ir Havana to study proposals and
working papers submitted on the subject of peaceful settl enment
of disputes, as well as any others to be submtted in future,

with a view to the preparation of ar. appropri ate comprehensive
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report and recommendations on the subject for consideration at
the Ministerial Conference in 1988, The Working Group would be
open-rnded.

XXXII1.  NON-INTERVENTION ARD NON-INTERFERENCE

288. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their support
for the Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention and
Interference in the Internal Affair8 of States,contained in
United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/103 and for the
Declaration on Principle8 of 1International Law concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operation among Stautes in accordance
with the Charter of the united Nations, as embodied in Gener al
Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV). They reiterated that violation
of the principles »f non-intervention and non-interference in
the internal and externa: affair8 of States is wunjustifiable
and unacceptable under any circurmstances. They noted with
grave concern that policies of intervention and interfer«nce,
pressure and the threat or use of force continue to be pursued
against many non-aligned and developing countries, with

dangerous consequences for peace and security. They asserted

the right of all States to pursue tueir own economic or
political development without intimidation, hindrance or
pressure and called rpon all States to adhere to the

Declaration on non-intervention and non-interference and to
observe it8 principles in their dealings with other States.
XXXIV. UNESCO

289. The Heaus of State or Government emphatically reaffirmed
the full support of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries for

the goals and objectives of UNESCO and its role as the
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predominant. and moat appropriate universal forum for
international co-operation in the field8 of education,
science, culture and information. They reiterated that

programme8 and activities under UNESCO's mandate should
reflect the interests, aspirations, and socio-cultural value8
of all countries.

290. They deeply regretted the action taken against UNESCO by
certain countries. This action constituted a withdrawal from
multilateral co-operation nd democratic functioning within
the framework of international organizations and thus posed a
threat to the entire United Nation8 system. They addressed a n
urgent call t o states that have withdrawn from UNESCO to
reconsider their decision.

291. The Head8 of State or Government ncted with satisfaction
the results of the Twenty-third General Conference of UNESCO,
held at Sofia in October and November 1985, and expressed
their full support and determination to work for the
implementation of all the programme8 and activities decided
upon at the Conference.

XXXV. RIGHT OF NATION!; TO PRESERVE THEIR CULTURE AND
NATIONAL HERITAGE

292. The Head8 of State or Government affirmed the right of
non-aligned countries to protect their culture and safeguard
their national heritage, which are the cornerstone for
upholding their cultural identity. They rejected all attempts
at intervention or interference which hamper the free and full
exercise of thisright. The Head8 of State or Government

therefore decided to pay more attention to this issue at the




United Nations, UNESCO and other related organs as an
extension Of the process Of decolonization.

293. They reaffirmed the right of the non-aligned countries to
the restitution of cultural property, including archaelogical
objects and archives, belonging to their national heritage,
which have been misappropriated.

XXXVI. NEW INTERNATIONAL INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION ORDER
294. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the need
further to intensify co-operation among non-aligned and other
developing councriea in the field of information and the ma88
media so a8 to establish the New International Information and
Communication Order on the basis of the free and balanced flow
of information and speedily to remove disparities in
communication capabilities which in the era of rapid
technological advances create new imbalances and place new and
complex obstacles to democratization of the global information
and communication process. They noted with satisfaction the
progress achieved in this field, and in particular the
significant contribution made by the Non-Aligned News Agencies
Pool estab lished among non-aligned countries towards the
decolonization of information and towards counter ing
tendentious reporting and mass media  campaigns against
non-aligned countries and national liberatioan movements.

295. The Heads cf State or Government recognized the
importance of the Non-Aligned News Agencies Pool aid their
outstanding role in the struggle for the decolonization of
information and the establishment of the New International
Information and Communication Order, as a means of exchange

and co-operation among non-aligned countries.
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296. The Head8 of State or Government took note with
satisfaction o f the results of the Fourth Conference of the
Non-Aligned New8 Agencies Pool, held in Havana from 17 to 22
March 1986, and endorsed it8 resolution8 and the Havana
Programme of Action.

297. The Head8 of State or Government welcomed t h e decisions
of the Conference of Ministers of Information of Non-Aligned
Countries, held in Jakarta from 26 to 30 January 1984, on the
development of co-operation among non-aligned countries in the
field of information and in furaishing a broad basis for
future activities. They noted with satisfaction the
finalization at the Jakarta meeting of the constitution and
criteria of the Intergovernmental Council called for by the
Seventh Summit Conference.

298. The Head8 of State or Government expressed satisfaction
at the activities of the Intergovernmental Council in the
implementation of the decisions of the General Conference of
Ministers 0 f Informat ion of Non-Aligned Countrie8. iInthis
context, they took particular note of the Ministerial Meeting
of the Intergovernmental Council, held in Daker from
9 to 15 January 1986, which undertook a review and appraisal
of the implementation of the Programme of Action adopted by
the Jakarta Conference, including its recommendat ion8 on the
non-aligned countries.

299. The Head8 of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries
noted with satisfaction t h e COMINAC's decision adopted in
Jakarta in 1984 that the next General Conference of Ministers

of Information of the Non-Aligned Countries is to be held in

/
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Harare in 1987 and invited the government8 of the nun-aligned
countriest o contribute actively vo the success Of the
Conference whose task is to identify future strategies for the
development of co-operation in all information-related
activities.

300. The Head8 of Ss.ate or Government affirmed the important
contribution of the Non-Aligned New8 Agencies Pool to the flow
of information among non-aligned countries and called for
further efforts to accelerate this process. They also
expressed support fer the PO01'8 new project of economic
information (ECOPOOL) which corresponds to :he non-aligned
countries' need for the exchange of economic, trade and
financial information.

301. The Head8 Of State or Government stressed the need to
give fresh impetus to the activities of the broadcasting
organization of non-aligned countries and underlined the
importance of furthering co-operation and programme exchanges
among the electronic media organizations i n non-aligned
countries.

302. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
that the reduction of telecommunication tariffs envisaged at
the Seventh Summit Conference in New Delhi had been effected
by a number of countries: they urged all non-aligned countries
to give effect to this significant decision in order to enable
information to flow more freely between the non-aligned
count:.ies,

303. The Heads of State or Government considered it highly

useful and necessary for non-aligned countries through
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existing institutions 1i ke PANA, BONAC and IGC, to secure
effective exchange of information among themselves on
developments in technology affecting information and

communication and to work out means of sharing know-how and
expertise in informat ion and communication-related
technologies in the spirit of mutual assistance and
self-reliance.

304, The Heids of State or Government congratulated the Pan
African News Agency (PANA) for its invaluable contribution to
the struggle against misinformation and in favour of the
decolonization and restructuring of information, with the
objective of establishi-3 the New International Information
and Communication Order, based on peaceful and just relations,
and encouraged PANA to continue working in this direction.

305. The Heads of State or  Government took note  with
satisfaction of the results of the Meeting of Ministers of
Information of the Organization of African Unity held in Cairo
in November 1985.

306. The  Heads of State or Government also noted with
satisfaction the fruitful development of co-operation between
the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and UNESCO, particularly
in the spheres of information, education, science and culture,
and congratulated UNESCO for its systematic activities and
efforts undertaken in favour of the establishment of the New
International Information and Commur " ation Order.

307. The Heads of State or Government expressed appreciation
for the co-operation extended by UNESCO to non-aligned

countries, particularly with respect to the studies on
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information and communication problems, including those
relating to the attainment ¢f a much more balanced flow of
information between the developing and developed countries.
The Heads of State or Government noted with deep concern the
recent moves by Certain countries to weaken UNESCO. They urged
all States to take al | thv necesecary steps in order to
strengthen the role of UNESCO.

308. The Heads of State or Government agreed on the need to
atrengthen co-ordination within the United Nations systenm,
with a view to applying the principles of the New
International Information and Communication Order and agreed
to support the United Nations Departmant Of Public Informatlon so that it
could ircrease printed and audio-visual information, enhance
public awareness of the issues of interest to non-aligned
countries and ensure more coherent cover Age and better
knowledge in areas which have priority, such as international
peace and security, disarmament, peace-keeping and
peace-making operat i ons, decolonization, Palestine, Namibia,
the promotion of human rights, the right of people to
self-determination, apartheid, and racial discrimination,
economic and social development is<ues, the inteqration cf
women 11 the struggle for peace and development, the
establishment: of the New International Economic Order and the
New International Inf orwat ion and Communication Order. They
commended with deep appreciation the positive role played by
the United Nations and UNESCO in fostering co-operation ameng

the nor,-aligned countries in this sphere.
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309. The Heads of State or Government condemned the use of
radio as an instrument of hostile propaganda by one State
against, another, be it a member of the Non-Aligned Movement or
not, because it is an act that is contrary to the fundamental
principles of the Movcment and t he New International
Information and Comnunicat ion Order, and because it violates
international rules and standards in the field of radio
broadcasting as provided for by the Charter of the United
Nations and internationa. law.

310, They also demanded the immediate cessation of all hostile
broadcasting aimed at non-aligned countries.

311. The Heads of State or Government renewed the call to
members of the Movement to forward c¢omplete sets o f
authenticated documents o f all future non-aligned meetings
held in their respective countries to the Non-Aligned
Documentation Centre in Colombu as the reposi *ory of document.:]
relating to the Confer=nce and Mectings of the Non-Aligned
Movement .

312.. The Heads of State or Government urged that there should
be continuous and regular interaction and exchange of
experience among the media and traininyg personnel o f the
non-aligned countries.

XXXvIiI. INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF PEACE

313. The Heads o f state or  Government welcomed the
proclametion b vy the United Nations General Assembly, in
resolution 40/3, of 19853 as the International Year of Peace,
prcviding a timely impetus for initiating renew 2d thought and

action for the promotion of peace and offering an opportunity
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to governmen te, inter-governmental and non-governmental
organizations and others t 0 expressin pra~ticalterms the
common aspiration of all peoples for peace. They reiterated
the view expressed by the United Nation8 General Assembly
during its fortieth sessior that the International Year of
Peace is not only a celebration or commemoration, but an
opportunity to reflect and act creatively and systematically
in fulfilling the purposes and principle8 of the Charter of
the United Nation8 and, in this regard, pledged themselves to
continue to promote, on the basis of the principle8 and policy
of non-alignment, positive action by State8 and peoples eimed
at the prevention of war and the removal of various threats to
peace.

XXXVIII. THE UNITED NATIONS

314. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that faith in
the United Nations was central to the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countriee. Even a8 the United Nation8 gave impetust o0 the
process O f decolonizationthe newly-emergent States, the vast
majority of which are members of the Mo-ement, brought greater
richuess and diversity to the o¢Organization. They helped
transform it into a truly universal body representing the free
association of States on the basis of sovereign equality and
reflecting the hopes and aspirationy of people all over the
world. They reiterated their resolve to play an active role in
the forums of the United Nation8 system for t he attai ment of
the goals and objective8 of the Movement itself.

315. The Heads of State or Government ¢€tresse® that the

United Nation8 represented the most appropriate international
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forum  with the central role in the maintenance of
international peace and security and peaceful settlement of
international disputes and crises; in the achievement of the
exercise of the right of self-determination of peoples under
colonial domination and foreign occupation; in the
strengthening of international co-operation in all field3 on
the basis O f sovereign equality of States; and in the
establishment of equitable and just economic relations as well
a3 the strengthening of peaceful coexistence, universal
détente, disarmament and development. They acknowledged that
the United Nation8 and the specialized agencies had achieved
significant results in many area8 of international relations
and had contributed to the economic an6 social progress of all
countries and peoples. The members of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries, «who constitute almost two-thirds of the
membership of the United Nation8 and are firmly wedded to it3
principles, are determined to preserve and build upon the
achievement3 of the world Organization, The capacity of the
Uni .ed Nat ion3 to identify and respond to potential and
emerging problems in the political as well as economic, social
and humanitatian field3 should be developed on a systematic
basis.

316. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
the fact that an unprecedently large number of Head3 of State
or Government of member States, particularly from the Movement
of Non-Aligned Countries, participated personally in the
commemora*ive activities to mark the Fortieth Anniversary of

the United Nations held at New York. This was a testimony to

/..
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the faith and confidence reposed in the United Nat ion3 by the
international community and it3 desire to strengthen
multilateralism. The Heads of State or Governmeu t , howaver ,
regretted that, despite the flexibility displayed by the
non-aligned countries and others, n declaration could be
adopted on that occasion owing to the intransigent attitude of
some States.

317. The Head3 of State or Government expressed deep concern
at the increasingly frequent attempt3 to weaken and curtail
the role of the United Nations system and to erode the
principler »f sovereign equality and democratic functioning on
which it was based. They considered that the present crisis
ha3 its origin3 in the erosion of the commitment to the
principles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations.
The democratization of international relations, sought by the
non-aligned countries in their active involvement with the
United Nations, has been resisted by come who seek to preserve
privileged posit ions of power. The failure to accept this
natural process lies at the heart of the crisis of
multilateralism, and more specifically the concerted attack
from these quarter3 on the United Nations and its specialized
agencies. At the same time, decisions and resolutions of these
organizations have been increasingly 1ignored, thus weakening
the role of the United Nation3 a3 a forum for deliberation and
negotiation of important political ard economic issues. The
Heads uf State or Government noted that this process has bten
exacerbated by the use of financial power to impair the

functioning of the Organizat ion. The non-aligned countries




were firmly of the view that any withholding from assessed
contributions to the United Nations represented a deliberate
violation of obligations wunder the Charter, which was a
universal Treaty freely entered into, and therefore undermined
the basis of international order. In particular, they
condemned the withholding of assessed contributions aimed at
altering the basic character and purposes of the United
Nations.

318. The Heads of State or Government rejected any and all
attempts to introduce decision-making methods  which are
incompatible with the purposes and principles of the Charter,
and specially that of the sovereign equality of States. They
emphasized that the current financial crisis of the
United Nations should be dealt with politically in a
comprehensive and integrated manner. They called wupon all
Member States responsible for the situation to show the
necessary political will and exert all efforts to find a
long-term solution.

319. The Heads of State or Government of the non-aligned
count r ies pledged to continue to abide strictly by the Charter
of the United Nations and appealed to ¢11 States to respect
the resolutions and decisions of the United Nations.

320. The Heads of State or Government noted that the Goup »f
Hi gh-1 evel I nt er gover nment al Experts to Review the Efficiency
of the Admnistrative and Financial Functioning of the United
Nations, established by the General Assenbly through resolution
40/237 of 18 Decenber 1985, had concluded its work and wurged
all Members of the United Natiors to give due consideration to

its report and reconmendati ons and to work constructively

/...
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during the forty-first sean ton of the General Assembly in
search o f t he conmon goal of improving the overal |
adm ni strative and financial efficiency of the organization.
321. The Heads of State or Goverament emphasized the necessity
of enhancing the effectiveness of the work of the Special
Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the
Strengthening of the Role of the Organizaticon for the purpose
of promoting the role of the United Nations and recommended,
in this respect, that the Committee undertake a study of tne
veto record of the permanent members of the Security Council.
322. The Heads of State or Government paid a warm tribute to
the Secretary-General of the United Nations for his
wholehearted endeavours in promoting the role and eff iciency
of the United Nations.

XXXI1X. STRENGTHENING OF COLLESTIVE ACTION

323. The Heads of state o r Government noted the serious
deterioration of the international situation, reaffirming the
historic responsibility of the policy of non-al igninen t for
countering this negative trend and strengthening peace,
détente, collective security and t he democratization of
international relations . They decided to strengthen the
measures for collective action in order to increase the
influence and role of non-alignment 1 world affairs,
especially with reference to uipholding full observanca2 of the
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and
international law as the foundations of peaceful coexistence
between States. They also stressed the need to make utmost
efforts to ensure that the commitments made in the Present

/o
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Declaration are duly implemented within the framework of the
United Nations and other international forums.

324. The Heads of State or Government again stressed the
usef ulness and validity of the measures approved, in
conformity with the Charter of the United Nations, and
non-aligned policies at the Algiers Summit Conference and at
the Lima, Peru, Ministerial Conference in order to strengthen
solidarity and mutual assistance among the non-aligned
countries faced with threats of aggression against their
sovereignty, independence, development and security.

325. They also reaffirmed the usefulness of the measures for
collective action established by resolution no. 3 adopted by
the Conference of Heads of State or Government held in Algiers.
326. The Heads of State or Government invited the
co-ordinat ing Bureau to intensify action to strengthen
co-ordination and mutual co-operation among non-aligned
countries, including unified action in the United Nations and
other international forums, as well as the most appropriate
form of consultations for defining the manner in which the
present Declaration should be implemented and the adoption of
the necessary measures for promoting and co-ordinating joint
act ion that will safeguard the active and effective role of
non-aligned policies.

XL. FURTHER GATHERINGS OF NON-ALIGNED COUNTRIES

327. The Heads of State or Government, recalling that at the
Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinat ing Bureau held in
New Delhi, the Ministers had taken note of the offer by the

Government of Nicaragua to host the Ninth Summit Conference,
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received the offer with satisfaction. They expressed the
solidarity of the Movement with Nicaragua in her defence  of
her sovereignty, territorial integrity and the right of her
people to decide their own destiny in the face of foreign
aggression. They condemned the United States contempt of the
judgement of The Hague International Court of Justice which
constitutes defiance of In*ternational Law.

328. The Heads of State or Government further took note with
appreciation of the offer by the Government of the Republic. of
Indonesia to host the Ninth Summit.

329. The Heads of State or Government agreed that the final
decision on the date and venue of the Ninth Summit Conference
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries be taken by a
Ministerial Conference to be held not later than 1988 in
Cyprus.

330. The Heads cf State or Government decided that an
extraordinary ministerial meeting on South-South co-operation
would be held in Pyongyang, Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea, in 1987,

XL1. COMPOSITION OF THE CO-ORDINATING BUREAU

331. The Heads of State or Government decided that the
Co-ordinat ing Bureau would be oren-ended and noted that the

candidatures weculd be submitted in New York.
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SPECIAL DECLARATION ON SOUTHERN AFRICA

We, the Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned
Countries meeting in our Eighth Ordinary Session in Harare,
Zimbabwe, from 1 to 6 September 1386, and having examined the
explosive situation in southern Africa, express our grave
concern over the further deterioration of the situation since
our last meetirg in New Delhi. The primary cause for She
aggravation of the situation 1is the continued existence of
apartheid which has been declared by the international
community as a crime against humanity.

We have also taken into account all the initiatives taken
by many States and organizations to have the problem resolved
through negotiations but which have been rejected by the
racist régime in Pretoria. Instead of heeding the call of the
international community to eradicate apartheid, the racist
Pretoria regime has stepped up its oppression and subjugation
of the disenfranchised and dispossessed people of South Africa
through the imposition of a dae of emergency and
otherrepressive measures. We have also noted with grave
concern that several thousand people have been murdered in
cold blood by the racist security police and thousands more
have been hurled into jails without trial in a blind fury to
stem the tide of the popular uprising of the oppressed.

In an effort to subject the front-line and the other
neighbouring States to its domination, the racist régime has
also intensified 1its campaign of intimidation, blackmail,

economic sanctions and naked acts of aggression against the
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independent States in the region. We recall in particular the
repeated acts of aggression against the People’s Republic of
Angola, the support for the armed bandits in Mozambique and
Angola and the armed raids into Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe,
causing considerable damage to both life and property.

Taking into account all these factors and also bearing in
mind the inescapable responsibility of the international
community to combat apartheid, which is the root cause of
violence and instability in the region, we, the Heads of State
or Government, have agreed and commit ourselves to the
measures specified under each of the following sub-headings:
Namibia

We, the Heads of State or Government, having noted with
grave concern the lack of progress touwards the implementation
of United Nations Security Council resolution 435 (1978) as a
result of the continuing occupation of Namibia by
South Africa, and the insistence by the Reagan Admin st rat ion
and the racist Pretoria régime on linking the independence of
Namibia to the irrelevant and extraneous issue of the
withdrawal of Cuban internationalist forces from Angola, a
linkage which has already been rejected by the United Nations
Security  Council, and bearing in mind the anguish  and
yearnings of the oppressed people of Namibia for their
inalienable right to freedom and independence, have resolved
and committed ourselves individually and collectively to the
effective pursuit of the following measures to hasten the

independence of Namib la.



We:
(a)

(b)

(c)

(4)

(e)

(£)

reaffirm once again that United Nations Security
Council resolution 435 (1978) is the only
acceptable basis for the peaceful settlement of the
Namibian guestion. In this connect ion, we
vehemently reject and condemn the so-called linkage
as an attempt designed to perpetuate the .llegal
rule of South Africa over Namibia;

reaffirm the unshirkable responsibility of the
United Nations to bring independence to Namibia
without further delay;

request the United Nations Secretary-General to
continue  his efforts towards the speedy
implementat ion of United Nations Security Council
resolution 435 (1978);

call upon all member countries of the Non-Aligned
Movement and urge the international community to
exert maximum pressure, including the imposition of
sanctions towards the removal of all obstacles to
the implementation of United Nations
Security Council resolution 435 (1978);

call upon all member countries to step up bilateral
assistance to SWAPO, the sole and authentic
representative of the people of Namibia, and to
contribute to the Non-Aligned Solidarity Fund for
Namibia;

appeal to all support groups and anti-apartheid

movement 8 in the United States and in the western

/...
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world t o0 inctensify their activities for the
immediate independence of Namibia;

(g9) condemn once aga.n the so-called provisiona.
government in Namibia and urge the interra*iona-
community to continue to reject it and not tc
accord it any form of recogn:tion;

(h) rene ' our call to the United Nat :ons
Security Council to impose  comprehensive  and
mandatory sanctions dgainst the racist South
African régime i n order to compel it to
co-operate in the implementation of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978);

(i) call upon all the member States of the Movement to
pasticipate actively in the United Nations General
assemp ly Special Session on Namibia, scheduled to
be held from 17to 20 Septemuer 1986. To
demonstrate the importence we attacn to the issue,
we mandate the Chairman of the Movement to convey
personally our concerns and determination to the
Special Session.

South Africa

Having reviewed the events and developments in
South Africa, we, the Heads of State or Government, hereby
renew our abiding commitment to the eradication of the evil
system of apartheid, through the adoption of special measures
designed to hasten its total elimination.

We have also taken note, with deep appreciation, 0o f the
rising tide of resistance and defiance by the South African

/e
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ragsses, The escalation of the armed struggle both in Namibia
and South Africa is a clear indication of the determination of
the people of Namib.a and South Africa to make the supreme
sacrifice in their efforts to secure freedom and independence
and to achieve the enshrined objectives of the Non-Aligned
Movement as well as those of the Charters of the Organization
of African Unity and the United Nations.

We have further noted with satisfaction that at the
London Summit of Commonwealth Leaders from seven countries
held in August 1986, six cour ries, including three from our
Movement , have agreed to impose or have already imposed, a
number of economic measures against South Africa, and hope
thut other m nbers of the Commonwealth would enforce similar
san tions against the apartheid régime. We have also noted the
significant. contribution which the report of the Eminent
Persons Group, set up py the Commonwealth Heads of State or
Government at their meeting in Nassau in October 1985, has
made in stimulating a worldwide, informed discussion on the
intolerable situation in South Africa.

We, the Heads of State or Government , reaffirm our
decision and conviction that the imposition of comprehensive
and mandatory sanct ions against South Africa in accordance
with Chapter VIl of the Charter of the United Nations, remains
the only peaceful option to compel the racist Pretoria régime
to abandon apartheid. Consequently, we endorse the call of the
Organjzation of African Unity for the early convening of the
United Nations Security <Councilt 0 impose. comprehensive and

mandatory sanctions against South Africa under Chapter VvII of
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the Charter of the United Nations (CM/Res.1952/XL of the OACU).
Pending the adoption of comprehensive an4 mandatory sanctions
we, the Heads of State or Government., endorse the following
measures that have been adopted by certain countries and
organizations and commend them to the wider international
community for urgent adoption and implementation:

(&, prohibition of transfer of technology to South
Africa;

(b) cessation of export, sale or transport of oil and
oil productst o South Africa, and of any
co-operation with South Africa's oil industry;

(c) cessation of further investments in and financial
loans to Soutn Africa or Namibia and of any
governmental insurance guarantee of credits to the

racist regime;

-
S
o

an end to al. promotion of or support for trade
with South Africa, including governmental
assistance to trade missions;

(e) prohibition of the sale of krugerrands and any

other coins minted in South Africa;

(£) prohibition of imports from South Africa o f
agricultural products, coal, uranium, iron and
steel etc.;

(g) enac ment of legislation or 1doption o f other

measures to comply with United maticns Decree No. 1
for the Protection of the Natural Hesout ces of
Namibia enacted by the United Nations Council for

Namibia in 1974;
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h) terminat ion of any visa-free entry privileges and
the promot:.on of tourism to South Africa;

(1) termination of air and  shipping links with
South Africa;

(7)) cessation of all academic, cultural, scientific and
sports relations  with  South  Africa, and of
relations with individuals,, institutions and other
bodies endorsing or based on apartheid]

(k) suspension or abrugation o f agreements with
South Africa, such as agreements on cultural and
scientific co-operation;

(1) the termination of Double Taxation Agreements with
South Africa;

(m) a oan on government. contracts with majority-owned
South African companiecz.

Moreover, we urge all non-governmental organizationst o
participate actively in the information campaign to sensitizc
international public opinion on the realities of apartheid.

We also urge all States to increase  material and
financial assistance to the oppressed and struggling people of
South Africa through their national Iliberation movements to
enable them t0 step up their struggle against apartheid and
for the establishment of a non-racial and representative
government in South Africu.

w. also take note of the resolution of the twenty-second
Assembly of the trganization of African Unity which recommends
to all governments and educational institutions to devote the

first lesson of the 1986/87 academic year to apartheid, and to
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write on this occasion on the blackboards and comment on the

theme, *Apartheid i8 a crima against humanity”. We recommend

that this tesolut ion, aimed at sensitizing the youth on the
quest fon of apartheid , be seriously considered, during the
1986/87 academic year, by all our States and the world at
large.

Front-line and other neighbouring States

We, the Heads of State or Government , have reviewed and
noted wit.5 grave concern the exceedingly serious and volatile
situation in southern Africa resulting from the policies of
State terrorism, military occunation, blackmail, and the use
of armed bandits by the apartheid régime co destabilize,
sabotage and destroy the economic and social infrastructure of
the front-line States and other countries neighbouring it with
the aim of weakening and subj ugat ing them. Consequently, we

recognize more than ever before, the urgent need for concerted

inteinational action, both short-term and long-term, to

provide relief to the front-line and other States in the
region, to enable them to withstand the effects of retaliatory
sanctions by the racist Pretoria régime.

We reject the policy of “constructive engagement” and any
attempt from whatever quarters to engage in any dialogue with
the racist régime outside the framework of a categorical and
irreversible process designed totally to eradicate apartheid
and to accomplish the implementation of United Nation8
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) on Namibia.

We fully endorse the statement by the twenty-second

Assembly O f the Organization of African Unity of Heads of

/oo.
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State and Government (AHG/ST5)(XXII) on the critical situation
in southern Africa as wel.1 as the measures contained therein,
in particular the following:

"(g) provision of necessary resources to front-line
States to enhance their defence capacity;

(h) mobilization o f assistance for the front-line and
other neighbouring States to enhance their capac i ty
to withstand the effects of sabotage, economic
blackmail and economic aggression by the racist
ré&gime;

(i) nobilization of assistance for the front-line and
other neighbouring States to enhance their capacity
to withstand the effects of sanctions.”

In this connection, we decide to estab lish a Solidarity

Fund for Southern Africa to which we shall contribute

generously. The Fund shall be wused to provide emergency
assistance as well as long-term assistance for infrastructural
development in order to |l essen tneir dependence on
South Africa. The Fund shall be administered by a Committee
consisting of Zambia and zimbabwe from southern Africa and
Algeria, Argentina, Congo, India, Nigeria, Peru and
Yugoslavia, Members of the Non-Aligned Movement.

We appeal to the wider international community to

contribute generously to the Fund.
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ACTION FOR RESISTING INVASION, COLONIALISM AND APARTHEID

FUND

The objectives of which are:

(a) to strengthen the economic and financial capability
of the front-line States to fight the apartheid
régime o f Pretoria and to support the liberation
movement 8 in South Africa and Namibia in their
unrelenting struggle against racist and colonialist
oppression;

(b) to assist the front-line States to enforce
sanctions against South Africa and to cope with any
retaliatory economic action by the racist régime.

To achieve these objectives, the following measures will

be taken.

(1) to relieve shortages of easent ial commodities
consequent upon enforcement of sanctions against
South Africa, including establishment of a
strategic relief reserve;

(ii) to strengthen transport and communications affected
by the struggle against racism;

(iii) to respond effectively to the negative trade
effects of action against the South African regime;

(iv) to assure continued availability of oil and other
forms of energy;

(v) to assist in ensuring safe functioning of vital

economic installations and networks;
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(vi) to develop human skills for effective management of

national economies;

(vii) to mobilise international public opinion and
financial resources for fulfilling the objectives
of the Fund.

The FUND Committee will consist of the following

member States:
1. India Chairman
zZambj a Vice-Chairman
Zimbabwe

Nigeria

2

3

4

5. Algeria
6 Congo

7 Y ugoslavia
8 Peru

9

Atgentina
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SPECIAL APPEAL BY THE EIGHTH SUMMIT CONFERENCE OF THE
NON-ALIGNED MOVEMENT FGR THE IMMEDIATE
INDEPENDENCE OF NAMIBIA

We, the Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned
Countries, meeting in Harare, Zimbabwe, from 1 to 6 September
1986, having reviewed the present situation in Namibia and
having considered the urgent appeal addressed to this Summit
Conference by the International Conference for the Immediate
Independence of Namibia held in Vienna from 7 to 11 July 1986,
express our indlgnat ion over the continued illegal occupation
of that territory and the brutalizationof its people by
racist South Africa.

Two decades ago, the United Nations terminated South
Africa’s mandate to administer Namibia and assumed direct
responsibility over the Territory. A United Nations Plan to
grant independence to the inhabitants of the Territory adopt-d
in 1978 as Security Council resolution 435 was accepted by ci.e
concerned parties and subsequently by the international
community. To date, however, efforts to implement it have been
frustrated by the obduracy of the racist Pretoria régime and
the il1-conceived policy of "linkage" pursued by the
United States of America.

Conscious of the persisting scandalous situation, we do
he' aby urgently call upon:

(1) the present United States administration to abandon
the linking of Namibian independence to a withdrawal

of Cuban internationalist forces from Angola;



(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

all States members of the non-aligned movement and
other countries as a matter of urgency to take up
the issue of Namibia in all international forums as
well as in their bilateral relations with the United
States administration in order to impress upon it
the need to abandon its " linkage” policy and to
co-operate fully forthwith with the United Nation8
Secretary-General in the implementation of United
Nations Security Council resolution 435 of 1978;

the United States of America and the United Kingdom,
as permanent members of the United Nations Security
council not to use the veto to prevent the Security
Council from imposing comprehensive mandatory
sanctions against apartheid South Africa a8 the most
effective peaceful means of forcing that régime to
terminate its illegal occupation of Namibia;

the United Nations Secretary-General to proceed with
the implementation of the United Nations Plan for
Namibian Independence now that all outstanding
matters have been settled;

the worl” mass media to expose the plight of the
Namibian ), sple and to explain their struggle in an
effort to break the news and information blackout
imposed by the occupying régime in Namibia; and

the international community to render all-round
material, political and diplomatic support for the

struggle being waged by SWAPO.



The time for Namibian independence is long past. To delay
it any longer is immoral, We therefore appeal to all men and
women of goodwill firmly to oppose any delay, for any reason

and under any circumstance, of Namib ian independence.



HARARE APPEAL ON DISARMAMENT

We, the Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, meeting in Harare, Zimbabwe, from 1 to 6 September,
196 wish to convey to Your Excellency on behalf of our
Governments and peoples, our profound concern and anxiety
about the continuing nuclear arms race. Never before has
humanity been so near self-destruction. | n fact, the
alternative today is not between war or peace, but between
li and death. This makes the struggle for peace and for the
prevention of nuclear war the principal task of our times.

This state of affairs, if allowed to continue, heightens
the risk of a nuclear holocaust and the real possibility of
the destruction of civilization. We are most preoccupied by
this grave peril and would wish to see it averted for the sake
of all mankind.

Exactly twenty-five years ago, the Heads of State or
Government of the Non-Aligned Countries at their First Summit
Conference in Belgrade felt compelled to make an appeal to His
Excellency the President of the United States of America and
His Excellency the President of the Council of Ministers of
the Union of Soviet of Socialist Republics to undertake
negotiations so as to remove the danger of war in the world
and enable mankind to embark upon the road to peace.

Two and a half decades have passed, and the
deterioratic n of the international situation from the
economic, political and security points of view has placed

humanity ir a situation as serious as, if not worse than, the
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one which inspired the Heads of State or Government of the
Non-Aligned Countries t.o take action in 1961.

The prospect of war represented by the appearance of
ever more sophisticated and destructive weapons makes the
rolitical and strategic environment much more dangerous than
ever before.

We have therefore been moved, out of continuing concern
for the avoidance of war and t»e promotion of peace, detente
and peaceful coexistence to address this appeal to
Your Excellency, urging you to use your best efforts to reduce
the prevailing tension and ty promote a c) imate of confidence
in the world, ii- oraer to facilitate the settlement of major
international issues by peaceful means.

We urge the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, as wdl as aJ.1 other
nuclear-weapon states, to take immediate steps to prevent the
outbreak of nuclear war.

As the leader of one of the two mast powerful nations on
earth, it iIs within your grasp, we believe, to arrest the
.rend toward confrontation and conflict.. We therefore urge you
to co-operate fully with your counterpart in the pursuit of
the dialogue which has been initiated to put an end to the
arms race with a view to _r-eaching sub.tantive agr,emeuts i n
the field of disarmament, including an early agreement on t he
prevention of an arms race in outer spece.

1t is our hope that at your next Sumnit meeting, both
parties will agree oi: a moratoriumas a first step towards a

Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. Such a step would be
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greatly welcomed by the peoples of the world and would make a
maj or contribution to halting the nuclear arks race and
encourage progress in other areas of disarmament.

Convinced that you share both our fear and aspiraticn,
we ask that you give earnest consideration to this appeal so
that the possible drift to nuclear warfare may be averted and
the prospects for peace and co-operation enhanced.

The Non-Aligned Movement is committed to the search for
global stability and the development of equitable
international co-operation in solving the main political and
ecorumic problems affecting the world today. We, i*s members,
are prepared to continue to piay an active part in the task of
creating a secure international environment..

A letter, in identical ¢t«rms, has been eent to His
Excellency, Mikhail Gorbachev, General Secrztary o f the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Union of
Srviet Socialist Republics.

We hope that this Appeal will ei.courage your own efforts
to go forward to the meetiny and reach conclusions which will
take into account the best interests of the States and peoples
of our planet.Humanity must be saved from the scourge of war.
We must recognize our common dest iny, and strive with
determination for a future of peace, dignity, de' :lopment and

progress for all.




We
Countries,

Z imbabwe.
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HARARE DECLARATION
ON THE STRENGTHENING OF - COLLECTIVE ACTION

the Head8 of State or Government of Non-Aligned

meeting at the Eighth Non-Aligned Summit in Harare,

Recogn iz ing the special vulnerability of all
developing non-aligned countries to Political and
economic peclicies of preosure and coercion arising
from  structural constr ints and 1in some cases
capricious environments, pa-ticularly in the case of
land-locked developing countries, 1sland developing
countriee, least developed countries, the front-l ine
States and other independent States in southern
Africa;

Determined to preserve the non-aligned member
ccuntries' independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity, the right of all States to equality and
effectively to participate in international affairs
and to abide by the principles and policies of
non-alignment with a view to enhancing the role of
the Movement as an authentic and independent factor
in international re.ations,

Reiterating our commitment to strengthen our
capacity for :ollective act.ion established by the
Lima Programme of Mutual Assistance and Solidarity
of August 1975, apelled out and approved in the

document on coll .ctive action of resolution No. 3 of
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the Economic Declaration adopted by the Conference
of Heads o f State or Government held in Algiers in
1973.

Resolve to empower the Co-ordinating Bureau to intensify
action to strengthen the measures for co-ordination and mutual
co-operation, including unified action in the United Nation6
and  other international forums, as well as the most
appropriate form of consultations for defining the manner in
which the present Declaration should be implemented and the
adoption of the necessary measures for promoting and
co-ordinating joint act ion that will safeguard the active and
effective role of non-aligned policies;
and also declare that,

(i) any threat of use of force and aggression against a
non-aligned country will be regarded as directed
against the Movement as a whole;

(i1) any measure against a non-aligned country which
imprdes the effective exercise of its full and free
sovereign rights will be regarded as directed
against the Movement as a whole;

(iit) non-aligned count r ice WI11 thereupon be ready to
lend mutual assistance to the threatened ccuntry

upon request.
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[l. ECONOM C DECLARATION
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. INTRODUCTION

1. The Heads of state or Government assessed the evolution
of the international economic sit uation and expressed grave
concera that since the Seventh Summit conference held in New
Delhi in March 1983, the world economic <crisis has continued

to escalate, characterized inter alia by the accentuation of

structural 1imbalances and inequities resulting from the
inadequacy of the present international division of labour for
the balanced and equitable development of the world economy as
well as in the breakdown of the international payments system.
The widening gap between the developed and developing
countries and the persistence of the unjust and inequitable
international eco, >mic system constitute a major impediment to
the development process of non-aligned and other dev eloping
countries.*/ and pose a serious threat to international peace
and security. In this regard, they reiterated the commitment
of the Movement to continue to work for a restructuring of the
international economic system with a view to establishing the
New International Economic Order based on justice, equity,
equality and mutual benefit.

2. The Heads of State or Government recal led the many
important initiatives taken by the Movement or Non-Aligned
Countries over the last quarter of a century for the
restructuring of the world economic order on the basis of

sovereign equality, justice, equity, mutual interest and

*/ Throughout this document in the phrase “non-aligned
and -other developing countries”, the express ion *“other
developing countries” refers to States members of the
Group of 77.
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benefit. In this context, they noted with particular regret
the lack of progress in  the implementation of the
constructive, practical and well-balanced proposals put
forward during the Seventh Summit for the re-launching of a
genuine, effective and positt ve dialogue between developed and
developing countries in the areas vital for the promotion of
durable development in the international economy, especially
in the economies of the developing countries. The present
erosion of multilateralism and the growing resort to
bilateralism by some developed countries for political ends to
the detriment of the interests of the developing countries, a1s
well as the stalemate in negotiations between developed and
developing countries reflect a lack of political will on the
part of some developed countries to tackle the pressing and
deep-rooted problems o. the world economy as a whole and of
all its constituent parts. The; ao%ed the manifest: reality of
interdependence in the world economy and stressed that a
sustained and lasting growth of the international economy
demands the urgent < imvla+sion of the development process in
the developing countries as well as an integrated approach to
the increasingly interdependent issues of money, finance,
debt, trade and development.

3. The Heads of State or Government deplored the tendency on
the part of some developed countries, in their search for
solutions to global economic problems, to ignore the fact that
the development problems of the developing countries are an
integral part of an interdependent world economy. In this
regard, they expressed their deep conviction that «slong as

/
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the macro-economic policies of developed countries are
incompatible  with the goals and objectives o f the
International Development Strategy, the goal of a sustained
and durable growth of the world economy will remain illusory.
In this context, they called upon developed countries to enter
into ser ious negotiation6 with the developing countries
inorder to achieve the ob jectives of the international

consensus for development a8 embodied _inter alia in the

Declaration and Programme of Action on the Establishment of
the New International Economic Order and the International
Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development
Decade.

4. The Heads of state o r Government reaffirmed their full
commitment to the principles and objective8 of the Charter of
the united Nations as well «8 the role of the United Nations
as the cantral forum for dialogue and negotiations on issues
relating to international co-operation for development and
called on all stater to respect-the democratic principles and
all norws and practices governing the Unlited Nations system
and to assist it to overcome the present funding difficulties.
They commended some 0 f those international institutions that
have contributed to economic progress in developing countrieg.
In this connection, they expressed profound concern at the
recent attempis to subvert and weaken multilateralism i n
general and the United Nation6 and its specialized agencies in
particular. They expressed tlheir determination to work towards
the strengthening of the international institutions and to

ensure that their role is not eroded.
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5. The Heads of state or Government strongly deplored the
increasing tendency on the part of some developed countries to
resort to unilateral, coercive and discriminatory economic
policies «nd practices as a means of exerting economic and
political p-essure on the members nL the
Movement of Non-Aiigned Countries and other developing
countries in flagrant violation of the provisions of the
charter of the United Nations and the Charter on the Economic
Rights and bputies O f States. They urged those developed
countries concerned to desist from implementing or threatening
to Implement trade restrictions, blockades, embargoes,
sanctions or any other coercive measures or threats or wuse o f
force incompatible with the provisions of the Charter of the
United Nations. They expressed their full solidarity with

those non-aligned and other developing countries, victims of

this aggression in their endeavours to consolidate their

independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity. The
Heads of state or ‘overnment decided to intensify their
individual and colle 'tive etfortsi n combating these

aggressive acts.

6. The Heads of State or Government emphaaized t h e direct
relationship between peace, disarmament and development. They
noted that the arms race, especially the nuclear arms race,
creates global instability. They called for an end to the arms
race, especially the nuclear arms race, and the taking of
measure8 for disarmament, in particular by the major nuclear
powers in order to bring about a viable international order.

They stressed that orderly development can only be realized in
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an atmosphere of peace and co-operation, and in this context
reiterated thelr call for the immodiate halting o f the arms
race, tollowed by urgent disarmament wmeasures that would
release the human, financial, material and technological
resources sorely needed f o r development.

7. The Heads of State o r Government reiterated that
colonialisgn, fmperialism, neo-coionialism, interference i n

internal affairs, apartheid, zionisw, racism and all ftorms

of racial digcrivination, toreign aggression, occupation,
domination, hegemony, cexpansionism, exploitation and
destabilization congtitute fundamental obgtaclest o0 the

economic¢ liberation o f developing countr ies a n d roaf firmed
their commitment to take effect ive measures individually and
collectively to put an end to these practices.

8. The Heads o f  state or Government noted with deep concern
the critical e¢conomic situationfacing the countrieso f
Africa, where per capita incomes continue to decline, with the
yrowth process | n  manycountries haviny come to a halt,
reducing thelr economies L 0 4a subsistence level., The efforts
of the international community to asaist the concerned African
States to overcome their emergency needs are comaendable. 1t
i oeven more important ftor the internationdal communityt o
continue generously to assist the Afr ican Statue in their
eftfortst o overcone the emergency and to revive the
development of thelr economies including the rehabilitation
and restructuring of their severely damaged infrastructure for
growth, They further noted with satisfaction that during the

Spuacial session of the General Assembly o n tho Criticail

/.
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Economic Situation in Africa, the international community
recognized the need to provide the additional external
resources necessary for Africa’s economic recovery. They
appeal to the international community and regional and
international financial and monetary institutionst o mobilize
urgent ly the necessary funds and take appropriate measures for
the total and ef fect ive implementation of the
united Nations Programme of Action for African Economic
Recovery and Development 19864990.

9. The Heads of state or Government, aware of the present
world economic eituution and  the prevailing state of
international economic relationships, particularly the
stalemate in the global negotiations for the establishment of
the New International Economic Order and its grave
consequences 0 n the economies and the development prospects of
non-aligned and other developing countries, emphasized the
importance of collective self-reliance as an essential part of
the efforts of non-aligned count r ies to restructure
international relations. They reiterated that greater economic
co-operation among non-aligned and other developing countries
would not only improve their prospects for development but
also enhance their negotiating strength vis-4-vis the
developed countries. They stressed that economic co-operation

among developing countries 1is both an integral part of and a

vehicle for the establishment of the
New International Economic Order. In this regard, they
affirmed their determination to work urgently and

energetically to this end.
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1. WORLD ECONOMIC SITUATION

10. The Heads of State or Government assessed the world
economic situation and expressed doep concern at the worsening
crisiain the international economic system. They stressed
that t he crisis in the international economic system is not
merely of a cyclic nature but is a symptom of deep-rooted
structural sJaladjustment characterized by increaging
imbalances and inequities that opetnte inexorably to the
detriment of developing countries. They also noted that this
eituation has been further aggravated by the short-sighted and
inward looking macro-economic policies pursued bv some
developed countries which favour neither the growth of the
world economy as a whole nor structural roforms in the system
of international economic relationre, These policies have in
many cases resulted in the transfer of the burden of
adjustment to the more vulnerable States members of the
international community principally the developing countries.
They further exproesed concern at the fact that in many cases,
these policies reflect a deliberate desire on the pa. . of some
developed countries to use economic power for political ends.
11. The Heads o f State or Government, conscious o f the
effects of prolonged instability in the world economy and of
the linkage between trade, money, finance and development,
expressed concern over the sharply declining commodity prices,
leading to a further deterioration in the terms of trade of
developing countries, the upsurge in protectionist tendencies,
and the general proliferation of discriminatory practices in
disregard of caTtT principles and practices and other trade

/e
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restriction8 with particular severity against exports of
developing countries; monetary and financial instability, high
interest rates, misalignment of exchange rates, unbearable
and . mounting external debt repayment burdens; reverse transfer
of resources from developing ta developed countries and the
lack of effective multilateral surveillance on policies of
major industrialised countries. They noted with prof ound
concern that these factors prevailing in the global economic
environment have impaired the growth process in the world
economy in general and in the economies of the developing
countries in particular,

12. The Heads of State or Government noted the sharp and
continuing fall in the price of oil and the resultant massive
shift in income from the oil-exporting developing countries to
the developed countries, and they expressed concern at *the
adverse impact this will have on the economies of
oil-exporting developing countries and their ability to
sustain development, The severe impairment of the ability of
these countries to import and continue financial assistance
will have further adverse consequences .n some oOther
developing countries.

13. The Heads of State or Government also noted that the
divergent trends in the economic prospects of developing and
developed countries had accentuvated the existing asymmetries
in the international economic order thus further widening the
gap  between the developed and developing countries, a
situation which posos a serious threat to international peace

and security.
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14. The Heads of State or Government noted with regret that
moet developing countries had exper iencad either stagnant or
declining rates of growth during the first half of the Third
United Nations Development Decade in contrast to the
7p e r cent growthrate projected in the Internat ional Development
strategy and the goals and objectives of the United Nat tons
Substantial New Proaramme Of Action for the 19808 for the Least Developed
countries. They further expressed concern over the fact that
the present trends in the world economy point to a danger of
further contraction and stagnation entailing extensive human
suffering as well an widespread povaerty, hunger, malnutrition
and disease which threaten the social fabric of developing
countries and have coret o constitute an added source of
danger to peace and security. They also noted that the limited
economic recovery in some developed countries  hadg not
significantly improved the adverse econuomic environment facing
the developing countries or their prospects for development.
The Heads of state or Government expressed serious concern
that such economic recovery waa based on economic activities

that do not stimulate the growth of demand for commodities

produced by developing countries.

15 In the Iliyht of the economic uncer taintiea and the
extremely harsh conditions confronting the developing
countries, tha decline in official development assiatance (ODA) to

developing countries in general and to the least developed
countries in particular is most disturbing. The Heads of State
or Government deplored the decline in concessional flows

t o developingcountries and regretted that the ODA tarxget of
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0.7 per centnfthe groesnational product (4NP) called iorin
the International Development strategy for the Third United
Nations Devekopment vDecade and the ODA targets o f the
Subgtantial New Programme of Action for the 1980n for the Leaat
Developed Countries remain unfulfilled. They streased that the
acute development problems faced by developing countries were
due in oubetantial meaeure to the 1inadequate tranafer o f
resources for development.

16. The Heads of State or Government recognized that the
external debt problem of developing countries was a
manifestation of the malfunctiuning of  the international
economic system. They expressed profound concern over the
effecta 0 f the debt crisis which has now assumed gerious
international political dimensions. They also noted thet the
enormous burden of servicing their growing external debt has
been exacerbated by the restrictive adjustment process imposed
by the international f nancial and credit institutiona, as
well as by the lack of access to financial markets and the
1tagnation in ODA. These problems are threatening the very
astahility 0 f mostdeveloping countries.

17. The Heads of State or Government observed in particular
that the economic situation of most countries on the if rican
continent was a cause for grave concern because, in add i tion
to the repercussions of the economic crisis, they had to face
the devastating effects of a prolonged drought. 1In this
~ontext, they endorsed the United Nation6 Programme of Action

for Afr ican Economic Recovery and Development 1986-1$90,
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rdopted b y the thirteenth special a8ess ion of the United
Nations General Assembly on tha Critical Economic Situation in
Africa, held in New York from 24~31 M ay 1986; congratulated
tho African countries on tneir efforts t O stimulate their
economies and resume lasting development; and exhorted the
members o f the Movement of Non-Aligned ccuntries to make
positive contributions towards the implementation of this
programme,

18, The Heads o f State OK Government stressed that the
increasingly interdependent character of the world economy,
increasing interrelationship of problems, {nterconnection of
their solutions makes it all the more urgent that both thu
developed and developing countries ongagei N a serious
dialogue aimed at f i ndi ng common solutionst 0o the problems
currently confronting the, internat fonal acsnomy including the
reform of the intevnat ionai monetary, ¢tinancial and trading
systems in the intere¢st of both the developed and devuloping
countries, An integrated approach would be neceassary in the
inte-related areas of money, finance, external debt, trade and
devaelepment. They expressed th o hope that the for thecoming
Forty-rfirst Reqular Sess ion of t h e United Nations General
Assombly and the geventh gepaioun of UNCTAD w i | | prov ido
important. opportunities for both thu developed and developing
countrioe to work constructively towards finding a common
approach to the problems regarding the intorrelated arcas of

monoy, finance, external debt, trade and development.
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[11. NEGOTIATIONS FOR THE ESTABLXISHMENT OF THE NEW
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ORDER

19. The Heads of State or Government were of the view that
the persistence of the world economic crisis underlined the
importance of pursuing fundamental structural adiustments in
international economic relations in order to create a just and
equitable economic  system which wruld promote rapid and
sustained world economic growth and development, especially in
t he develo»ing countries.| n this context, they reaffirmed
their commitment to and reiterated tha continuing validity and
relevance o f the Declaration aud Prcgrarnme of Action on the
Establichment of the New International Economic Order General
Assembly resol.tions 3201 (S-VI) and 3202 (S-VI) of 1 wmay 1974
and the Chiét cex Of Economic Rights and bputies o f States
General Assembly resolucion 3281 (XXIX) of 12 December 1974,

20. The Head8 of state o r Government deeply regretted the
lack of progress in the implementation of the above-mentioned
resolutions in spite of the flexible and constructive attitude
-aken by the developing countries. They commended the
Group of 77 for its tremendous efforts aimed at stimulating
the process of international negotiation through the
implementation of the proposals of the Seventh Conference of
Non-Aligned Countries which included the launching of globa:
negotiations in two phases and a Programme of Immediate
Measures in areas of critical importance to developing
countries including the International conference on Money and
Finance for Development, for a comprehensive reform of the

existing inadequate, inequitable and outdated international
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monetary and financial system, They regretted that because of
the negative attitude of some developed countries no progresas
had been made in the implementation of those proposals. They
once again stressed the urgent need fot the implementation of
the Progremme of Immediate Measures for the reactivation of
the world eccnomy.

21. The Head8 of State or Government reaffirmed that the
Global Negotiations proposed by the Sixth Summit Conference
and embodied in the fvamework of the United Nations General
Assembly resolution 34/138 remained the most important and
comprehensive endeavour of the international community for the
restructuring of international economic relations, the
accelerated development vf the economies of the developing
countries and the s:tengthenir jof multilateral economic
co-operation. They requested tre Grous of 77 in New ‘York to
continue its efforts to reactivate negotiations for the
launching of Global Negotiations as soon as possible and urged
the developed countries to demonstrate the necessary political
will to enable the Neqot iations to be launched.

22. Tne Heads of State ok Government reaffirmed that any
negotiations between the developed and the developing
countries Wwitn a View to solving problems connected to the
establishment of the New International Economic Order should
be of a universal character and should be conducted within the
framework of the United Nations.

23. The Head8 of State or Government reviewed the
implementation of the charter on Economic Rights and Duties of
State8 as embodied in General Assembly resolution 3281 (XXIX),

/...
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They reaffirmed its status asan essential element in the
achievement of the New International Economic order and
expressed dismay at the el ow progreas in its implementation.
In this context, they urged those developed countries that are
not yet party to the Charter to considertheir positions and tc¢
uphold its principles and provisions.

24. The Head8 of State ok Government condemned the use by
some developed countries of coercive measures against some
developing countries, such as imposing an embargo or economic
eanct ions and freezing assets, and reaffirmed that the
international community should adopt urgent and effective
mean8 in order to eliminate such practices which have been o2
the increase and have taken new forma. They fully supported
nited Nations rasolutton 40/185 0 f 17 December 1985, and urged
non-al igned and other developing countr fas Which had been subjected to
economic coercion to furnish the Secretary-General of the
United Nation8 with information needed for the preparation of
the comprehensive study- referred to in that United Nations
regolution,

V. INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY

25. The Heads O f State or Govenment reaffirmed the
continuing validity of the goals and objective8 of the
International Development  Strategy for the Third United
Net ions Development Decade, as contained in the annext O
Un i ted Nations General Assembly teeolut ion 35/56 of
5 December 1980,and emphasized that the Strategy constituted a
ker element for the realization of the objectives of the New

International Economic Order.
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26. The Head8 of State or Government expressed dieappointment
that the ob jectives of the International Development Strategy
for the Third Unicad Nations Development Decade remain largely
unfulfilled. They took note of the Agreed conclusions of the
Committee on Raview and Appraisal of the International
Development Gtrateqgy. dur ing t h e negotiations Of which the developing
countries had demonstrated a constructive and flexible
attitude. They regretted that even the limited reeulte
achieved by the committee were further eroded by the
reservations expressed by some developed countries. They
called for the requisite political will and greater commitment
on the part of developed countries to implement the policy
measures in the Strategy.

V. STRATEGY POR INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC NEGOTIATIONS

27. It is in the common interest of all States to reactivate
international economic negotiations and broaden co-operation
in the economic field for the benefit of all countries. An
early reactivation of dialogue and the intensifice .ion of
efforts within the mulcilateral context of the United Nation8
and other international organizations is essential if the
international congsensus fcr development as embodied,

inter alia, in United Nation8 General Assembly

resolutions 3201 (S-Vvi) and 3202 (S-VI) on the establishment of the
New International Economic  Order and in the annex to
General Assembly  resolution 35/56  .n the International
Development Strategy for the Third United Nation8 Development
Decade, and is to be restored. In an increasingly

interdependent world, the search for unilateral aolutions
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whereby some countries seek economic prosperity at the expense
of other8 is counter-productive. The interrelated problem8 of
the world economy, especially those pertaining to  money,
finance, trade and development, require an integrated coherent
and mutually supportive set of polict!.s and measures.

28. The scventi sumriit Conference “ad put forward a set of
cohesive and balanced prcposals to stimulate the North-South
dialogue with a viev to the reactivation of growth and
recovery in the world economy and the restructuring of
international economic relations on the basis of equity and
mutual benefit. These consisted of Global negotiations and a
Programme of Immediate Measures, including an International
conference on Money and Finance for Development. While the
proposals were widely welcomed as constructive, even by the
developed countries, unfortunately no substantial progress had
been made in implementing them because of the absence of a
positive response from the major industrialised countries. The
Heads 0 f State or Government called upon the developed
countries to reverse such negative trends and reicerated the
need for simultaneous action to promote a sustained recovery
of the world economy, as well as its restructuring with a view
to the establishment of the New International Economic Order.
29. The Heads of State or Government regretted that, despite
the widespread concern expressed by Heads of State or
Government and Foreign Ministers during the commemorative
fortieth gess ion of the United Nation8 General » .sembly,
little progress was made on substantive areas of co-operation

and in particular economic co-operationl instead, there was

/
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evidence of retrogression 4ir some area8. The search for
lasting solutions to the interrelated problem8 of the world
economy, require the joint actions of both the developing and
the developed countries. They called for appropriate action
and initiatives to be taken in the Economic and Social
Council, the United Nations General Assembly, UNCTAD and other
international organizations on issues of vital concern to the
wor 14 economy and in particular to developing countries. 1In
th.s context, the Head8 of State or Government observed that
the forthcoming seventh session 0 f UNCTAD presented an
opportune moment for the international community to make
progress on the interrelated issues of money, finance,
external debt, trade and development,

30. The Heads of State or Government emphasized that on
issues relating to trade in the framework of the proposed new
round of multilateral trade negotiations, it was essential to
formulate a parallel and integrated approach covering

inter _alia, matters relating to money and finance including

external debt. They stressed the need for a constructive
attltude on the part of the developed countries to respond
positively to this approach.
31. The Heads of State or Government recalled that the
High-Level Group of Five Experts of non-aligned and other
developing countries set up by the late Prime Minister of
India, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, in her capaci ty as Chairperson of
the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries had made a valuablo
contribution in its comprehensive examination of the
substantive and procedural issues and its recommendations
/...
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relating to the reform of the international monetary and
financial system,

32. The Heade of State or Government stresesed the need for
non-aligned and other developing countries to review and
harmonize their policies and programmes with respect to
international economic co-operation in response to the
changing world economic situation, espectally in regard to the
key interrelated issues of money, finance, debt, trade and
development. They also emphasized the need for etronqthening
and broadening the position of non-aligned and other
developing countries in regard to multilateral economic
co-operation, and for formulating strategies and enriching the
negotiating platform of non-aligned and other Jeveloping
countries for future negotiations in the light of trends and
developments in the wor 1d economy and in internat ional
economic relations.

33. Having considered the recommendation of the Minister ial
Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of non-aligned countries
hedd in New Dehi in April 1986 to st up a  Standing
Ministerial committee for Economic cCo-operatinn, and having
examined t he report submitted by the Bureawi n this
connection, the Head8 of State or Government approved the
estab) ishment of tne Standing Ministerial Committee for
Economic Co-operation., They further decided that a review of
the functioning of the standing Ministerial Committee for
Economic Co-operation be made at. the Ninth  Non-Aligned

Movement Summit Conference.
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34. The Heads of State or Government noted the growing
interdependence among countr'es as well as between the various
sectors o f the world economy particularly in the 1aierrelated
areas of money, finance, trade, external debt and development,
while oupporting the ongoing endeavour 8 to resolve economic
issues in the relevant specialized agenciee and organizations,
they reiterated the need for a comprehensive and high-level
dialogue to redress the present imbalances ant; to promote
suc .ained and balanced growth in the world economy. In this
context, they noted with interest the idea that ©cuch a
dialogue should proceed in an appropriate mulcilateral forum
within the united Nations system, with the full participation
of the developing countries. They therefore decided to
undertake further coneultatione in this regard, including
consultations within the Group of 77, in order to assess the
current state of international economic co-operation for
development and determine the arrangements for such a
dialogue, with a view to providing the requisite stimulust o
the stalemated North-South negotiations.

35. In this context, the Heads of sate or Government
believed that in view of the changed condition6 of the world
economy, it was necessary to continue and intensify efforts to
revive the dialogue with the Jeveloped countries and to
reinvigorate international economic co-operation. There wau,
therefore, an urgent need for developed and developing
countries to work together and examine the various options
available for the revival of the North-South dialogue for

sustained global economic development and growth, especially
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in the developing countries. They were of the view that this
initiative would provide a good basis tor agreement8 at the
political level between the developed and developing countriee
regarding actiona, and mechanisms, which would advance the
North-South dialogue and promote balanced and sustained world
economic growth and development.

36. The Heads of State or Government stressed the need to
intensify the effort8 of ¢he non-aligned and other developing
countriee to attain collective self-reliance which would not
only enhance the negotiating strength of the developing
countries but also inccease  opportunities for their
development. The Heads of State or Government recalled the
Declaration on Collective self-Reliance among non-aligned and
other developing countriee adopted by the seventh  summit
Conference in order to impart fresh impetus to South-South
co-operation by mobilizing all necessary resources and means
towards this end. They atressed that concrete and
action-oriented steps were required for the effective
implementation of the programme of co-operation in this sphere.

37. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the important
role the Group of 77 plays in dialogue and negotiations with
developed countries on tha issue of development and urged the
non-aligned and other developing countries to maintain tueir
unity and solidarity in the face of adverse circumstances and
work collectively for solutions to common problems.

30. The Heads of State or Government noted with appreciation
the information providsd by the Honourable
pato' Sseri Dr . Mahathir Mohamad, the Prime Minister of

/o



~187-

Malaysia, regarding the establishment of the Non-Governmental
and Independent commission of the South for development issues
with H.B. Julius Nyerere, the former President of the United
Republic o f Tanzania,as ite Chairman. They further noted that
the commigsion would be made up of personages of high standing
and expertise who would provide independent opinions and
recommendations of concrete measures and strategies 0 n
jmportant economic issues of concern to non-aligned and other
developing countries for the attainment of their economic
objectives.

V1. MONETARY AMD FINANCIAL ISSUES AND TRANSFER OF RESOURCES
39. The Heads of State or Government were deeply concerned by
the lack of progress in on-going efforts to effect meaningful
reform and t o0 restructurethe international monetary and
financial system, They stressed that a viable monetary and
financial system is a pre-requisite for improved and expanded
international co-operation. In this  connect ion, t hey
reaffirmed the urgent need for the restructuring of the
present international monetary and financial ayatem and for
the early establishment of a asyatem fully responsive to the
diverse and constantly changing requirement6 of the world
economy, especially to the needs of the developing countries.
40. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government
reiterated the need for the early convening of the
International conference on Money and Finance for pevelopment
proposed by the Seventh Summit Conference. They commended the
Group of 77 in New York for the efforts it made during the

fortieth session of the United Nations General Assembly t o




this end and urged it to continue it8 endeavours to initiate
the preparatory process . during the forthcoming
forty-firast session of the United Nation8 General Assembly.
They urged the developed countries to participate fully in a
positive and constructive manner in the establishment of the
preparatory process neceasary for the convening of such a
conference with universal partici;ation. In this context, they
recalled that the report of the high-level group of experts
convened by the late Prime Minister of India in her capacity
a8 Chairperson of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
clarified the issues and provided important inputs for future
discugsione on the substantive and procedural aspects of <che
propoeed conference.

41. T he Heads of State or Government noted the consideration
by the Board of the International Monetary Fund of tho report8
of the Group of 24 and the Group of 10 on the functioning of
the international monetary syatem, In this context, they
welcomed t h e initiatives taken by the Group of 24 and collod
for urgent action to reform the international monetary end
financial system, including the adoption of appropriate
measures an d mechanisms which would promote world economic
growth and  developmont and facilitate an equitable and
symmetric adjustment process. They expressed concern that
recommendutions made by the Group of 24 in regard to these
issues had yet to receive sufficient attention by the
developed ciuntries in the appropriate forum, They urgod thu

developed countries to take immediate action in that regard.
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42. The Heads of State or Government emphasized the urgent
need to increase substantially the voting share rnd level of
participation of developing countries i n the decision-making
pr ocess of international monetary and financial institutions
through the restructuring of the present @ yuteme with a view
t o achieving a more equitable and effective functioning Of
those institutions,

43. The Heads of State or Government were convinced of the
need t o ensure, on a continuing basis, increased co-ordination
between the Croup of 77 and tha Group of 24 including,
inter alia, in tho preparatory work for the convening of the
International Conference on Money and Finance for Development
In this context they urged early consultations among ail
concerned.

44. The Heads of State o r Government emphasized that the
existire international monetary and financial system,
par:icuiarly its institutional machinery, had proved
inguff icient t o suppor t the ef torts o f the developing
countries to deal with the problems arising from their
dieproportionately large, externally-induced current account
deficite. | n this regard, the Heads of State or Government

reaffirmed the uryent need for action, later aliai n the

following areas:

(a) t ha establishment o f a stable and responsive
internutional monetary system which would ensure
exchange rate stability, non-inflationa., growth and
appropriate level. of liquidity through

macro-economic pol icy co-ordination by major

/.
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developed countriee in a multilateral framework
involving the complementary use of monetary, fisca!

and other essential policy instruments;

(b) ef fective multilateral surveillance to ensure

te)

equitable and symmetric international adjustment and
to influence the adoption by developed countriee of
policies supportive of growth, and particularly that
of developing rountrie:;

concerted action for the supply of adequate
international liquidity on an increasingly assured,
continuous and predictable basis -jnsistent with the
growth requirements of the world economy and meeting
in particular the needs of the developing countries.

this would include inter alia:

1) implementation o f the decision to make Special

Drawing Rights (SDRs ) the principal reserve
asset 0 f the international monetary system and,
in this regard, to 4issue SDRs on a regular
annual basis to ensure that their proportion in

r2eerves i Ses progressively;

(i1) Pinking all allocation of SDRs to the

development needs of developing countriesl

(i111) an allocation of 8DRs before the and of the

fourth basic period totalling no less than SDR
15 billion, with special allocations of SDRs
over the next two years. The amount for the
first year could be 8brR 25 to 30 billion and the
second-year requirement should bre determined in

the iight of :circumstances;
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(iv) ensuring the uncondit tonal nature >£ SDRs and

their more efficient distribution;

(d) substantial «<hanges in the International Monatary

(@)

(f) t

Fund's condicionality criteria from demand deflation
to growth-or Lented structural ad justmente that
require lengthened programme periods and increased
levels of financing. There should be greater
flexibility 1IN the application of the conditionality
criteria, with due account being taken of the causes
which gave rise to the imbalances;

the tubstantial 2xpansion o f the Compensatory
Financing Facility, avoiding the trend towards a
hardening of it8 conditionality, restoration of
access limits and the extension of the Facility to
cover not only export shortfalls but also
deterioration in term8 of trade which is
guantifiable; in so far as tais facility 1is asegned
t o compensate for temporary shortfalls in export
earnings, condittonality has little relevance, and
credits under this facility should be provided on a
virtually automatic basis;

h e drasticreduction ius formal access |[|imit6 to
Fund resources in recent years WwWas a retrograde
step. It is therefore essential to continue with t e

enlarged access policy, necessitated inter alia by

the inadequacy of auotas;

(g) the advancement of *he ninth review of quotas, in

view of the fact that the eighth review fell far
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short of requirements. Quotas a 8 a proportion of
world trade should be restored at least to the level
of 10 per cent which exieted up to the early 19708.
Pending adequate 1increase 0 f quotas ,the option of
borrowing by the International Monetary Fund f tom
other official sources should be kept open.
45. The Heads of State or Government noted with deep concern
the alarming levels reached in the net tranefer of firancial
resources from developing to developed countries (31 billion
dollar8 in 198%, united Nations World Econemic¢ Survey). Thus,
interest payments from developing countriee in 1985 alone
amounted to %4 Dbillion dollars, while financial flows
including ODA, have continued to decline in absolute and real
terms. These difficulties on the financial front have been
exacerbated by serious decline in termso f trade of
commodities, including Oil* exported by these countries
(approaching 100 billion dollars in a single year, IMF,
UNCTAD). They reiterated their deep concern at thie anomalous
trend which impairs the ability of developing countries to
provide for their basic need8 or fulfil their essential
development regni rements. |n this connection thoy r-quested
that international measures be taken to reverse tie net
tranefer of resources to developed countries. Fur thermore,
they expressed their support to those develogping countries
which are eub jectto foreign pressure or chreats for
undertaking economic policy measures to redress the imbalance
of the net tranefer of resources to the developed countries.
46. The Heads of State or Government emphasized that the

economic crisis confronting the developing countriee has been

l/itﬁi
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to a great extent a result 0 f decreasing and inadequate
transfer of resources for development. They noted with deep
concern the decline in concessional flows in recent years &nd
that the ODA target of 0.7 per cent of gross national
product (GNP) as called for in the International Development
Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade
remains largely unfulfilled. They regretted the continuing and
substantial fall in multilateral flowa, private bank lending
and credits. The Heads of state or Government recalled that
the- Substantial New Programme of Action for the 19808 for the
least developed countries, adopted in 1981, alro included the
commitment by the devel,ped countriee to provide 0.15 per cent
of their GNP as ODA to the less developed countries wichin the
conuc.xt o f the general increase of ODA flows tO all developing
countries. They urgud all developing countriee to take the
necessary steps for the implementation of the provisions of
the International Development Strategy and the Substantial New
Programme of Action concerning ODA for t. @ least developed
countries and that the transfer of resources to developing
countries should be placed on an increasingly assured,
conLinuous and predictable tasis.

47. They expreeaed their concern at the introduction of a new
form of conditionality in Official Development Aeeistance by
the governments of the developed countriee and their official
agencies along the lines of subordinating the disbursement of
concessional resources t o the settlement of outstanding

f inancial obligat ions.
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48. The Heads of State or Government appealed to the
developed donor countries. to redouble their effort6 to
increase ODA a8 a matter of urgency through action on the
following fronts:

(a) the attainment of the ODA target of ¢.7 psr cent of
GNP as quickly as possible, and in any event not
later than the end of the present decade, Further,
the target of 0.15 per cent of GNp as OpA for the
least developed countries should be achieved at the
earliest possible date, within the framework of a
general incr- ase of official development assistance
flows to all developing countries. Development
assistance should also be placed on an increasingly
agsured, continwous and predictable basis and should
result in a rational and equitable distribution
among developing countries, as expressed in the
Substantial New Programme of Action for the least
developed countries;

(b) strengthening the role of the World Bank in the face
of new challenge8 to fulfil its commitments in
r espect of development, growth  and  povor ty
alleviation, a8 enshrined in its Articles o f
Agreement, urgently effecting a general capitul
increase of the World Bank, whose volume as a
minimum  should double the current authoriaed
capital, the importance of achieving a lending
growth rate of at least 6.5 per cent per annum in

real terms, In this regard, the Heads of State or

/J).
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Government exproreed grave concern over the

shortfall in the Bank's lending programme and

expreased strong oppoeit 1on to any policy-based
lending or to linking its assistance to increasing
conditionality based on political considerations;

(c) reversing the decline in International Development
Assocliation (IDA) resources, taking into account the
increased requirement of the poorer developing
countries and the inadequacy of the IDA’S Seventh
Repleniehment, through:

(1) an early conclusion Of negotiations for the
IDA's Eighth Repleniehment, which should be
substantially larger in real terms than the
IDA's Seventh Replenishment - aund at least at
the level of 12 billion United States dollars;

(ii) the immediate reversal of any trend towards
diluting the quality of IDA assistance, either
through hardening of terms or through
iifferentiation among countries;

(d) increasing the size of the Special Facility for
Sub-Saharan Africa, with additional resource
commitment8 from donor covuntries. The application of
access to and terms and conditions o f lending for
the Special Facility should be on a par with those
governing ODA;

(e) substantive etrengthening of existing regional
development banks which have been playing a
significant role in the development cf their member

countries. There is an urgent need to increase their
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capital base so that they can increase their lending
on an assured, continuous and predictable basis;

(f£) maintaining the basic characteristics 0 f the
regional development bank8 and their regional
nature, which should not be altered to the detriment
of the interests of member developing countries; the
Head8 of State or Government called upon the
developed countries members O f those banks to
refrain from linking negotiations for ar increase in
or a replenishment of the capital buses 0o f these
bank8 to proposals for any such changes,

49. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern the
sharp decline in private capital flows to the developing
countries and called for the urgent reversal of this trend and
the improvement of the access of developing countries to
private financial markets., They reiterated their view that
foreign private investment could play an effective role In
promoting growth and development in developing countriee, in
accordance with their respective policies. They emphasized the
urgent need for the early conclusion of effective codes of
conduct on transfer of technology and transnational
corporations,

50. The Heads of SsState o r Government under Jined the
continuing need for the intensification of the commitments to
multilateralism and to increase multilateral financial,
technical and other assistance to developing countries.

51. The Heads of State or Government noted with concezn the

growing pressures by some developed countriee on international

/.‘.
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monetary and financial institutions, especially the World Bank
and the International Monetary Fund, as well. as on certain
regional Development Banks to adopt a politically motivated
approach to conditionality and in the granting of loans in a
manner inconuistent with the requirements o f development and
structural adjustments. They  warned aguingt  simplistic
prescription6 for the solution of economic problems on the
basis of particular ideological approaches which do not
recognize the diversity of economic and social systems and
expressed their total re jectfon of any attempt to introduce
into the lending pol icy of these institiL ‘ons conditionality
criteria based on political considerat icns as well as the

increase of any kind of conditionality.

VII. EXTERNAL DEBT AND DEVELOPMENT
52. The Heads of State or Government reiterated the
Non-Aligned Movement’'s deep ccncern regarding the ery serious

consequences Which the external debt crisis wa:« having for the
development process of the non-al igned countries and other
developing countries. They recognized that *he proolem o f
external indebtedness is a direct result of tlie deterioration
of the world economic situation which reflects the existing
inequalities and the unjust international cconomic order.

53. The Heads of state or Government noted that the problem
of daveloping countries’ external indebtedness has assumed
seriout political and social dimensions accentuated by the
drastic impact of the imbalances in the international
monetary, financial and trading  system. They therefore

emphasized that a parochial approach to its solut ion which
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only took account of itS economic characteristics or technical
aspects, e.g. restricting the measures that need to be adopted
with regard to the external debt and development crisis merely
{0 financing payments abroad instead of addressing the
underlying structural problem, was inadequate. In this
context, the Heads of State or Government underlined the need
for a political and a global approach in which the debtor
developing countries and the creditor developed countries, ae
well as international financial and banking institutions which
shared responsibility for solving the problem of developing
countries’ indebtedness should take part. They expressed their
concern that despite the international recognition of the
seriousness of the external debt crisis faced by the
developing countries and its negative consequences for the
world economy, the international community had not yet taken
the necessary steps to promote, through a political
commitment , a lasting solution to this problem.

54. While recognizing the international obligations
contracted by debtor countries in relation to debt, the Heads
of State or Government reaffirmed that under the present
circumstances the financial obligations undertaken by
developing countries with ~reditors from developed countries
and mu.+i lateral financial institutions had become
intolerable;  moreover, unless  urgent, just and durable
solutions were found by the international community, for some
of them those obligations would become beyond the capacities

of their economies.
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5, The Heads of sState or Government reiterated their view
that the policies of the International Monetary Fund (1M¥) for
solving debt ftssues had proved inadequate because they failed
t0 take into consideration the long-term and soclal
development prospects 0O f the developing countries,
Accordingly, they atresaed that IMF policy should take into
account the requircments for growth | n production and
employment and should respect the capacity of individual
countries to set up and execute their adjustment plans.

56. The Heads of State or Government agreed that the external
debt problem did not concern only the financial situation of
their countries but that, due to the ronegot iat ion practices
imposed by the International Monetary Fund nnd other
multilateral financial institutions, it is also a serious
matter related to the aovereignty of the Stat e over its
natural resources and economic activities. In this regard,
they Ytated that under no circumstances should the
renegot iat ion processes involve conditions which remove from
the purview of the state the capacity t0 define its own
economic policy and the allocation of resources for invest nent
and consumpt ion, which are indispensablet 0 the exercise oOf
their rights t O development. and to prevent the lLoweri ng ot the
al ready impover ished standard of living of their peoples. The
Heads of State o r Government thus reasser ted the inal tenable
r ight of all States t o choose their economic systems ftreely,
requlate their economic activitioes and  make  their own
decisions reqgarding the pol icies which they consider suitable
t0 face the c¢rigis and toster their development, including

debt servicing.
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57. The Heads of State or Government emphasized that the
developing debtor countries. had undertaken strenuous
adjustment effort8 in response to their external environment
and that this was having serious social and political
congequences for them. They however regretted that the
adjustment process remains largely asymmetrical and unjust
because developed countriee are not making parallel effort8 to
adopt and implement appropriate economic policies in a
co-ordinated manner, to eliminate trade restrictions and
subgidies t 0 exports, or to reduce effectively the €iscal
imbalances that lead to high real interest vates which at
present are well above historical level. They reaffirmed the
need to deal with the debt problem on the basis of growth and
adjuatment. They noted that although this had come to be
recognized by the major developed countries, the asteps so far
proposed were inadequate.

58. The Head8 of State or Government reaffirmed the direct
relationship existing between t he effe~tive and durable
solution 0o f t he serious external debt problems of developing
countries and tho implementation of the new International
Economic Order. They reaffirmed their view that the complete
restructuring o f international economic relation8 through the
establishment of the New International Economic Or. der was
essential for the development and growth of the developing
countriee.

59. The Heads o f state or Government called upon the
Governments of debtor developing countries, creditor developed

countriee and international financial and banking institutions

/..l
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to engage in political dialogue with the developing countriea

in order

to find jointly genuine s8olutions to the extarnel

debt problems of developing countries, They emphasized that,

to that

end, the international community should adopt a series

of measures, inter alia the following:

(1)

(i1)

(111)

(iv)

recognf t ion of shared responsibilities between
debcors, creditors, international financial and
banking institutions;

bringing down real interest rat.08 not relying on the
market mechanism and stretching out payments, grace
and consolidation periods;

rablishing with additional resources a new credit
facility in the IMP to expand the Compensatory
Financing racilityt o alleviate the debt service
burden caused b vy high real interest rates;
substantially changing the conditionality criteria
Of the international financial 1institutions; and
ensuring that any co--ordination between the
International Monaetary Fund, the Wor 1d Bank and the
other multilateral financial institutions dOes not
lead t O cross-conditionality;

limiting debt service paymentst 0 a percentage ot
export earnings which would be compatible with the
development needs and economic and socidl
requirements  of each country; developing new
mechanisms to help the debtor developing countries
which on account of adverse exogenous factors are

unabl e, t0 repay their obligations to the
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multilateral monetary and financial institutions
according tc fixed schedules; and reinitiating the
financial flows for developmentl

B differentiating, for countries heavily indebted to
the international banking system, existing debt from
new credit flows, for the purpose of determining
interest rates, in orde: to provide incentives for
new flows of funds to debtor countries; and giving
special treatment to the poorer and least developed

countrfos in the solution of’ their external debt

problems;
(vi) substantially increasing the  market access of
developing countries’ exports in developed

countries; the immediate implementation of Qeveloped
contries’' commitments on standstill and rollback O f
protectionism, reversing the trend towards
disruptive mar ket practices, discrimination and
managed trade; and strengthening of  commodity
markets in order to ensure fair ard remunerative
prices to producers.
60. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their «call
for the immediate and full implementation of reso)ation
165 (S-1X) of the T1-ade and Development Board of the United
Nations Conference on Trade and Developmernt and the
recommendat ions of the Hid-Term  Global Review of the
Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s (SNPA) held
in 1985.
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61. The H -~ Of State or Government welcomed the offer by
t he Govarnment of Peru to host in Lima the Expert Consultative
Meeting for the exchange of 1int rmation related to national
experiences on the external debt issue. In this context, they
urged nor-aligned and other developing countries to
participate in the above,-ment ioned meeting at a high and
expert level. They recommended that the report 0of the expert
reeting be presented to the forthcoming Conference of
Ministers of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries.

6 . The Heads of State or Government no.ed ith appreciation
the efforts made and action taken by the Group of 77 in the
United Nations in keeping the problem of extornal debt Crisis
and development of develor 'ng countries ur.der constant review.
Given the 1impotr :ance of this issue, the Heads of State or
Govecnment decided that full consideration should be given to
the Fxtarnal debt ccisis and development"a t t he forthcoming
reqular session of the General Assembly. They noted with
satisfaction that the Group of 77 in New York had taken the
neceaeary steps to have the issue of “External debht crisis and
development”™ inscribed as a specific iteaw on the agenda Of the
forty-first session of +the United Nations General Assembly .
They expressed their support for further actions in this
regard by the Group of 77 in Mew York,

63. The Heads of State or Government. also noted with
satisfaction the recant conclusinns and proposals Of the
recent thirty-third meeting of the Ministers of the Group of
24 for International Monetary Affairs, inter alla, in the

field or debt, transfer o f resources and international
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monetary reform. They invited the Group to continue with it8
efforts in gearching for the solution of the pressing problems
besetting the international monetary and financial relations.
VIII. TRADE AND RAW MATERIALS

64. The Heads of State or Government expressed profound
cuacern a t the world economic crisis which ha8 adversely
affected the capacity of the developirg countries to
participate in international trade, They noted with concern
that  world trade  with regard t O products axported b y
developing countries continued to be characterized by market
instability, a n excessive and continuous decline in the prices
of their products, lack of access to the markets of the
developed countries, the upsurge of protectionism, unfair
competition due to subsidized .xports by developed countries
and the decisive influence of transnational corporation8 of
gsome developed countries a8 regard8 price setting by virtue of
their contcol of the main market8 of these products,

65. T he Heads of 8tate or Government stressed the importance
of expansion of trade for the world economy as a whole. They
noted with concern that the ashare of developing countries in
world exports had risen from 20.6 per cent to only
26.1 per cent in the 20-year period 1962-1962. Their ghare in
trade in manufacturae was only 10.9 per cent., During this
period, a directional <c¢aiangei n treldad taker. ..'ace and
exports from developirg countriest o  other deve loping
countries had increased from 22 per c¢ent ta 31.5 pe: cant,
while there had been a decline in the share o f their exports

ta developed market economy countries. On the ether hand, in

/..
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the field of manufe :tures, ex; Hrts by tae developea countrier
to developing countrier had incveased by 54.4 pers cent to US
$751.2 billlon i.e. 28 per cent of their total sxports. While
therefore, the developing counttier were gradually beginning
to export more processed and manufactured goods the shkare of
their products which they exported was still small and they
depended heavily on expurts of commodities and raw materials.
At the same time they provided valuable markets for develnped
country exports.

66. The Heads of State or Government noted that the increases
registered in the price of crude oil during the laet decade
had been used by the developed countrise as a pretext for
sharp increases in the prices of their manufactures exports,
They expressed their concern that in spite of the recent
declines in the oil pr ice8 there had been no corresponding
de<¢line in the price of manufacture expor ts of the
tndustrialized countrier.

67. The Heads of 3tate or Government further expressed dewp
concern at the excensive and continuous downward trend in the
prices o f commodities exported hy the developing countries and
tha woraening of their tarms of trade, which had accentuated
their balance-of-payments difficulties and led to a reveres
transfer o f resources. Several commodity markete have become
nlghly unstable and chaotic. The Heads of State or Government
noted with concern that no serious attempt at the
international level .o rwverte this trend was evident and
stressed that urgent consideration should be given t 0 measures

for resolving there problems.In this context, the Heads of



State or Government called for the intensification of efforts,
at all appropriate forums, to strike a balance between the
prices of exports of raw materials and commoditiea of the
developing countriee and the prices of imports from the
induetrialized countriee.

68. The threat to the international trading system remains
grave. In spite of repeated and eloguent appeals to halt
protectionism, sectoral  arrangement6 and the so-called
Voluntary export restraint arrangements® and othor act ion
devised to circumvent GATT rules are on the rise. The limited
success 0 f t h e Ministerial seseion 0o f 1982 hae hardly been
followed up and the Work Programme adopted by that session
remaing unimplemented due to the position taken by some
induetrialized countries, GATT's surveillance of restrictive
practice8 and harasemont of exporta remained deficient.
Further, the catt system suffered from inadequate and
ineffective  dispute settlement and enforcement mechanism,
consequently, developing countriee’ rights could not be
protected or enforced. The lack of a  comprehensive
understanding 0 n safeguards had led to the creat ion of
barriers against export8 of developing countries, especially
in the vory areas in which they had established advantage.
Moreover, actiont O restrict trade was being taken on a
discriminatory basis against developing countries and was
being perpetuated by developed countriee, instead of their
adopting appropriate adjustment measures. Nearly a third of
t he exports of developing countries to the developed countries
continues to face barriers of one kind or another as well as

intensified protectionist measures,
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69. There was also an increasing tendency on the part of some
dtveloped countries to institute unjustified investigations o n
ant {idumping and count&rveiling grounds and these disrupted the
developing countries’ exports, Act ion was of ten attempted,
through unjustified trade policy measures, to deal with
protlems caused by national policies followed by certain
developed courtries in the areas Of money, finance, exchange
rates and budgets, and that f el led the forces o f
grotectionism. | t was therefore necessary that co-ordinated
macro-economic measures be taken in those areas with the full
participation of developing ccuntries.

70. The Heads of State or Government noted with grave concern
that little or no progress has been made in major areas of
international trade and related development matters. Even the
agreements which had emerged were neither effective nor
meaningful. The common Fund for Commodities, agreed on in
June 1980, remain6 inoperational. very few 1international
commodity agreements have been nagotiated: moet of them lacked
effective mechanism and SOome had collapsed. No effective code
had emerged on restrictive business practices or in the are8
of transfer Of technology. Dheveloping countries' efforts to
make the Set of Principles and Rules on Restrictive Business
pract ices a legally binding code had been unsuccessful, while
a code of Conduct on the Transfer of Technology could not be

concluded because of the persistent negative attitude of some

developed countries towards the chapters on restrictive
businesas practices and applicable law and settlement O f
digputes. The Heads of State or Government expressed

VA
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disappointment at the extension and enlargement of the
discriminatory régime directed against developing countries on
international trade in textiles and clothing. They regretted
the lack of substantial progress in the agricultural sector
and in the area of tropical products. Extraneous elements had
been built into the generalised system of preferences schemes
of some countries and these too discriminated between
dovoloping countries. Differential and more favourable
treatment for developing countriee was being diluted or even
neglected.

71. Conscious of the need to promote the trade and
development of the developing countries, the Heads of State or

Government called for, inter alia, result-oriented discussions

to be hold in UNCTAD on the inter-related issues of money,
finance, trade and development. Bearing in mind the linkage
betwoon trade, money, finance and development, they called on
the developed countries to undertake co-ordinatod action in
the ficld o f moneyand f inance and to take tho necessary
adjustment measures which would be corducive to thu expansion
of the trade Of developing countriee and contribute to a
transfer o f real resourcest o them. AIll necessary measures
should boe taken to strengthen UNCTAD with a view to attaining
thogse objectives. | n this context, the UNCTAD secretariat
should provide the necessary analytical studios to suppor t
intensive and purposeful negotiations 0 n international
economic co-operation.

72. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their eupport

for the Integrated Programme for Commodities as contained in
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UNCTAD resolution 93(1IV). In this context, they called for the
conclusion of further international commodity agreements, the
strangthening of existing ones and the ratification of tho
agreemunt establishing the common fund for commcdities 80 as
to make it operational as early a8 possible.| n this regard
the Heads of State or Government called on the non-aligned
countries which have not yet ratified the agrrnement to do soc
without delay. Furthermore they called especially o n the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republiics, a 8 well a8 on the other developed countries which
have not ratified the agreement, to do 80 without delay.

73. Tho Heads o0 f State or Government reaffirmed the
imperat ive for 1IMF tO ensure a substantial expana ion and
liberalization 0 f the Buffer Stock Financing Facility in order
tuv gruant the cdeveloping countries a rapid, full and automatic
compensation of their deficit without imposition o f
conditions., They also called for the establishmento f a
globalized STABEX scheme with a view to stabilizing commodity
expor t. earnings of developing countr ies.

74. The Heads of State or Government streassed the importance
Of producers ' associat ions a8 one of the means for improving
the negotiating strength of developing countriest O secure
fair and remunerative prices for their export8 as well a8
increase their export earnings. They further stressed that
international co-operation ehould bve enhanced to bring about
greater participation by developing countr fesin the

processing, marketing and distribution of commodities.
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75. They further stressed the need to strengthen commodity
agreements through  co-operation between  producing and
consuming countries to incorporate in the agreement8 effective
mechanisms for achieving the objectives of market stability
and prices which are remunerative for the producer and fair to
the consumer.

76. The Heads of State or Government emphasized the need to
improve the generalised scheme of preferences particularly
with regard to 1ics functioning and the number of product8
covered. They stressed further that existing schemes ehould be
extended to all developing countries, Developed countriee
should eliminate all form8 of discrimination a8 well a8 ‘the
graduation of developing countries, including  progressive
tariff8 dependent on the level of processing.

77. The major objectives of any ndw round of multilateral
trade negotiation8 muet be the preservation and strengthening
of the multilateral trading system in a manner which would
promote rapid growth and diversification of developing
countriee’ trade, an improvement in the real earning8 of
doveloping countriee from their export8 and full protection of
the interests and right8 of developing countries, while
allowing an effective differential and more favourable
treatment for the developing countriee. The prevailing
gituation, characterized b y a multitude of derogation and
deviations from the GATT principle8 hy the developed
countries, was unacceptszble a8 a basis to build upon in any
future negotiations. Accordingly, developed countries should,

within the framework of GATT, rectify the damage done to the
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system, and ‘{n particular to the interests of the

developing countries.

(1)

(11)

A8 a prerequisite for a meaningful now round in GATT

it is necessary that

(a) a firm and credible commitment should be
undertaken by the developeA countries a t the
commencement O f the nsw round on the question
of standstill, which ohould takr effect on the
launching of the now round. This commitment
rhould be subject tO multilateral surveillance;

(b) developed countries rhould under take a
commitment to  roll back, in & short and
definite per iod not exceeding three years,
measures in a |l | sectors inconsistent with or
outride the framework of GATT,;

(c) a commitment rhould be undertaken by all
participant8 to negotiate Oon a priority basis a
comprehensive agreement- on safeguards which is
bared on the principles of caT7T, @ specially
non--digcrimination, and which contains,

inter alla, the @ lomont8 enumrratod in the GATT

Ministers work gramme Of 1982.
To inspire confidsnct and 1lend credibilityt o the
preparatory process for the new round of
negotiation8 it is necessary t 0 achieve rapid
progress in the implementation of the commi tmente
made in the Ministerial Declarat ion of

November 1982. In this regard, liberalization o f

VA
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trade in textile8 should be translated into specific

modalities for ensuring that trade in textiles

returns to normal GATT rules within a short period.
buring the new round the following areas ahould
receive priority attention:

(a) the GATT provision8 and decisions on
differential and more favourable treatment
should be implemented meaningfully and
effectively, with special attention being given
to the particular situation and problems of the
Least Developed countries i n  order to
accelerate their development through an
equitable share in trade benefits;

(b))t he long-standing demand of the developing
countries for duty-free unrestricted access Of!
tropical products, in primary and processed
formg, to the markets of developed countries

ahould be fulfilled within a short and specif C

period;
(¢)in dealing with the agricultural sector,
negotiations shoulé be aimed at tho

liberalization of trade in agiiculture and the
elim! nation of exports 0S subsidized
agricultural products which compete with tho
expor ts O f developing countries, Tariff
escalat ion and intensification of non-tuariff
measures at highest stages of processing of

agricultural and agro-based pro. ts should b e
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eliminated so as to encourage the development
and expansion of higher value-added product ion
in and exports from developing countries;

(d) negotiations should be carried out for reducing
and eliminating quantitative restrictions and
measures having 8 imi lar effects;

(e) ways and means Of effectively -curtailing the
trade-inhibiting €f fect of restrictive business
practices, particularly those O f transnational
wporations, should be devisedt so a8 to
e¢nsure that those pract ices do not aft act
international trade by restraining competition,
limiting accesa to markets and fostering
monopoligtic control.

() the dispute settlement and enforcement
mechanism 0o f GATT should be improved and
strengthened with a view t0 protecting the
rights o f developing countries;

(g) elimination of tariff escalationin the markets
of deve 1 oped countries;

The Heads of 8State or Gorernment recogn i zed that

GATT did not. have jur isdiction in the areas O f

nervices, intellectual property and inveatment, They

felt that services covered a wide range of economic
activities, very heterogeneous in character. Some of
them involved the weatablishment or movement of
people  or wer e closuly interlinked with the

gocio-economic  structure of a country. Furthermore,

-
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international agencies already existed for daubing
with certain specific servicea. In the light of
this, t he questions whether and what internat ional
action was necegsary or feasible with regard to any
service sectors, and their implications for
developing countries, therefore necded to be fully
ixamin.d., The Heads of State or Govstnmont declared
emphatically that no linkage seheculd b e established
between access for goods of developing countries and
concessions by them in the arees of services, as

inter alia this would accentuate the existing

asymmetries in the international :conomic order.
78. The Heads of state or Govs nment reqguest ad the
contracting Parties of GATT to take a decision at their
Ministerial Session a t Punta del Estet o exclude thsa racist
regime of South Africa from participation in the for thcoming
round of Muitiiateral Trade Negotiations.
79. T he Heads of state or Government recognized the growing
inportance of trade and economic co~-operaticn among developing
countries, particu.larly i n the coatext of a general
deterioration of tho world trading environment aad  the
protectionist measures which developing count:ies’ exvorts
faced In the developed countriea. co-operation among
developingcountries =agnot asubstitute forcooperation
between developed and developing countries. Strengthening the
collective self-reliance 0 f  developing countries  would,
however, reduce their dependaence 0 n the developed countr fes
and enable themto play a wote dynamic “ole in sustaining

world growth and development. They noted with satistact ion the
|
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conclusions of t h e Conterence of Trade Ministers held in New
pelhi in Juy 198% a the ‘nvitaticno f the Governmeat of
India, which had imparted momentum to the efforts for evolving
tne Global System of Trade Preferences (GSTP),one of the vey
elements of economic co-operation among developing countries,
They urged the non-a i gned and other members of the Group of
77 to participate effectively in the negottations on the GSTP
1} Punched in Brasilia «.n May 1986 in order to promote their
early and succaessful conclusion not later than 1 May 1987,

80. “The Heads of State or Government expressed concern at the
tact that the complete trade embargo imposed against Nicaragua
by the United States in May 1985 was extended in Novumbur of’
tha same year, in violation of Nicaragua’s rights o f
sovereignty and self-determination. They rejected most
enphat ically the extension o f the embargo against Nicaragua
and cal led tor its rsmoval, in accordance with the proviaions
of Unit.od Nations General Assembly resolution 40/1¢€8,

81l. The Heads of state or Governmentc, taking into account the
Co-ordinat ing Bureau's communiqué of 28 July 1986, demanded
the immediate implementation o f the judgement given by the
International Couvt or Justice on 27 June 1986, which declares
that the united States of Amer ice, by imposing a trade embargo
and taking other coercive economic measures against Nicaragua,
has violated 1{ts obligations under the Treaty of rriendship,
Tvade and Navigation signed between the tw o0 countries, and
that the United States of ame-ica is obliged to compenasate the
Republi of Nicaragua for the damage caused ULy the violation

of the above-ment tonad Treaty.
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82, The Heada of 8gtate or Government exawined the measures
taken by the Uniced States Administration against the
Socialiat People‘s Libyan Arvab Jamahiriya, namoly, the
fwpogition of an economi¢ boycott and the freezing of its
agssets in the United States, They condemned these measures as
a foem of eccnonmic coerclion for political ends, and called on
the United Staten Adiministration o rescind thom forthwich,
Thoy expressed their solidarity with the 8Soclallst Peoplu's
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya {n countering these measures which are
aimed at undermining 1its acosomic and social development
plans, and {nfringing on the sovereignty and indepandence of
its people. They —=alled on all countzies to mak. anpropriate
and concrece arcangements o eas8ist the Socialist People's
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in overcoming these arbitrary measuraes,
IX. UNCTAD

83. fThe Heads 01 State or Government reaffirmed the impourtant
role played by UNCTAD aince itsa formatclon 1in the area of
international economic co-operation ia trade =ad developmont.
and in thlis c¢ontext stressed the need to pragerve the spirit
and tbjoctives of that organization an embodied in
United Pations General Asgsembly resolution 1995(X1X) and
subsequent. relevant resolutions and deciglons aimed at
enhancing the inteqgrity of UNCTAL in fulfilling 1its mandate,
They recalled that ©UNCTAD was the principal instrunent of the
United wNations General Assembly for international «conomic
nagotjiations on trade and development {issuaes,

84. 7The Heads of State or Government considered the geventh

gaegsgion - of UNCTAD as an opportunity for a comprehensive and
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interrelated review of the world economic situation and its
congequences o n the trade and development of developing
ceuntries. 1In this ccntewt they stressed that the seventh
segsion Of UNCTAD should, inter alia, take ¢ffective steps for
the launching of a programme for world economic recovery and
tho reactivation of even and sustained growth and development.
The seventh session of UNCTAD ohould, in the light of the
currant economic crisis, consider key international economic

insues, Inter alia, in the field of commodities, trade, money,

and finance, external debt and  development and their
interrelationships. They called for the adopt iow of
action-oriented measures and gtrai.ejies of international
co-operation to alleviate the problems of developing countries
In these areas. | n this context, special attention ehould be
given to the problems of the least developed countries. The
Heads of State or Government expressed the hope that the
gaventh gegsion 0o f UNCTAD would restore constructive,
sustainable and result-oriented negotiation between developed
and developing couantries, and invited all states to undertake
adequate preparation8 for, and to be represented at the
ministerial level at, UNCTAD vII.

X. FOOD AND AGRICULTURE

85. ‘rho Heads of State or Governmen: expressed grave concern
at the continuing and ser fous deterioration in the food and
agr icul tural nituation in many develojing countries,
particularly in Africa, and reaffirmed the imperative need to
keep food and agriculturai 1issuesa t the centre of global

at .ention., They reaffirmed that international act ion to deal
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with food and agricultural problems in developing countries
should be conaidered in a comprehensive manner in accordance
with the different dimensions of the problems and immediate,
ehort-term and long-term perspectives. |In this context, they
called for sustained and adequate international support for
the attainment of self-sufficiency in food production in
developing countries,

66. They noted with concern the stagnation i{n the commitment
of external resources to the agricultural sect or , and
particularly the decline in conceesional flows. They ales
noted with regret that multilateral assistance to the
Agriculture Sector fell by about 5 per cent in 1985 (FAO
Report ),and urged the developed countries to tako determined
action to reverse this trend,_inter alia, by increasing their
contributions to the multilateral agencies, bearing in mind
the difficult financial situation faced by agencies, such as
t he International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD)
which use their resources for agricultural development. They
considered it essentlal that immediate steps should be taken
t o reversethe flow of financial resources from developing
countr ies t o the developed countr ies . They proposed thu
adoption of a special. international programme of food aid and
financial assistancet 0 relieve tho a&ituationi n those
developing countries, particularly in Africa, suffering from a
chronic food deficit.

87. The Heade of state or Government reaffirmed that the
right to food was a basicand universal human r ight which

should be guaranteed to all peoples, They strongly cordemned
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the useo f food as an instrument of political pressure and
cautioned againet any kind of conditionality in t h e supply of
f o od aid. They also reaffirmed that the strengthening O f
intornat fonal co-operation in regard to food and agriculture
was important for improved economic conditions and enhanced
food security. In this context they stressed the need for the
timely delivery of food to those requiring it, especially i n
African and leas* developed countries, and the need to assist
recipient countzries in developing and strengthening their
logistical and administrative capacities as well a8 their
internal distribution sgystems. They urged the strengthening of
the global information and early warning 3ayst:m i n food and
agriculture of the Food and Agriculture Organization ot the
United Nation8 and emphasized t h e importance o f establishing
and improving national and regional early warning systems.
They aleo welcomed the measures undertaken by the World rood
Programme t O ensure speedy and timely delivery of food aid a8
well as t he development o f an information system for
dissemination o N a regular baais of all relevant information
on food aid to facilitate planning and operational
co-ordination.

8. The Heads of State or Government emphasized the need for
strengthening eubregional, regional and interregional
co-operation for the promet ion of food security and
agricultural dovelopmant. They called upon the relevant bodies
of the United Nations system to accord priority to eupporting
economic and technical Lo-operation among developing countries

in food and agricuiture.
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89. Inthisregard they reiterated the <call made at the
Seventh Summit Conference for ‘the early establishment of a
food security system of the non-aligned and other developing
countries.

90. The Heads of State of Government expressed their support
for the food security project adopted at the twenty-third
gesg ion of the Conference of the Food and Agriculture
Organi zat ion of the Uni ted Nat tons,

91. They appealed urgently to the international community to
give its full support to IFAD in order to ensure a firm
financial basis for the Fund. |In this content, they appoa led
urgently to thv developed and developing countries in a
position to do so to make a further effort by 1increasing thef r
relative ahare in the Third Replenishmer> of IFAD, having
regard to the critical economic situation prevailirg in the
developing countr ies,

92. The Heads 0 f 8tate o r Government reiterated their deep
concern regarding the food and agriculture sitaation faced by
many developing countries, particularly tha deterioration of
the gituation in Africa beceuse of the prolonged drought and
the acceleration of t h e process of des :tification. They
reiterated their asupport for the Harare Declara* ion on the
food crisis in Africa, adopted during the thirteanth Fond and
Agriculture oOrganization Reyional Conference for Alrica, as
well as the relevant United Nations resoluttons of 1983a n d
1964 and urged the international communityt 0o contr ibute to
their immediate and er tect ive implementation, taking into

account the Strategy for the Economic Development of Afe ica,
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adopted at Monrovia, and the ragos Plan of Action. On this
basis, the Heads of State or Govetnment reaffirmed their

suppor t for the African Priority Programme for Economic

Recovery  (APPER)t 0 improve tne food situation and

rehabilitate agriculture i. nfrica, adopted by the Aeeembly of

Heads of Stat0O or Government of the Organization of African

Unity at i%e twenty-first ordinary session,

93. They welcomec with satistaction the |FAD Special

Programme  for  African countries affected by drought and
desertification established to help these countriesin their

recovery, rehabilitation and long-term development process.

Noting that some of the major industrialized countries had not

pledged their contribution to this programme, even though the

latter h a d been adupted unanimously,they sppealed urgently

to thooo countries to act promptly o that the objective of

$us 300 millioncould be attained in the shortest possaible
time. They would thus give furth»c evidence of their eupport

for the United Nations Programme of Action for African Eoononmic

Recovery a nd Development 1966-1990,

X1. ENERGY

94. Tho Heads of Skate or Government underlined the crucial

rols Of enertgy tor the econumic growtha n d weli-being of

developing countries, They stressed that efforts t 0 develop
and expand 8ll energy resources in the world should continue

inorder to ensureanorderly transition from the present
pattern of energy production and consumption to one that will

be based increasingly on new and renewable sour ces of energy

and the rational utilization of all forms Of energy.
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9. The thkeads 0 f State or Government noted that many
developing countries continued to-face serious problems in the
development of energy resources. They reaffirmed the
provisions c” United Nations General Assembly
resolutiona 39/176 and 40/208 on the development of energy
resources and expressed the hepe that all member st