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Letter dated 30 September 1986 from the Permanent
Representative of Zimbabwe to the United Nations
addregsed to the Secretary-General

I have the honour to forward a copy of the final documents adopted by the
Eighth Summit Conference of Heads of State or Governmeat of Non-Aligned Countries,
held at Harare, Zimbabwe, from 1 to 6 September 1986, with the request that it may
be circulated among Member States as an cfficial document of the General Assembly,
under agenda ltems 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, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 66, 67, 68,
69, 70, 71, 74, 75, 79, 81, 107 and 108, and of the Security Council.

(Signed) I. S. G. MUDENGE
Ambassador
Permanent Representative
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I. INTRODUCTION
1. The Eighth Summit Conference of Heads of State oOr
Government of Non-Aligned Countries was held in Harare,
Zimbabwe, from 1 to 6 September 1986.
2. The Cconference was preceded by a Conference of Foreign
Ministers of Non-Aligned Countries from 28 to 29 August 1986.
3. The representatives of the following countries and
organizations which are members of the Movement participated in
the Eighth Conference: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola,
Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, chad, Colombia, Comoros,
congo, Céte p'iIvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, pDemocratic People's
Republic of Korea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
Eaquatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, cambia, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyzna, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of) , Iraa, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenvya, Kuwait, tao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahir;ya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambiqgue, Nepal,
Nicaragua, Wiger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Palestine Liberation
Organization, Panama, Peru, Qatar, Rwanda, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, South West Africa People's Organization,
sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arabd Republic,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen
Arab Republic, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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4, The representatives of the following countries and
organizations, as 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
Libératio: Nationale KRanak et Socialiste, League of Arab
States, Organization of the Islamic Conference, Organjzation of
African Unity, Pan Africanist Congress of Azania, Socialist
Party of Puerto Rico, United Nations,

5, Guest delegations were present at the Conference from the
following countries and organizationst Australia, Austria,
Dominican Repubilic, Finland, Greece, Holy See, Mongolia,
Portugal, Romania, San Marino, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
Commonwealth secretariat, Food and Agriculture Organization of
the United Nations, International Comr‘'‘ttee of the Red Cross,
international Conference on the Question of Palestine,
International Fund for Agricultural Development, Latin American
Economic System, Preferential Trade Area, Southern African
Development Co-ordination Conference, United Nations Ad _Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean, United Nations Commissioner for
Namibia, United Nations Committee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable #iyhts of the Palestinian People, United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development, United Nations
International Children's Emergency Fund, United Nationg Council
for Namibia, United Nations Development Programme, United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization,
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees,
United Nations Special Committee against Apartheid, United

/oo
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Nations Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, World Food
Programme and World Health Organization.

6. At the inaugural ceremony, the Conference heard a keynote
address delivered by The Honourable Prime Minister of the
Republic of 2Zimbabwe, Comrade R. G. Mugabe. It was decided by
acclamation to include the text of the address as a document of
the Conference.*

7. The Conference paid tribute to the late
Shrimati Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of India and Chairperson
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, an indefatigable
champion of non-alignment whose dvynamism and vitality has left
an indelible impression on the Movement.

8. The Conference also paid homage to the memory of the late
Forbes Burnham, who, as President of Guyana, had made an
outstanding contribution to the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries. The Conference also paid tribute to the 1late
J. M. G. hdams. Pr ime Minister of Barbados, for the
contribution he had made to the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries.

9. The Conference further paid homage to the late Le Duan,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Partyv of Viet Nam, a memorable figure in the Movement of

Non-Aligned Countries.

—————————

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

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 as well as the Governments and peoples of the
front-line and other independent southern African States.

II. ROLE OF NON-ALIGNMENT

12. The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries was conceived in
the context of the struggle against colonialism and the
polarization of international relations resulting 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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disarmament, the accelerated economic development of
developing countries and the struggle for a new world order
based on eguality, Jjustice and peace. Tne Heads of State or
Government expressed their satisfaction that throughout 1{its
existence, the Movement has proved .ts abiding appeal and
continuing re.evant e anc¢ vitality.

13. The policy of non-aligrment, based on its original
principles and character, as set out and elaborated in
successive Sunmmr Conferences in Belgrade, Cairo, Algiers,
Lusaka, Colombo, Havana and New Delhi, 1involves the struggle
against imperialism, colconialism, neocolonialism, hegemonisn,
foreign aggression, occupation and domination, as well as
against apartheid, racism, zionisnm, 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 has amply testified to the
efficacy of the policy of .aon-alignment, and 1its principles
and objeétives, as a non-bloc, independent global force in
international relations, which rejects all forms of
subjugation, overt or covert and all pressures - political,
economic, military, diplomatic and cultural.

14. As the foremost movement for peace 1in the world, the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries has consistently striven for
the relaxation of tensiong and the promotioﬁ of peace and
peacecful coexistence. In this context, the Heads of State or
Government committed the Movement to work for the halti:j and
revereal of present dangerous trends in the international

3ituation and the promotion of conditions conducive to

-
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co-operation and peaceful co xisteuce 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 Jjustice, 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, Jjustice and co-operation
among all States.

15. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that
non-intervention and non-interference 1in the internal and
external affairs of States are fundamental principles of
ron-alignment that must be strictly adhered to. They
reaffirmed that violation of these principles 1is unjustifiable
and unacceptable under 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 dimination and by the
quest for spheres of influence, as well as by the persisting
unjust economic system, all of which had 1led 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 unity 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 1in the present period of crisis
in international relations.

16. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
unwavering support for the comnplete emancipation of the
peoples of Africa, Asia, Latin America, and other parts of the
world, and stressed their total rejection of all attempts to
distort the struggles of peoples for independencs and human
dignity by placing them in the context of East-West
confrontation. Such erroneous attempts deny the struggdling
peoples their inalienable right %o self-determination and
impede the realization of their 1legitimate aspirations. In
this regard, the Heads of State or Government recalled the
criteria for membership of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries as agreed upon at Belgrade in 1961 and renewed their
commitment not to be parties to, nor take action leading to,
great Power 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

bagses 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 Nn=-Aligned
Movement.

17. The Heads of State or Government expressed their
deiermination to make every effort to strengthen further the
Movement's capacity for action and to develcop concrete
measures to enhance the influence and impact of 1its decisions
on international affairs. They emphasized that the
effectiveness of the 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
Governmenu noted with satisfaction the increasing interest in
the policy of non-alignment as an authentic factor in seeking
solutions to the critical problems in iIinternational 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 strengtheninyg further the
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important role played by the non-aligned countries within the
Urited Nations.

III. ASSESSMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

20. The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at the deteriorating world political and eccnomic situation.
Conflicts, disputes and ingstability persist in many parts of
the world. Many non-aligned and other developing countries
face an increasingly critical economic situation and the gap
between developed and develcping 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 1in flagrant violation of the
princinoles 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
dominationv to self-determination and independence, and to
violate the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
non-aligned and other developing countries. The res"rgence of
great Power rivalries and policies aimed at the extension of
spheres of influence have resulted in the escalatior of 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 weapors, 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 beina
propagated and public opinion mobilized to Justify the
development, accumulation and deployment of sophisticated
armaments, in particular nuclear &armaments, in various parts
of the world. Thie 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 1in 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
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technological resources away from development, thus further
worsening the crisis. Problems confronting the world economic
system, Jn 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 dimensions, imperil the indep<endence,
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 implemantation
of the programme.

23. The. extension of the East-West confrontation to local anAd
regional disputes complicates them further, renders their
resolution difficult and endangers world peace. The Heads of
State or Government emphasized 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 often
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, 1in which all countries
participate on an equal footing.

26, The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at attempts to erode multilateralism 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 of the United States of America and tie Union of
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Soviet Socialist R2publics. 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 1in 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, regaruless of their political,
economic and social systems, or their size or geographical
lncation. Détente, in order to be durable, must be universal
and c~nprehensive and open to universal participation, in the
interest of all States., Such détente alone can leud to
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 cthe 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

throuahout the worid.
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Iv. DISARMAMENT ANI' INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

30. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that
disarmament, the r:2laxation of international tension, respect
for the right to seli-determination and national independence,
the peaceful seitl2ment of disputes 1in 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 has
a beneficial effect on all of them; in turn, failure in one
spl.ere has a negative effect on others.

31. Historically, State3s 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, 1in 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 continuing escalation in the arms race,
especially in nuclear weapons and other weaponc of 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

existence of nuclear weapons. Since annihilation needs to
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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
nuclear-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 Document
of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly
{resolution S-10/2), the first special session devoted to
disarmament and those contained in the declarations of the
conferences of Heads of State or Government of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries. The idea that world peace can be
maintaineé through nuclear deterrence, a doctrine that lies at
the root of the continuing escalation in the ouwantity and
aquality of nuclear weapons and which has, in fact, 1led to
gr2ater insecurity and instability in international relations
than ever before, is the most 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 coacerned 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 mass
destruction. In 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 arms race,

35. The Heads of State or Government were dgreatly perturbed
by the announcement by the Government of the United States of
America that it no 1longer considers itself bound by the
provisions of the Second Strategic Arms Limitation
Treaty (SALT II) 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 preparations under way for the extension of the arms
race 1in all its aspects 1into outer sSpace. They strongly
reaffirmed the principle that outer spa e, which 1is 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 dGevelopment, and that it should be open to all
States.

317. They recalled the obligation of all States to refrain
from the threat or use of force 1in their outer space
activities., They reiterated their view that the wuniversally
accepted objective of general and complete djsarmament under
effective international control demands that outer space
should not be transformed into an arena for pursuing the arms

s
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race. They therefore called on the Conference on Disarmament
to commence negotiations urgently to concluén~ an agreement or
agreements, as appropriate, tb prevent the extension of the
arms race in all its aspects into outer space and thus enhance
the prospects of 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
existing systems, the pfohibition of the introduction of new
weapon systems into outer space and of ensuring that the
existing treaties safeguarding the peaceful uses of outer
space, us well as the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of
Antiballistic Miss' : Systems are fully honoured, strengthened
-;nd extended as necessary in the light of recent technological
advances, The Heads of State or Government invited the
Secretary-General of the United Nations and the Conference on
Disarmament to explore the ways and means of bringing
satellites for military purposes under international control,
particularly when it puts at stake the security of non-aligned
countries,
38. The Heads of State or Government called upon all State:,
in particular those with major space capsbilities, to adhere
strictly to the existing legal restrictions and limitations on
spsce weapons, 1including those contained in the Treaty on
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the 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 Oouter space. Simultaneously,

negotiations should be undertaken wurgently with a view to
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concluding an agreement or agreements preventing the exteasion
of the arms race into this area. Measures aimed at developing,
testing or deploying weapons and weapons systems 1in outer
space could, through a constant chain of action and reaction,
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 gquantum leap in the 1level of resources expended on
armaments, but would also frustrate the efforts currently
uiider way to achieve disarmament.

39. The Heads of State or Government noted that in their
joint statement issued 1in 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”. 1In this regard, the Heads of State or (overnment
called upon the leaders of the two countries to pursue without
delay and in a s8pirit 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 side would ever wage such a war, the Heads of
State or Government hoped that, as a demonstration of the
sincerity of their declarﬁtion, the United States and the
Soviet Union, together with the other nuclear-weapon States,
would agree to sign a binding instrument foreswearing 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 1issues,
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 of the
United Nations General Assembly of 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 as to a time-frawe 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

segssion, 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 connection, the Heads of State or Government
welcomed the comprehensive and timely 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 cthis century, were largely
in line with the stance which the non-aligned countries have
consistently taken on these mattérs.

44. A comprehensive test ban, which has been pursued for the
past 25 years, 1is 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 1increases the danger of
nuclear war. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government
emphasized 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, Assertions 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 negotiations f€for a Comprehensive Nuclear Test
Ban, the cessation of the nuclear arms race, and nuclear
disarmament. .

45. wWhile 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 Heads of St;te or Government noted tne appeal made by the
leaders of Argentina, Greece, 1India, 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 1985, to put an
end to all nuclear testing, as well as their concrete offer of
agssistance to achieve adequate verification arrangements to
monitor such a moratorium. They welcomed the unilateral
moratorium on nuclear testing declared by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics in August 1985 and extended by it a number
of times since then, including the most recent extension until
1 January 1987. They called upbon the United States of America
as one of the two super Powers which, together, are
responsible for the bulk of nuclear~weapon tests, 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 ove
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 a. 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, s8stock-piling and deployment of nuclear weapons.

The freeze of nuclear weapons should, inter alia, 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 re@uction 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 1in 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
addition, it urged the leaders 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 1leads
to practical results in the field of disarmament. The Heads of
State or Government emphasized that thes: actions 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 Governmént 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: ~rial that non-nuclear States be insured against being
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threatened or attacked with nuclear weapons. In this regard,
the Heads of State or Government stressed the obligation of
nuclear-weapon States to gJuarantee non-nuclear-weapon States
against attack, or threat of attack, with nuclear weapons by
any nuclear Power, 1including 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 of State or Government affirmed that the
establishmn.nt of 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 mannér. The establishment
of such 2zones in different parts of the world should be
encourcged, with the ultimate objective of achieving a world
entirely free of nuclear weapcns.

51. The Heads of State or Government emphasized 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 1Israel with the racist
régime, whicbh had given that «country its nuclear capability,
They noted with grave concern that collaboration with the
racist South African régime violates many resolutions of the
United Nations, including the consensual view of the
international community, expressed in paragraph 12 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly
that "the massive accumulation of armaments and the acaquisition
of armaments technology by racist régimes, as well as ctheir
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 furthec &acquisition
of arms or arms technology by such régimes, especially
through strict adherence by all States to relevant decisions
of the Security Council®". This collaboration aiso undermines
the objectives of the Declara’ion on the Denuclearization of
Africa and sabotages the efforts undertaxen in the interests
of disarmament, peace and security of the region, as well a:
international peace and security. The Heads of Stcte or
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 régime.
-_—
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52. The . .de of State or Government stressed that, although
nuclear disaimament has the highest priority, sustained
efforts should »e made in order to conclude without delay a
treaty banning the development, production, stockpiling and
use of all chemical weapons. They expressed their profound
concern at the increased production and use of chemical
weapons and the development of new chenical weapons including
binary weapons. They condemned the use of chemical weapons by
any State and under any circumstinces &ad 9Jnside.ed it as a
grave vivlation of international law and human norms, Though
the use of chemical weazpons is already proscribed by the 1925
Geneva Protocol, it was their convictior that possession of
such weapons 1lr .4s ine 1 ably to their use. The Heads of 5State
or Government urged all States to undertake negotiations in
good faith and to &#pstain from any action that could impede
the early conclusion of a chemicai weapons convention. Pending
this, they called for strict observance of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol.

53. The Heads of State or Government notad 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 limitatioan and gradual reduction of armed forces and
conventional weapons s8should be pursued resolutely within the
framework of progress towards general and complete

disarmament. States with the laraest nilitarvy 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 ¢f each State to
security, and that no individual State or group of States may
obt.ain 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 Heads of State or
Government eﬁphasized that the adoption of disarmament
measures should be based on full respect for the principles 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, where the
regional situation so permits at the initiative of any or all
of the States 8o concerned and with their concurrence, States
should consider and adopt measures a: the regional level with
a view to strengthening peace and security at a lower level of
forces through the limitation and reduction 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 expenditures with a view to
allocating the resources so released .or the socio ‘- -unomic
development of their peoples.

55. The Heads of State or Government called upon other
States, in particular the major arms suppliers, to facilitate

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

6. The Heads of State or Government expressel their
conviction that the limitation and reduction 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-aligned countries.

57. The Heads of Jtate or Government underlined the central
role and primary responsibility of the United Nations 1in 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 negotiations on disarmament should mutually
facilitate and complement, and not hinder or preclude, each
other. The Conference on Disarmament should therefore be kept
informed of al)l st s in bilateral negotiations, and it should
be eénabled to fulfil 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
the present world-wide campaign against the nuclear arms race.
They expressed their conviction that such movements can play
an influential role ir promoting nuclear disarmament and
preventing ruclear catastrophe. They emphasized the extreme
importance of encnuraging and rendering all possible
assistance to that process. 1In this connection, the Heads of
State or Government reaffirmed the three objeciives of the
World Disarmament Campaign, namely, to inform, to educate and
td 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 of 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 Heads 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 Government regretted that it had not been
possible to convene an International Conferznce oOn the Relationship
hetween Disarmament and Development in Paris in  July 1986. They
emphasized the importance of the Conference as marking the
begirning 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 cf the Conference
in accordance with the decision of the resumed fortieth
session of 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. 1t was essential that a remedy be
found for the existing situation, in which hundreds of
billions of dollars are spent annually on weapons while
two-thirds of the world's population lives in pover.y and in
some cases, misery. They attached particular importance to the
Conference coming out with sgpecific recommendations 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 economic order, the Heads of State or Government
declared that lasting peace could only bYe assured through a

restructuring of the world economy with the objective of
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@stablishing the New Grder and bridging the economic gap
between developing and developed countries. The Heads of State
or Government called for a demonstration cf greater political
will by the developed countries for the attainment of this end.
V. PEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR ENERGY

6l. The Heads of State or Government, recalling the decisions
of the non-a;igned 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 enerqy. 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 ugses of nuclear energy £for economic and social
development in conformity with their priorities, 1interests and
needs. All States should have unhindered access to, and be
free to acquire, technology, equipment 1ind materials on a
non-discriminatory basis for peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
taking into account the ©particular needs of the developing
countries. They deplored the pressures and threats directed
4gainst developing countries and aimed at preventing them from
pursuing their programmes for the development of nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes.

$3. They also expressed their concern 1in 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 enerqgy by fixing conditions which are
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incompatible with the sovereignty of the develcping countries.
Bach country's choices and decisions in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy should be respected without 3jeopardizing fuel
cycle policies or international agreements and contracts for
the peaceful uses of nuclear eneryy.

64. The Heads of State or Government also emphasized the need
for observance of the principles of non-4discrimination and
free access to nuclear technology and reaffirmed the ri ht of
each country to develop programmes for the use of nuclear
enevgy for peaceful purposes in conformity with its own freely
determined priorities and needs.

65. In this connection, the Heads of State or Government
reiterated that non-proliferation should not be made a pretext
for preventing States from exerclsing their full rights to
acquire and cevelop nuclear technology for peaceful purposes
geared to economic and social development 1in &accordance with
their priorities, interests and needs, determined in a
sovereign manner.

66. Having considered the preparations for the United Nations Conference
for the Promotion of International Co-operation in the Peaceful '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 of social and economic development programmes of

/-



developing countries in accordance with their priorities,
interests and needs.

67. Proceeding from the positions adopted by the Seventh
summit Conference of Non-Aligned Countries and the Luanda
Ministerial Conference, the Heads of State or Government
expressed their conviction that non-aligned and other
developing countries sbhould 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.

VI. SITUATION IN SOUTHERN AFRICA

68. The Heads of State or Government were dgreatly perturbed
by the continuing 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. Tuhe perpetration
of genocide at home and the practice of aggression and
terrorism abroad are inherent in the system of apartheid. The
Heads of State or Government therefore reiterated that there
could be 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 pellicose ideology which provoked the Second world
Wwar 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



and security, the Heads of State or Government expressed their
indignation and dismay that certain Western nations,
the nselves former victims of fascist aggression, continued to
aid and abet apartheid economically, financially, politically,
diplomatically and militarily.

70. The Heads of State or Government stronyly condemned tle
Pretoria régime 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 ré&gime for the purpose of
destabilizing neighbouring independent States 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 régime, thus emboldening it in its
brazen acts of aggression against neighbouring independent
States and encouraging it 1in 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 & the result of the increased
arrogance of the régime which is encouraged by 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 apbandon its policy whose

disastrous consequences for the region have become so manifest.

/oo




- g -
72. The Heads of State or Government undertook to support the
current Chairman of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) in
his efforts on behalf of the peoples of southern Africa, 1in
accordance with the general mandate to speed up the liberation
process in that subregion that was given to him by the Assembly
of Heads of State and Government of the OAU, at its
twenty-second ordinary session, They declared their readiness
to support these efforts and to participate in any initiative
undertaken 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
Goverument 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 as other developments 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 Pretorja's policies and acts of
State terrorism perpetuated against the front-line and other
neighbouring independent States., 1In 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 wel. as against the

/oo



ships, aircraft and nationals of other cobntries, its
instigation and support for subversive groups engaged 1in
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 1illustration of the policies of State
terrorism.” They therefore vehemently condemned the
destabilization policies and acts of Stcte terrorism pursued
by the racist Pretoria ré&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 o1 Gove;nment condemned the racist
Pretoria r&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 unconditional withdrawal of
South African troops from the territory. They also condemned
the racist Pretoria ré&gime for 1its repeaced 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
loss of 1life and damage to property resulting from these acts

of aggression, in accordance with the relevant
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Security Council decisions and resolutions. They called upon
All Members of the Non-Aligneid Movement and the international
community to extend increased material support to the
Government of the People's Republic of Angola in order to
enabie it to consolidate itso national independence and
safeguard its sovereignty and territorial integrity.

76. The .leads of State or Government reaffirmed their view
that the ¢ .cupation of seuthern Angola by the racist Pretoria
régime was in 1large par:t facilitated by the policies puarsued
by the United States Administration in the region, especially
its sunport for the UNITA armed criminal bandits and its
policies of "constructive engagement™ and "linkage®,

77. In this context, the Heads of (tate or Government.
recelled that the Conference of Ministars of Non-Aligned
Countries neld in Luanda from 4 to 8 September 1985 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 affairs of the
People's Repudlic of Angola, AHG/Decl.1(XXII), which,

inter alia, states:

{a) "The 1986 public announcement by the United States
Administration that tha bandits in Angola would be
supplied with nited States-made 'Stinjer missiles’
and th. subsequent delivery of these micsiles is an
affront and a challenge to the OAU and coastitutes
a contemptuous act of undeclared war by the
United States Administration &gainst the asovereign

People's Republic of Angcola.
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(b) “he iinancial and military support that the present
United Ctates Administration 1is giving to the
bandite in Angola constitutes a serious violation
of the 1970 United Nations Declaration on friendly
relat.ons among Statee 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 Republic of Angola
cunstitutes a hostile act aga st the Organization
of African Unity."

78. The Keads of State or Government therefore firmly
condemned th~ United States Governnent for ils hiatant
disregard for <the solemn calls of the Organization of African
Unity and the Movement of Non-Aligned <(ountries and for its
cont inued gsponsorship oi terrorism in southern Africa by
supplying material agsistance to the UNITA criminal bandits
who are in Pretoria's service to destabilize the
People’'s Republic of Angola. In particular, they were
indignant that the United States Government haJd granted an
official we'come to the UNITA criminal bandit leader. Jonas
Ssavimci, and had supplied him with further aid, including
Stinger missiles and other lethal weapons. These actions by
the ULuited States Administration constituted not only a gross
and unwarranted irt<orference in the internal affairs of the
Feople'* Republic of Angola, 1in contravent!on of estanlished

principles of incernational law reqgarding acceptable conduct
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in the relations between States, but also an act of aggression against the
OCAU and the entire Movement of Non-Aligned Countries. By its disregard of
the calls of the OAU and the Movement, by itas qgross interference in the
, .ternal affairs <f Angola and by its open collaboration with
thie racist Pretoria régime in maintaining apartheid at home
and aiding bandits abroad, the United States Government has
bevcome an obstacle to be removed rather than a mediator and
honest broker in the negotiating process leading to the speedy
implementation of United Nations Security Couuncil
resolution 435 (1978).

7%9. The Heads ot State or Government commended he Government
of the People's Republic of Angola for its political wiil and
diplomatic flexibility 1in the search for a peaceful and
negotiated solution to the problems of southern Africa, mainly
through the submisegion to Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar,
Secretary-General of the United Nations, on 17 November 1984,
of a platform for comprehensive negotiations. They we)comed
and fully supported this initiative of the Angolan Government,
which constitutes an equitable masis for the r(e-cstablishment

of peace and international security in the region.

80. the Head~ ar State or Government commended the
Government of the People's Republic of Angola for its
efforts, in accordance with the Lusaka communiqué of
16 February 1984 and the riatform for global
negotiations, contained in the United Nations General
Assembly~Secuvrity Council document A/39/688-5/168386 of

26 Novemhey 1984, almed 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
will manifested by the Government of the People's Republic of
Angola and its diplomatic flexibility in the search for
viable, equitable and durable solutions to the problems of
southern Africa s8tood in marked contrast to the pugnacity,
duplicity and 1irresponsibility displayed by the racist
Pretoria régime in 1its 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 régime for its
intransigence and bad faith.

8l. The Heads of State or Government expressed their Jdeep
concern over the acts of political, economic and military
destabilization committed by the racist régime of South Africa
against the People’s Republic of Mozambique. In this regard,
they reaffirmed their strong condemnaticn of the rontinued
recruitment training, arming, transportation an? infiltration
of armed bandits into Mozambican territory by South Africa to
kill the defenceless population and cause massive destruction
to the economic and social infrastructure in that country.
They expressed their firm rejection of this policy of State
terrorism, intimidat.on, 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 ths people and government of Mozambique and for

the pregervation of that country's peace, independence and
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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 ré&gime, 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 <States neighbouring
South Africa to give sanctuary to victims of aparthe:id,
minority rule and foreign occupation in accordance with their
international obligations and humanitarian principles. They
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
agssistance in order to enable them the better to meet these
obligations and to strenr“hen their defence capabilities.

86. In this context, they called upon member States of the
Non-Aligned 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 sState or Government expressed <colidarity

with the objectives underlying the creation of the
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Southern African Development Co-ordination Conference (SADCC)
as an expression of the felt need of front-lire 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
support for these objectives c¢f 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 aconomic growth, achieving collective self-reliance
and reducing the economic dependence <c¢f the concerned
countries on Souts Africa, whose economic and military power
is systematically used to destabilize its independent
neighbours and cripple their national development efforts.
Namibia

88. The Heads of State or Gnvernment s8strongly condemned the
racist South African régime for 1its continued 1illegal,
colonial and brutal occupation of Namibi- in flagrant
violation of the resolutions of the United Nations
Security Council, the United Nations General Assembly, the
Organization of African Unity, ¢the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries and other international forums. They dec’ .ared that
the continued 1illegal occupation of Namibia 1i8 an act of
aggression against the.Namihian people in detfiance of numerous
United Nations resolutions, in particular United Nations
General Assembly resolution 3314 (XXIX) of 14 December 1974.

89. They emphasized the legitimacy 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 1its sole, authentic and legitimate representative, the
South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO), In this
connection, they commende AAPO for the outstanding manner in
which it has 1led the Namibian people since its founding, the
constructive manner in which it has responded to diplomatic
initiatives, and the co-operation it has shown the
United Nations in the search for a just, peaceful and
negotiated resolution of the Namibian question. This posgitive
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 the Namibian question and urged
him to commence implementation of United Nations
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) without delay.

91. They condemned the activities of foreign econoumic
interests which impede the implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peopler with regard to Nainib .a, and st1essed the
incompatibility of these activities with the relevant
resolutions of the United Nations, the advisory opinion of the
[nternational Court of Justice of 1971 and Decree No. 1 of the
United Nations Council fcr Namibia adopted 1in 1374 for the

protection of the natural resources of Namibia.
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92. The Heads of State or Government urged all States ¢to
refrain from rendering any type of assistance to South Africa
that might encourage it te continue pursuing 1its 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 réginme,
in conformity with Soacurity Council resolution 283 (1977), so
as to hasten the termination of 1its 1illegal and colonial
occupation of Namibia.

93, They also strongly condemned racist South Africa for its
me23sive militarization Hf Namibia and its arrogant use of that
territory as a springboard for committing acts 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 maade
hostage to Fist-Wer. confrontation and categorically rejected
all machinations aimed at diverting attention fiom the central
iseue which 1is the realization of the Namibian people's
aspirations to self-determination, freedom and national
independence.

95. They endorsed the Declaration and Programme of Action
adopted by the Extraordinary Ministerial Meeting of the
Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Countriee on Namibia,

held in New Delhi, India, from 19 to 21 April 1985.
/oo
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96. They welcomed the Vienna Final Document adopted by the
Extraordinary Plenary Meeting 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 ur Government demanded once again that
all Namibian political prisoners held 1in racist prisons be
released immediately and wunconditionally and that captured
freedom fighters be accorded prisoner-of ~war status in
accordance with the Geneva Convention and Article 44 of its
Additional Prococol.

98. In view of the intrai sigence 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¢ or 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 representacive.

99. Tney also called upon member States, especially those
which have not vyet 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. Oon 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 of 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 gunships 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*nc¢ on Namibia by
non-governmental organizations from 5 to 7 May 1986. They
expressed their satisfaction that the Conference constituted a
useful vehicle for sensitizing ! cernational opinion,
particularly in the western countries, 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 TIrogramme of

Action adopted by the Conference. In particular, the Heads of
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State or Government noted with appreciation that the
Conference urged all States to refrain from rendering any type
of assistance to South Africa that might encourage it to
continue 1its 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 VII 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 mandatcry sanctions as the most effective
peaceful means of forcing South Africa to terminate its
illeg2l occupation in Namibia,

104. The Heads of State or Governmant welcomed the appeal made
b, th? Eminent Persons at the Conference for the Immediate
Inderendence of Namibia for comprehensive sanctions against
racist South Africa and for assistance to the front-line
States and, in particular, Aagreed with the analysis of the
Eminent Persons that those who refuse to impose comprehensive
economi> ganctions aga.ns. racist South Africa become & party
to that country's defiance of the United Nations, as well as
to 1its suppression and re.ression in Namibia, and utter

disregard for basic human rights.
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105, The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the
inalienable right of the Namibian people to self-determination
and 1independence within an untruncated territory, including
Walvico Bay, tne Penguin 1Islands and all adjacent offshore
islands in accordance with the relevan. United Nations
resolutions. In this regard, they urged the Security Council
in conformity with the request made by the 1International
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 Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
racist South African régime for its intransigence which 1is the
major obstacle to the implementation of the United Nations
Plan for Namibian 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 ginmick since it was 1linked 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 incompatible 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 H2ads of State or Government endorsed the <call, by the
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recent International Conference for the Immediate Independence
of Namibia, on all States "to oppose resolutely, in every
available forum, the universally and categorically rejected
persistent attempt by the United States Administration and
racisot 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 resolution 566 (1985) of 19 June 1985,
which declared that action to be ot only illegal, but also
null and void. They urged all States not to accord any form of
recognition to the 1illegal act by the racist South African
régime or to any representative 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 Heads 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
regular session of the Assembly. They decided to delegate the
following Ministers for Poreign Affairs of member States of the

Movement of Non~Aligned Countries to participate in the
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debate of the special session in order to ensure its success: Argentina,
Congo, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen. Eqypt, Ghana, India, Jamaica,
Nicaragua, Sao Tome and Principe, Sr} Lanka, Uniied Republic of Tanzania,

Yugoslavia, Zambia and Zimbabwe ex officic. In this regard,

they urged all States, in particular the Western Statcs, to
contribute to ;he success 9f 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

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

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

Soutn Afri.ca.
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111, Only the complete elimination of the abominable and
criminal system of ~»partheid and the cstablishment of a
non-racial democratic society in a unitary South Africa can
constitute a sound basis for a Jjust, 1lasting and universally
acceptable solution to the proble~., The Heads of State or
Government therefore calle: on the international community to
take concrete and substantive steps to compel the racist
South African ré&gime to abandon forthwith 1its 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  ath 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 dialoque between
the régime 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 gorernance 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-determinn. ion, freedom and justice. 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 vy a non-racial democratic
society based on a universal franchise, the Heads of State or
Government categorically rejected manoeuvres by the racist
Pretoria régime, such as the so-called "Natal Option", aimed
at hoodwinking the international cecmmunity 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 1liberation movements recognized by the
Organization of African Unity. In 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. The Heads of State or Government asserted that the
growing militarization of the racist South African ré&gime,
especially in the nuclear field, would not have occurred
without the connivance and tacit support of certain Western

/
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States and 1Israel. They were outraged that some of these
States have violated the arms embargo imposed against the
racist South African régime by 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 régime a nuclear capability in violation of
paragraph 12 of the Declaration of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first
special session devoted to disarman:nt (1978), which warned of
the da;qer of nuclear armaments in the hands of racist régimes
and, furthermore, that these States are frustrating the efforts
of the United Nation: Committee on Disarmament in fulfilling
its mandate of making recommendations to the General Assembly
on how to combat the nuclear capability of the racist South
African régime. They emphasized that these actions reinforced
the racist régime's arrogance and intransigence, impeded the
advent of freedom for the tormented and oppressed people of
South Africa, and increased the threat to the peace and
secur ity of the region and of the whole world posed by the

Pretoria régime.

117. They therefore vehemently condemned the continued
military and nuclear collaboration between the racist
South African régime and certain NATO member States and Israel
and called upon all States and international organizations to
stop such collaboration with the criminal and repugnant
apartheid régime, They called on the principal trading

partners of South Africa - Western Europe, the United States

L
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of America and Japan - not to hinder the struggle of the
oppressed people of South Africa for freedom, and to assist in
bringing about genuine chanqé and democracy to South Africa.
118. The Heads of State or Government 3trongly condemned the
increasing co-operation between the racist régimes of
South Africa &and 1Israel. They noted the similarity of
rerressive measures such as the policy of the iron fist and
hot pursuit practised by both régimes against the peoples of
South Africa, Nanmibia, Palestiné, southern Lebanon and the
Arab lands occupied by 1Israel. The Heads of State or
Government called upon all States to refrain from co-operation
with the régimes 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 by the fortieth session of the
United Nations General Assembly which reaffirmed its
condemnation of the continuing nuclear collaboration between
i1srael and South Africa and expressed 1its 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. Noting that in spite of the increased brutality of the
racist Pretoria régime and the intensification of its reign of
terror, the heroic freedom fighters of South Africa have
remained steadfast in their struggle for freedom and Jjustice
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 +tur 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
pecple of South Africa as a weapon in their <c¢ampaign 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 1in Western Europe,
North America and the South Pacific, and noted with
satisfaction the imposition o¢f 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 World
Conference on Sanctions Against Racist 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, under Chapter VII of the
Charter, must be the c¢entral element and which should also

include additional actions by governments and the public to
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isolate the racist régime, 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 régime, but that since then the
United Nations Security Council had been prevented from taking
the requisite mandatory action recommended by the negative
votes of the United Kingdom and the United States of America.
They now demanded that the United Kingdon and the
United Stextes desist from collaborating with the racist
Preteria regime by impeding the Sacurity Council from
fulfilling its role as the primary organ for the maintenance
of international peace and security through the abuse of their
veto power against the wishes of the overwhelming majority of
states 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 th2 United
States of America, to press them to agree to the imposit.on of
comprehensjive 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 Movement 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 repeort
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
Convention against Apartheid in Sports and commended the
United Nations Ad_ Hoc¢ C..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-Aiigned Countries whic' nhave not yet done so
to sign and ratify the 1International 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 question 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.

*Regervation: Morocco
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128, The Heads of State or Government were convinced that the
solution of the question of Western Sahara 1lay 1in the
implementation of resolution AHG/104 adopted by the Nineteenth
Conference of Heads of States 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 finad
a peaceful settlement to the conflict in Western Sahkara 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 3Jjust 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 urged them to
persevere in their efforts to reach a Jjust and lasting
solution to the problem of Western Sahara.

131. Noting with satisfaction the process of 3joint mediation
begun by the Chairman of the OAU and the Jnited Nations
Secretary-General on 9 April 1986 in New York witn a view to
implementing the resolution mentioned above, the Heads of

State or Government called upon Morocco and the
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Polisario Front to show the necessary political will to
achieve the implementation of those resolutions.

VIII. MAYOTILE

132. The Heade of State or Government reaffirmed that the
Comoriarn Ialand of Mayotte, which 1is still under French
occupation, 13 an integral part 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 1lead tu
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 1Islamic Federal
Republic of Comoros 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 leyitimate
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 1Islamic Federal Republic of the Comoros to
the Comorian 1Island of Mayotte, 1in 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 internatioral juridical
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status of the 1island, as the self-determination referendum
held on 22 December 1974 remains t1e only valid consultation
applicable to the entire archipelago.

IX. MALAGASY ISLANDS

136. Regarding the Malagasy Islancs - Glorieuses,
Juan de Nova, Eurcpa and Bassas da India - the Heads of State
o Government reaffirmed the vital need to preserve the unity
and territorial integrity of the Democratic Republic of
Madagascar. In this connection, they strongly urged 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 Nations
General Assembly resolution 34/9]1 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 resolutions 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

Jiego Garcia to Mauritius.
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XI. CHAD

138. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the previous
deciéions of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and those
of the Organization of African Unity relating to the gquestion
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.

XII. SOUTH-EAST ASIA

139. Reviewing the situation in South~East Asia, the Heads of
State or Government expressed grave concera 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 wuse of force against
sovereign States. They warned that there was a real danger of
the tensions 1in 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 scvereignty, independence
and territorial integrity of all States in the region,

including Xampuchea.
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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 urged 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. 1In this context, they noted
with approval efforts being made for th« early establishment
of a zone of pea e, freedom and neutrality in the region and
called upon all States to give those efforts their fullest
support.

XIII. 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 remains3 divided; this
poses a potential threat to pcace,.

142. They welcomed with satisfaction the attitude of the
Korean people 1in their efforts to reunify their homeland
peacefully and to bring this about without any foreign
interference, by means of dialogue and consultation hetween

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 3Jjoint 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-Wwest 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 incvernational 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 settlemeat 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 s8incere efforts made in the search for a
political settlement of the sgituation in Afghanistan and
extended their support to the constructive steps taken in this
regard by the Secr=tary-General of the United Nations. They
regarded the discussions through the intermediary 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 1ideals and
principles of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries. They
called on all 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 integqrity and non-intervention and
non-interference in the internal affairs of States.

XV. IRAN-IRAQ CONFLICT

146. The Heads of state or Government reaffirmed the
applicability of the principle of non-use of force in
international relations with regard to the conflict between
the Islamic Republic of Tran and Iraq.

147. In this context, they expressed protound 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 appealed once
again to the Islamic Republic of Iran and to Iraq to cease
hostilities forthwith in order to avoid further loss of 1life
and damage to property. They once again pledged thewnselves to
exert every effort to facilitate a s8speedy end to this tragqgic
conflict.

XVI. NEW CALEDONIA

149. The Heads of State or Government recognized that the
South Pacific is a region of the world 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 in 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 Forium, made
during their meeting at Suva, Fiji, from 8 to 11 August 1986,
to seek the reinscription of New Caledonia on the United
Nations 1list of non-self-governing territories.

+51, Recognizing that New Caledonia 1is 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 decolonization, the Heads of State or

Government stated that New Caledonia's 1inclusion in the 1list
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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 ob3j:sctive of reinscription and to use their
influence to bring about a 3just and lasting solution to
New Caledonia's present problems. 1In this regard, they urged
the administering power and the Front de Libé&ration Nationale
Kanak et Socialiste (FLNKS) to renew their dialogue and to
commence a speedy and peaceful evolution to independence with
due regard being given to electoral reform.
XVII. 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 lalestine and
the other Arab territories, and the 1Israeli 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 3Jjust 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 tbhe recovery of the occupied territories.
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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 as their struggle to 1liberate 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 based on Israel's tctal and
unconditional withdrawal from all the occupied Arab and
Palestinian territories, including Jerusalen, 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 foreiyn intervention and
the right to establish their own independent and sovereign
State on their national territory on the pasis of
United Nations 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 by the
Non-Aligned Movement, in accordaace with ' ternational law,
the Charter of the United Nations and relevant resolutions,
thereby obstructing the 1liberation of Jerusalem and of the

occupied Arab and Palestinian territories and preventing the
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Palestinian Arab people from exercising their 1inalienable
rights., They condemned unilatecal ancd partial solutions.

158. The Heads of State or Government strongly condemned the
establishment of 1Israeli settlements in the occupied Arab and
Palestinian territories, the judaization of Jerusalem and its
proclamation as the capital of the Zjionist State and
reaffirmed that all measures 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 Jeads of 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 1Israeli occupation of all the
Palestinian territory as 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 14 December 1981 to impose 1its laws,
4urisdiction and administration on the Syrian Arab
Golan Heights 1is null and void and 1is invalid. It is also
considered an act of aqggression under the provisions of
Article 39 of the Charter of “he United Nations.

161. The Heads of State or Government condemned aznew Israel's
insistence on its continuing occupation of the Golan Heights
and its non-implemencation of the relevant United Nations

resolutions, 1in flagrant violation of the provisions of the

g
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Hague Convention of 1907 and the 1949 Geneva Convention on the
Protection of Civillans in Time of War.

162. The Heads of State or Government called wupon the
Security Council to take effective measures, including the
imposition on 1lsrael of sanctions provided for 1in Chapter VII
of the Charter of the United Nai.ions, in order to achieve the
immediate withdrawal of the Israeli forces from the
Syrian Arab tercitories. They reiterated their total support
for the struggle of the Syrian Arab Republic to 1liberate its
occupied 1lands. 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 1Israel and
emphasized that such an alliance strengthened the aggressive
role of the expansionist régime of 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 of America aimed at daveloping military
industries in Israel, including the military aircraft
industry, and securing 1its participation in the so-called
"Star Wars" programme.

164. The Heads of Scate 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 1Israel to pursue its
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occupation of Palestinian and other Arab territories,
including Jerusalem, and prevents the Palestinian people from
exercising its inalienable righta, In this regard, the
Heads of State or Government observed that the United States
continues to support 1Israel in many areas, particulaily by
establishing a free 2zone agreement for mutual co-operation
within the framework of their "strategic alliance” which
threatens th? security of the region, and the world, and
confirms 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
defiance of the Hague and Geneva Conventions and the principle
of permanent s8sovereianty of States over their natural
resources and wealth, and called upon all States ang
international bodies to abstain from recognizing Israel's
auth- rity and to refrain from any co-operation with it,

166. The Heads of State or Governmen:t 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 1Israel 1in the
diplomatic, economic, military and cul:ural fields and in the
sphere of maritime and air transport, and called upon the
Security Council to enforce the provisions of Chapter V71 of
the Crarter of the United Nations in order to oblige 1Israel to
put an end to 1its occupation of Arab 2and Palestinian

territories and to enable the Palestinian people to recover
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their national rights, in conformity with the relevant
resolutions of the United Nations 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 problen,
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 of 29 June 1980. The Heads of State or Government
emphasized that the participation in the Conference of all
parties direrily concerned in the Arab-Israeli conflict,
including the PLO and the Permanent Members of the United

Nations Security Council, will be a sine qua 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

United Nations General Assembly in its resolution 38/58 C
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concerning the Middle East crisis, 1in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and ''nited Nations resolutions
pertaining to the Arab-Israeli conflict.

169. The Heads of State or Government stressed the
Security Council's responsibilities in prc 'iding an adequate
ingstitutional framework for guaranteeing compliance with
agreements stemming from this Conference, and condemned the
negative United States and Israeli 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 imed at reducing tensions and increasing security
in the region, in conformity with the relevant resolutions of
the United Nations General Assembly, in particular
resolution 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 or Government strongly condemned
Israel'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 1loss of 1life among Tua:isian and
Palestinian civilians and the damage to property resulting
from the attack on the premises of the PLO, desijgned 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
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Israel not to resort to such acts and to pay adequate
compensation to Tunisia for the damage it had suffered. The
Heads of State or Government affirwmed their sympathy,
solidarity ana support for the Government of Tunisia 1in the
face of this aggression.

172. The Heads of State or Government condemned the act of
piracy by 1Israel on 4 February 1986 in intercepting and
forcibly diverting a Libyai civilian aircraft 1in 1international
airspace and its declared intention of persisting in
committing such acts. The Heads of State or Covernment urged
the international community to take urgent and effective
measures to prevent Israel from repeating such terrorist and
provocative acts which Jjeopardized the 1livee and safety of
passengers and crew and violated provisions of internatjional
conventions safequarding 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 Israeli terrorism and piracy.

173. The Yeads of S ate or Government stressed the urgent need
to adopt appropriate measures to counter the threat posed to
Africa's regional security by Israel, taking inte account 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 <criminal apartheid régime
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.

XVIIXI. ISRAELI AGGRESSION AGAINST IRAQI NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS
174. The Heads of State or Government condemned Israel for 1its
armed aggression against 1Iraqi nuclear installations, which
are subject to the safeguards of the 1International Atomic
Enerqy Agency (IAEA), 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 (198l1). The Heads of State or Government
observed that 1Israel has not committed itself as yet not to
strike or threaten nuclear installations in Iragq or elsewhere,
including installations subject to the safequards 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 rhreaten peaceful nuclear
installations in 1Irag or elsewhere 1in contravention of the
Charter of the United Nations .nd 1in violation of the TIAEA
safeguards system. The Heads of State or Covernment also
gstressed their rejection of the ittempts made by some States
to delete the 1item "The armed 1Israeli aggression on the
peaceful Iragi nuclear installations" from the agenda of the
United Nations 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 as a wrole had undertaken to
give its support to the Palestinian people in their Jjust
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, 3just and durable solution to the situation in
the Middle East cannot be achieved without the total and
unconditional withdrawal of 1Israel 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 1Israeli 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 1srael, 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 peopl~ 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, 1including 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 1leadership 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 »f rcthe Palestinian people and
the right of the FLO 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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rreedom-fighters. They equally condemned the armed aggression
perpetrated by 1Israel 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 gquestion 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 Assembly
resolutions 3236 (XXIX) and ES-7/2 of 22 November 1974 and
29 June 1980, respectively, and 1Israel's total, immediate 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
implementation of General Assembly resolution 38/58 C of 13 December 1983
and stressed anew the necessity for the early convening of the
International Peace Conference on the Middle E£ast, emphasizing the major
respongibility shouldereua by the Security Council in facilitating the
convening of the Conference and providing the appropriate institutional
arrangements to qgquarantee the implementation of the expected agreements

of the Conference. The Heads of State or Government condemned the



negative attitude of 1Israel 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
conference.

183. The Heads 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 (1982), 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 tpis 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
njron-fist" 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 Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their
rejection of all 1Israeli policies and practices aimed at
altering the geoqraphic features of the occupied Palestinian
and other Arab territories, 1including Jerusalem, or altering
the demographic structure therein, particularly Israel's plans
to displace and transfer Palestinian 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 1Israel 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 1Israeli
policies aimed at bringing the influx of new Jewish immigrants
to settle 1in occupied Palestine which takes place at the
expense of the indigenous Arab population who suffer the yoke
of 1Israeli 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 1Israel or world zionism facilities or encouragement
under any form whatsoever as 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 wurgent action by the
non-aligned countries for the boycott of 1Israel in the
diplomatic, economic, military and cultural fields and the

*Reservation: Zaire
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area of sea and air traffic and also ¢i'ging the
Security Council to apply the provisions of Chapter VII of the
Charter of the United Nations againct Iasrael. They further
urged all States to refrain from any co-operation with the
Zionist régime 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 sState or Government strongly condemned the
aggression committed against the holy places in the
Palestiniun and other occupied Arab territories. 1In this
context, they expressed full support for the relevant
resolutions adopted by the Organizat.on of the 1Islamic
Conference.

190. The Heads of State or Government exprcossed anew their
support of the Arab Peace Plan adopced by the Twelfth Arad
Sunmit 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 Augqust 1985. They further affirmed
their support for the resolutions adopted in support of the
Peace Plan by Arab and other international conferences.

191. The Heads of State or Governnent welcomed the efforts of
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 efforts t> resolve the

Palestinian 1ssue, which 1is the core of the Middle East
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crisis. sherefore, they decided that the Committee should
continue its work with a view to contributing to the convening
ol the 1International Peace Conference on the Middle East under
the auspices of the United Nations, actively approaching the
members 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 Palestine in
a manner conducive to a comprehensive, lasting and 3just
solutior to the Middle East crisis. They also decided that
Zimbauwe, as current Chairman of the Movement, become an
additional member of the Committee and its Chairman.

XX. LEBANON

192. The Heac., of (tate 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 feventh summit Conference. They demanded the full
implementation of Security Council regsolutions 425 and
426 (1978), 568 (1982) and 509 (1%82) calling for the
immediate and unconaitional withdrawal of 1Israeli forces from
all Lebanese territories and for the deployment of UNIFIL ard
the Lebanese army up to the internationally-recognized
boundaries of Lebanon. They also declared their solidarity
with the Lebanese people and Government and reaffirmed
their full support for Lebanon's safety, for its
territorial integrity, and for ics right to exercise
sovereignty thrcughout its territories within its

jnternationally-recognized boundaries.
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193. The Heads of State or Jovernment condemned the 1Israeli
aggressaion 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 violation 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 Heads of State or Government urged the
United Nations to ensure the protection of the civilian
popalation, 1including the Palestinian refugees who live under
Israeli occupation,

XXI. INDIAN OCEAN AS A ZONE OF PEACE

194, The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the
determination of Non-Aligned States to continue their «fforts
to achieve the goals coniained in the Declaration of the
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace and as considered at the
Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States of the
Indian Ocean in July 1979, as well as at the subsequent
meetings 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 Fower military
presence, foreign Dpas:s, military installations, 1logistical
supply facilities, nuclear w.apons and Wz MNns 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 Heads of State or Government viewed with alarm and
great concern the continuous eoscalation of great Power
military presence 1in the 1Indian Ocean area, 1including the
expansion and upgrading of existing bases and the search for
new base facilities, as well as 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 Heads of State or Government expressed their full
support for the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of
Peace adoptea by the United Nations General Assemply in
resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971. and urged its
early implementation. They also noted that, notwithstanding
the efforts 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 obstriuctionist attitude
adopted by some States. They urged the United Nations
Ad Hoc Committee to complete its preparation for the
Conference strictly in accordance with its mandate.

197. The Heads of State or Government resolved to continue
their endeavours 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
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maritime uuers, as well as co-operation by those States

wi*h

the Littoral aond Hinterland States, which was essential for

the success of the Conference.

XXIXI. ANTARCTICA

198. Recalling the relevant provisions of the Declaration

of

the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government of

Non ‘Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi from 7 to 12 March

1983, the H~»ads of State or Government noted the increasing

international interest in the «continent of Antarctica,

evidenced by the deliberations wh.ch took place during

as

the

subsequent sessions of the General Assembly, the meetings of

the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and the OAU Surmit,

as

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 interests of all mankind.

Antarctica should be used forever exclusively for peaceful

purposes, should not become the scene or ject

of

international discord and should be accessible to all nations.

199, The Heads of State or Government noted the various

resolutions adopted by the Unlted 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., The Heads of State or Government

reiterated their conviction that the interest of

_—

the

foos
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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 s8hould 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 r&gime of Sovth Africa 1is a Consultatijve
Party to the Antarctica Treaty, and in the 1light of
United Nations General Assembly resolution 40/156C urged the
Consultative Parties to exclude that ré&gime 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.

XXIII. CYPRUS

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

unilateral declaration of independence of 15 November 1983,

Vi
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made by the Turkish Cypriot leadership, as legally invalid and
called fcor its withdrawal. ‘Likewise, they deplored all
sabsequent separatist actions and other illega) 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 Heads of State or Government stressed the urgent need
for the voluntary return of the refugqees to their homes in
safety, respect for the human rights and the fundamental
freedoms of all Cypriots 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 Heads of State or Government considered that the
de facto situation created by force of arms and unilateral
actions should not in any way affect the solution of the
problem,

207. The Heads of State or Government supported tlie
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 viable solution
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of the Cyprus problem based on the Charter of the
United Nations and resolutions on Cyprus.

208, Finally, the Heads of State or Government reaffirmed all
previous declarations and communiqués of the Non-Aligned
Movement and demanded the immediate 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 dgrave concern
over the escalation and aggravation of the situation in the
Mediterranean, the exertion of military and other forms of
pressure on the non-aligned countries in the area, continuous
bloc confrontation, increased military presence and
concentration of mnilitary effectives and arsenals of weapons,
including nuclear weapons of great Powers, foreign bases and
fleets, ac well as over the continued existence of hotbeds of
crisis, occupation and aggression in this region.

210. They condemned the military exercises and other
demonstrations of military power near the tervitorial water
and airspace of 1littoral States which lead to the outbreak of
very serious 1incidents 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 use 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 gsecurity in the Mediterranean, welcomed the agreement
embodied in the Declaration for Mediterranean Peace adopted at
the meeting in Valletta in September 1984.

213. Supporting the orientation of the Mediterranean memberc
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries towards making
continuous 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 Mediterranzan 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 reqion 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 to 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, bvases and other military facilities against
non-aligned Mediterranean States and not to permit foreign
forces to wuse 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 reczlled 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
Communiqué issued by the Emergency Meeting of Ministers and
Heads of Delegation of the Co—ordinatiﬁg 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 unpfovoked aggression, which éonstitutes 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 full and
immediate 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 1its 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 rfevolution
with the purpose of eliminating him and his fanmily is
considered a drave precedent in international relations and a
crime that is devoid of any political or moral value.

217.* Bearing in mind the responsibilities of the
Security Council for the maintenance of international 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 zaggression by the United States
against the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya by the
mi 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 session 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« 3 of State or Government welcomed the efforts for
the relaxation of tension in Europe, the continent with the
highest concentrations of military 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-:ange nuclear missiles
deployed on the European continent. They assessed that, if
successful, these negotiations could constitute a historical
turn 1in arresting the nuclear arms race and possibly .cversing
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 1in Europe (CSCE) 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 1important and constructive factor
in the relaxation of East-West tensicans. The role played by

these countries in the Stockholm Conference on Confidence-and



-102-

fecurity-Building Measures and Disarmament 1in Furope, as in
the CSCE process as a whole, 1is' complementary to the global
efforts of the Non-Aligned Movement and constitutes concrete
irplementation of the principles and policies of non-alignment
ir Burope.

220. The Heads of State or Government expressed the hope that
the vresults of the Stockhoim <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 broadcer and more
substantial process of negotiatiuns on disarmament in "urocpe.
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 <discuss, on the basis of tull equality, all
questions affecting security and co-operation in the
Mediterranean.

772, The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
that many European countries weiLe taking an increasing
interest in the activities of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, as well as 1. co-operat on with non-aligned
countries,

XXVII. LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN

222. The Heade of State or government recomnized that the
Latin American and Caritbean :egion ls among those which have

been more dairectl; affected by the acts of agg:ession of
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colonie? powers and imperialism, Latin America and the
Caribbean suffe:s the wors* economic <crisis since the Sccond
World WwWar, and 1is the most indebted region in the world,
facing a growing deterioration of the livirg conditions »>f 1its
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 c¢xercise of
their sovereignty, 1in accordance with the principles and
obiectives £ the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and with
their 1inalienable 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 unity, solidarity
and co-operation through various regional integration efforts.
They noted the emergence of a common Latin American
consciousness of the need to find solutions to the grave
political and economic problems nf the region, 1in particular,
the Central American conflict and the enourmous external debt.

224, The Heads of State or Government pointed out with deep
concern that the prevailing situation in Central America
constitrrtes 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 Group of countries in the search for a diplomatic
golution, the criris has woruse.ed because of imperialist

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

225. The Heads of State or Government condemned the escalation
of aggression, military attacks an? other actions against
Nicaragua's sovereignty, political independence, territorial
integrity, stabijity and self-determination. In this context,
they particularly condemned the violation of its airspace ard
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 droups; acts of sabotage, air and
nava. attacks, the mining of the country's main ports; and the
imposition of <coercive economic meas.res, including the trade
embargo. Such terrorist practices bave caused the deaths of
i housands of Nicaragqguans, resulted in heavy economic losses
an” hindered Nicaragua‘'s normal development.

226. ine Heads of State Jr 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 overthrnw the Government of
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Nicaragua; and that they incieace the risk of a regional 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 United States Congress had approved
the allocation of further funds totalling US$100 million to
its mercenary contra army, authorizing the open participation
of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) in its direction and
control as well as the porticipation of military advisers,
members of the Special Forces of the United States Armed
Forces in the training cof the mer. aary forces for the purnose
of overthrowing the legitimately-constituted Governient of
Nicaragua. They strongly condemned this immoral and illegal
act which violates accepted norms of international behaviour
and law. They emphasized that this blatant act of aggression
against the Républic of Nicaragua not only violates the
sovereignty, political independence and self-determination of
that country, a Member of the Non-Aligned Movement, but also
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 withk Nicaragua and demanded tl e immediate cessation
of all threats and hostile 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 1increase 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 and 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 1International
Court of Justice delivered on 27 June 1986, especially the
findings of tl.e Court that the United States, by 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 1is under an obligation to make
reparations to the Republic of Nicaraqua; 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 &an authentic regional initiative for solving the

Central American problem by peaceful means and urged all




-107-

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 Group
for the Contadora Group, composed of Argentina, Brazil, Peru
and Uruguay, and were confident that this initiative would
contribute significantly to strengthening the efforts for peace
in the region.

232. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the Message cf
Caraballeda, issued by the Contadora Group and the Support Group on
12 January 1986, which was endorsed hy the Foreign Ministers
of the Central American States in Janu>yry 1986 and was
reaffirmed at Punta del Este, Uruguay. They expressed the hope
that these efforts and the implementation of the simultanenus
actinn envisaged 1in the Message will lead to the resumption of
the process of negotiation and dialojue essential for the
peaceful solution of the Central American «c¢risis. They
reiterated that the steps referred to must be taken
simultaneously in order to strengthen the reciprocal
confidence needed to secure peace, it being unacceptable to
gselect some of them to the detriment of others. It should be
stressed that each step 1is valid 1in itself. Consequently,
none of them can be made conditional upon others, since they
represent a political and iegal duty for each State.

233. 1f an atmosphere conducive to peace and co-operation in
Central America is tou be achieved, it 1is necessary that
concrete actions are tuken 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 United States Administration to resume
negotiations with the Government of Nicaragua with the object
of normalizing bilateral relations and for the purpose of
sncuring a peaceful settlement of the conflict in
Central America guided by the principles of mutual 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
quest for a peaceful settlement of the Central American crisis
within the Contadora process.

235. The Heads of State or Government appealed to all parties
corcerned to facilitate the establishment of an atmosphere of
mutual trust necessary for achieving a Jjust and durable
settlement of the <c¢risis in the region, based on ensuring the
security of all States and respect for their sovereignty,
national independence anéd self-deternination, by adopting a
constructive attitude regarding the simultaneous
implementation of the Caraballeda Plan apprcved by the Central
American countries in the Guatem.la beclaration.

236. The Heade of State or Government were of the view that
the dismantling of foreign military bases, the withdrawal ot
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 contrinute to the search for a ponlitical

and negotiated solution to the problems of Central 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 estab'ishing the climate of confidence that
was needed in order to achieve a just and lasting solution to
the conflict affecting the region, and to cegpect the
princip.es of int2rnational 1law so as to avoid increasing
tensions and thus help to create the conditions for peace.

238. The Heade of State or Government welcomed the agreements
between Nicaragua and Costa Rica tc establish the political
basis for the formation of a commission of supervision and
control of the border area, and they urged the Covernment of
Cost.a 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 bnorder 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. 1In this connection they expresced
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 Luxembcurg

,/oon
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in November 1985, as well as the next Conference which it 1is
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 cof Friends of the Chairman of
the Co-crdinating 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. .nhe Heads of State or Government reiterated their
profound concern at the continued deterioration of the
situation in El1 Salvador due to the deepening ec)nomic,
political and :ocial problems and the increased imperialist
intervention taat has intensified the armed conflict
throughout the country. They recalled that through its
resolution 39/119 of 1984, the General Assembly of the
United Nations requested "al?l States to refrain from
intervening in the internal situation in E!} Salvador and,
instead of supplying arms or helping in any way to proulong 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 to adopt a
constructive attitude conducive to the attainment of a
politicai 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 violations of human rights th t continue to be

committed in E1 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 gqovernment:
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
increasiny 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 El1 Salvador to resume dialogue with the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front-Democratic
Revolutionary Front (FML}/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 request to them made by the General Assembly through
its resolution 40/139 "as agreed in the meeting of La Palma,
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 negotiations
tetween the parties can a lasting negotiated comprehensive
political solution to this crisis be achieved and urged the
Government of E1 Salvador and the revoclutionary forces, the
FMLN/FDR, to renew immedia*tely 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 not e 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 constitutional Government,
They expressed concern at the continued viclence 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 1in recent
years as well as the full exercise of humar rights.

245. The Heads of State or Government expressed their deep
satisfaction at the holding of the historic meeting of the
five Central American Prersidents in Esquipulas, Guatemala, on
25 May 1986, at which they stated that peace in Central
America can result only from a democratic, pluralist and
participatory process -involving promotion of social justice,.
respect for human rights, sovereignty and tecritorial
integrity of States and the right of all nations to choose,
freely and without external interference of any kind, 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 [latin America and the Caribbean, and they reiterated the

non-aligned countrieg' full solidarity with the peoples of the

/oo




-113-

region which are still in a colonial situation. As 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 Ffact
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 1slands, and they observed
with concern the intention to install new ones, such as the
one planned for Easter 1Island, which constitutes a threat to
peace and szcurity i~ the region.

248. The Heads of State or Government demanded the immediate
and unconditional 1lifting of the economic blockade and the
cessation of all other forms of pressure against Cub2 by the
United States., They strongly condemned the recent escalation
of threacs of aggression and violation of Cuba's terri.orial
waters and airspace, especially by espionage vehicles, as well
48 the blockade in the spheres of finance, credit and trade.
They reaffirmed the Movement's solidarity with Cuvba and its
full support for Cuba's just demand that the United State:
return the area 1illegally occupied by the Guantanamo Naval
Base and compensate ‘he Cuban people for the material damage

sutfered.
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249, The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the need to
eradicate colonialism in all its forms and manifestations 1in
conformity with United Nations General Assembly resolution
1514 (XV) and, in this regard, they reiterated their support
for the Puerto Rican people's inalienable right to
self~determination and independence 1in accordance with the
above resolution and taking full account ~»f the resolution
adopted on 14 August 1985 by ¢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.
250. The Heads of sState or GCovernment expressed concern at
reports pertaining to the imrrisonment of Puerto Rican
patriots in the United States and urged that country to
respect the civil rights of all Puerto Rican patriots.
251. The Heads of State or Government expressed their
solidarity with and full support for the people of Haiti 1in
relation to their struggle for the full restoration of civil
liberties ~nd human, political and economic rights 1in that
country. They expressed their respect for the
self-determination of the Haitian people and their concern at,
and s8trong condemnation of all manifestations or, interference
in the internal affairs of Haiti ‘/hich might impede the free
exercise by the people of their right to choose their
political and ecunomic 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

-



-115-

determine freely their political, 2conomic and social systems.
They noted that, in spite of United Nations General Assembly
resolution 38/7, foreign military personnel are still 1in
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
developments 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-revoulutionary
activities and that mercenary activities had taken place in
the eastern border area resulting in the 1loss 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 used 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,




-116-

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 interes: 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 upon 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 Cana)l) to
Panamanian property ané control 1in 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 the C(Jvernment of Guyana to consolidate its
independence and sovereicnty 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 tne dispute for consideration by the
United Nations Secretary-General, 1in str.ct compliance with
the Geneva Agreement of 1986. They welcomed the recent
improveme: . in Guyana/Venezuela relations and expressed the
hope that this would jiead ¢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 restored through
negotiations. They reiterated their call for vhe 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 ~eaffirmed the need
that the said solution should A4duly take into account the
interests of thc population of the 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 stitutes
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that might be negotiated. This would ensure a speedy, peaceful
and Jjust 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 40/21, the Government of
Argentina had confirmed its readiness to resume the
negotiations requested by the General Assembly, and they uirged
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 1Islands, which
include a strategic airport, are a cause for qreat 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 purposes 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 naticns of the region.

264. The Heads of State or Government, noting the high level
of unity 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 golidarity with them and demanded
that the military Jjunta 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 1legitimate 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 2zone 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
Additicnal Protocols to the Treaty, and strongly condemned the
introduction of nuclear weapons 1into 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 to 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 solutions and te make efforts 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 effective exercise of political
ideological pluralism constitute important factors in the
p ogress of the peoples of the region,

XXVIII. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF
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 1Independence 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 Goverament were disturbed
that the colonial Powers continued to ohstruct and impede :he
struggle for the complete elimination of colonialism in all
its forms and manifestationa.

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 use 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 1Islands, Micronesia and other
dependent territories contirued, the notorious system of
colonialisii 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
from exploiting these territories or misusing the:. 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 Stdte or Covernment reiterated their
conviction that the struggle for n&ational independence is a
legitimate means of eliminating colonialism in its many forms
and manifestations and urged all States to increasc their
moral, political, diplomatic and material support +0 movements
of national liberation which are struggling for
self-determination and independence in conformity with the
relevant resolutions of the United Nations, 1in particular

resolution 2525 (XXV) of the General Assembly.
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275. The Heads of 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 to the
implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

XXIX. RIGHT TO DEVELOPMENT

276. The Heads of State or Government 3tressed the importance
for the non-aligned and other developing countries of the item
entitled "Right to development”, which is beiny examined in the
relevant bodies of thy United Nations, and urged all membors of
the Movement to pay their utmost attention to this item.

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

XXX. INTEKNATIONAL TERRORISM

278. The Heads of State or Government were deeply perturbed by
the world-wide escalation of acts of terrorism, including
State terrorism, in all 1its forms, which endanger or take
innocent human 1lives, jeopardize fundamental freedoms, have an
increasingly deleterious effect on international relations and
may endanger the very territorial inteqrity 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 organizing, instigating, assisting or
participating 1in terrorist acts in other States or acquiescing
in activities within their territories towards the commission
of such acts,

279. The Heads of State or Government however emphasized that
the legitimate struggle of peoples under colonial and racist
régimes and all forms of foreign domination and occupation,
and of their national 1liberation 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
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and the
principles of non-alignment can in no way be considered or
equated with terrorism.

280, Mercenarism or the activities of soldiers of fortune are
a key element of international terrorism, and thus constijitute
an international <crime. In the 1light of the harmful e.fects
which the activities of mercenaries have had on a number of
non-aligned member 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 of African Unity, as well as the
United Nations 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 obligations
und2r the various international conventions by forbidding the
recruitment, use, financing, treining, transit and directing
»¥ mercenaries and by severely punishing them when apprehended.

XXXTI, NON-AGGRESSION 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 1loss to 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-Aligned Countries. They recalled the principles of the
Charter of ¢the United Nations outlawing aggression and any
threat or use of force 1In 1internaticnal relations: and the
obligation to resort to peaceful settlement of disputes, which
remain central to the philosophy of peaceful coexistence
advocated by non-aligned countries.

283, They recalled the definition of aggression embodied |{n
General Assembly resolution 3314 (XXIX) and the Declaration on
Principles of 1International Law concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations, embo ed in General Assembly resolution
2526 (XXV), and maintained that a war of aggression in
international relations is considered to be the most seriov:

breach of international law and non-aliqgqned principles, ..
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wvell as a crime against humanity which gives rise to
international responsibility. ‘They also maintained that
execntion of international collective punitive measures
adopted in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations
vis-d-vis acts of ago ession will result in enhancement and
re3pect for the obser ance of internatiounal law.
284. They exp-essed their full support for adoption of a
universa. declaration on non-use of force in international
1lations and pledged themselves to work towards that end in
the United Nations Special Committee on Enhancing the
Effectivenass of the Principle of Non-Use of Force in
International Relations, To this effect they pledged
themselves to work during the forty-first session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations in order to expedite
the work of the Special Committee along the aforementioned
lines.
XXXII. PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES
285. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern that,
in recent years, disnutes and contlicts among non-aligned
countries have been exacerbated and that some of them were
causing serious human and material 1loss to the economies of
the countries concerned and posing threats to the peace and
progress of their peoples, as well as to the cohesion,
effectiveness and solidarity of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries. They regarded the persistence of this negative
phenomenon as undermining the role a i the efforts of
non-aligned countries to strengther international peace and

security. They reiterated the need to abide strictly by the
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principles of the Charter of the United Nations and of
peaceful coexisi :nce, especially those regarding respect for
the independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of
States, non-interference in their internal affairs and
refraining from the threat or use of force 1in international
relations and respect ftor the obligations arising out of
treaties and other sources of international law. They recalled
that the principles 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 Heads of State or Government urged that all
non-aligned countries should adhere to and implement the
decismsions of the United Nations Security Council ind
General Assembly and fully utilize the procedures for the
amicable settlement of disputes envisaged in the Charter of
the United Nations, including negotiation, inquiry, mediation,
conciliation, arbitrat?ion, judicial settlement, resort to
regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means of
their own choice.

287. In this context, they recalled the regquest made by the
Seventh summit Conference of Heads of ~“tate or Government of
Non-Aligned Countries, in paragraph 170 of its Political
Declaration, tc¢ the Non-Aligned Co-ordinating Bureau in New
York to finalize the composition of the Working Group set up at
the Ministerial Meeting inr Havana to study proposals and
working papers submitted on the subject of peaceful settlement
of disputes, as well as any others to be submitted in future,

with a view to the preparation of ar appropriate 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-ended.

XXXITXI. NON-INTERVENTION AND NON-INTERFERENCE

288. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their support
for the Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention and
Interference in the 1Internal Affairs of States, contained in
United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/103 and for the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operation among Stautes in accordance
with the Charter of the United Nations, as embodied in General
Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV). They reiterated that violation
of the principles »f non-intervention and non-interference in
the internal and externa: affairs of States 1is unjustifiable
and unacceptable under any circurstances. They noted with
grave concern that policies of intervention and interfer#nce,
pressure and the threat or use of force continue to be pursned
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 its 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 qoals and objectives of UNESCO and its role as the
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predominant and most appropriate universal forum for
international co-operation in the fields of education,
science, culture and information. They reiterated that
programmes and activities under UNESCO's mandate should
reflect the interests, aspirations, and socio-cultural values
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 Nations system. They addressed an
urgent call to States that have withdrawn from UNESCO to
reconsider their decision,

291, The Heads 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 programmes and activities decided
upon at the Conference,

XXXV. RIGHT OF NATIONS TO PRESERVE THEIR CULTURE AND
NATIONAL HERITAGE

292. The Heads of State or Government affirmed the right of
non-aligned countries to protect their culture and safequard
their national heritage, which are the cornerstone for
upholding their cultural identity. They rejected all attempts
at intervention or interference which bhamper the free and full
exercise of this right. The Heads 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 praocess of decolnnization.

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 councrie3 in the field of information and the mass
media so as 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 1in particular the
significant contribution made by the Non-Aligned News Agencies
Pool established among non-aligned countries towards the
decolonization of information and towards countering
tendentious reporting and mass media campaigns against
non-aligned countries and national liberatio.n movements.

295. The Heads cf State or Government recognized the
importance of the Non-Aligned News Agencies Ponl and their
outstanding role 1in 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.
/.'l
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296. The Heads of State or Government took note with
satisfaction of the results of the Fourth Conference of the
Non-Aligned News Agencies Pool, held in Havana from 17 to 22
March 1986, and endorsed its resolutions and the Havana
Programme of Action.

297. The Heads of State or Government welcomed the 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 1in 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 Heads of State or Government expressed satisfaction
at the activities of the 1Intergovernmental Council in the
implementation of the decisions of the General Conference of
Ministers of 1Information of Noun-Aligned Countries. In this
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 recommendations on the
non-aligned countries.

299, The Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries
noted with satisfaction the 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 governments of the noun-aligned
countries to contribute actively .0 the s8success of the
Conference whose task is to identify future strategies for the
development of co-operation in all information-related
activities,

300. The Heads of S.ate or Government atfirmed the important
contribution of the Non~Aligned News Agencies Pool to the flow
of information among non-aligned countries and called for
further efforts to accelerate this process. They also
expressed support for the Pool's 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 Heads 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 in 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 1like PANA, BONAC and 1IGC, 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 information and communication-related
technologies 1in 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 1in 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 otf information, education, science and culture,
and congratulated UNESCO for 1its 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 all thy necescary steps in order to
strengthen the role of UNESCO.

308. The Heads of State or Government agreed on the need to
strengthen co-ordination within the United Nations uystem,
with a view to applying the principies of the New
International Information and Communication Order and agreed
to support the United Natjons Departmant of Public Information so that it
could ircrease printed and audio-visual information, enhance
public awareness of the 1issues of interest to non-aligned
countries and ensure more coherent coverage and better
knowledge in areas which have priority, such as international
peace and security, disarmament, peace-keeping and
peace-making operations, decolonization, Palestine, Namibia,
the promotion of human rights, the right of people to
self~-determination, apartheid, and rac:al discrimination,
economic and social development 1iscves, the integration cof
women 11 the struggle for peace and development, the
establishment of the New International Economic Order and the
New International Inforwation and Communication Order. They
commended with deep appreciation the positive role played by
the United Nations and UNESCO in fostering co-operation among

the non-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 Movement and the New International
Information and Comnunication Order, and because it violates
international rules and standards in the field of radio
broadcanting 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 complete gets of
authenticated documents of all future non-aligned meetings
held in their respective countries to the Non-~Aligned
Documentation Centre in Colombu as the repository of documents
relating to the Confer=nce and Meetings of thae Non-Aligned
Movement.

312. The Heads of State or Government urged that there should
be continuous and regqular interaction and exchanqge of
experieince among the media and training personnel of the
non-aligned countries,

XXXVII. INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF PEACE

313. The lieads of State or Goveriment welcomed the
proclamation by the United Nations General Assembly, in
resolution 40/3, of 1984 as the 1International Year of Peace,
prcviding a timely impetus for initiating renew:d thought and

action for the promotion of peace and offering an opportunity
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to governments, inter-governmental and non-governmental
organizations and others to express in pra~tical terms the
common aspiration of all peoples for peace. They reiterated
the view expressed by the United Nations General Assembly
during its fortieth session that the International Year of
Peace 1is not only a celebration or commemoration, but an
opportunity to reflect and act creatively and systematically
in fulfilling ﬁhe purposes and principles of the Charter of
the United Nations and, in this regard, pledged themselves to
continue to promote, on the basis of the principles and policy
of non-alignment, positive action by States and peoples c«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
Countries. Even as the United Nations gave impetus to the
process of decolonization, the newly-emergent States, the vast
majority of which are members of the Mo'ement, brought greater
richuess and diversity to the C(rganization., They helped
transform it into a truly universal body repr2senting the free
asgsociation of States on the basis of sovereign equality and
reflecting the hopes and aspirations of people all over the
world. They reiterated their resolve to play an active role in
the forums of the United Nations system for the atta. ment of
the goals and objectives of the Movement itself.

315. The Heads of State or Government stresse” that the

United Nations 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; 1in 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 fields on
the basis of sovereign equality of States; and in the
establishment of equitable and just economic relations as well
as the strengthening of peaceful coexistence, universal
détente, disarmament and development. They acknowledged that
the United Nations and the specialized agencies had achieved
significant results in many areas of international relations
and had contributed to the economic and 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 Nations and are firmly wedded to its
principles, are determined to preserve and build upon the
achievements of the world Organization. The capacity of the
Uni ed Nations to identify and respond to potential and
emerging problems in the political as well as economic, s8social
and humanita-ian fields 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 Heads 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 Nations by the
international community and its desire to strengthen
multilateralism. The Heads of State or Governmeut, 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 Heads of State or Government expressed deep concern
at the increasingly frequent attempts to weaken and curtail
the role of the United Nations system and to erode the
principler Hf sovereign equality and democratic functioning on
which it was based. They considered that the present crisis
has its origins 1in 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 positions 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 quarters on the United Nations and 1its specialized
agencies. At the same time, decisions and resolutions of these
organizations have been increasingly 1ignored, thus weakening
the role of the United Nations as a forum for dcliberation and
negotiation of important political ard economic issues. The
Heads of State or Government noted that this process has been
exacerbated by the use of financial power to impair the

functioning of the Organization. The non-aligned countries
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were firmly of the view that any withholding from assessed
contributions to the United Nations represented a deliberate
violation of obligations under 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 upon 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
countries 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 Group of
High-level Intergovernmental Experts to Review the Efficiency
of the Administrative and Financial Functioning of the United
Nations, established by the General Assembly through resolution
40/237 of 18 December 1985, had concluded 1its work and urged
all Members of the United Natiors to give due consideration to

its report and recommendations and to work <constructively
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during the forty-first session of the General Assembly 1in
search of the common goal of improving the overall
administrative 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 Organizatien for the purpose
of promoting the role of the United Nations and recommended,
in this respect, that the Committee undertake a study of the
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 efficiency
of the United Nations.

XXXIX. STRENGTHENING OF COLLENTIVE ACTION

323, The Heads of State or Government noted the serious
deterioration of the international situation, reaffirming the
historic responsibility of the policy of non-alignment for
countering this negative trend and strengthening peace,
détente, collective security and the democratization of
international relations. They decided to strengthen the
measures for collective action in order to 1increase the
influence and role of non-alignment 1Y world affairs,
especially with reference to iapholding full observanc» 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

/e
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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
usefulness and validity of the measures approved, 1in
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-ordinating 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
pcresent Declaration should be implemented and the adoption of
the necessary measures for promoting and co-ordinating Jjoint
action that will safeguard the active and effective role of
non-aligned policies.

XI,. FURTHER GATHERINGS OF NON-ALIGNED COUNTRIES

327. The Heads of State or Government, recalling that at the
Ministerial Meet ing of the Co-ordinating 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 or South-South co-operation
would be held in Pyongyang, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, in 1987,

XLI. COMPOSITION OF THE CO-ORDINATING BUREAU

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

candidatures wculd 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
e¥plosive situation in southern Africa, express our drave
concern over the further deterioration of the situation since
our last meetirg in New Delhi. The primary cause for the
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 régime has stepped up its oppression and subjugation
of the disenfranchised and dispossessed people of South Africa
through the imposition of a state of emergency and
otherrepressive measures. We have also noted with grave
concern that several thcusand 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 ard the armed raids into Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe,
causing considerable damage to both life and property.

Taking 1into account all these factors and also bearing in
mind the inescapable responsibility of the international
community to combat apartheid, which 1is 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 tuwards 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 stration
and the racist Pretoria ré&gime 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 Namibia,



We:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(q)

(e)

(£)

reaffirm once again that United Nations Security
Council resolution 435 (1978) is the only
acceptable basis for the peaceful settlement of the
Namibian question. In this connection, we
vehemently reject and condemn the so-called linkage
as an attempt designed to perpetuate the . 1llegal
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
implementation 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

movements 1in the United States and in the western
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world to 1ntensifyv their activities for the
immediate independence of Namibia;

(9) coridemn once aga.n the so-called provisional
government in Namibia and wurge the interra*ions:
community to continue to reject it and not t¢
accord it any form of recogn‘tion;

(h) rene our call to the United Nat:ons
Security Council to impose comprehensive and
mandatory sanctions z2gainst the racist South
African régime in 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
pacrticipate actively in the United Nations General
Assembly Special Session on Namibia, scheduled to
be held from 17 to 20 Septemuer 1986, To
demongtrate the importence we attach 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, of the

rising tide of resistance and defiance by the South African

/eon



-147-

rasses, The escalation of the armed struggle both 1in 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 by the Commonwealth Heads of State or
Government at their meeting in Nassau 1in 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 sanctions against South Africa in accordance
with Chapter VII 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 <Council to impose compreheunsive and

mandatory sanctions against Socuth Africa under Chapter VII of
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the Charter of the United Nations (CM/Res.1952/XL of the OACU).
Pending the adoption of comprehensive and mandatcry 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 products to 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 régime;

-
s
S

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 of
agricultural products, coal, uranium, iron and
steel etc.;

(q) enac ment of legislation or 1doption of other

measures to comply with United Maticns Decree No. 1

for the Protection of the Natural Resources of

Namibia enacted by the United Nations Council for

Namibia in 1974;
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h) termination 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;

(3) cessation of all academic, cultucal, 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 of 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 companieaz,

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

We also wurge all States to increase material and
financial assistance to the nppressed and struggling people of
South Africa through their nationa! 1liveration movements to
enable them to step up their struggle against apartheid and
for the establishment of a non-racial and representative
government in South Africau,

W also take note of the resolution of the twenty-second
Assembly of the Grganization 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 is a crima against humanity". We recommend

that this resolution, aimed at sensitizing the youth on the
guestion 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 with 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 subjugating 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 Nations
Security Council resolution 435 (1978) on Namibia.

We fully endorse the statement by the twenty-second

Assembly of the Organization of African Unity of Heads of
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State and Government (AHG/STS)(XXII) on the «critical situation
in southern Africa as well a3 the measures contained therein,
in particular the following:
"(g) provision of necessary resources to front-line
States to enhance their defence capacity;

(h) mobilization of assistance for the front-line and
other neighbouring States to enhance their capacity
to withstand the effects of sahotage, economic
blackmail and economic aggression hy the racist
ré&gime;

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

In this connection, we decide to establish a Solidarity

Fund for Southern Africa to which we s8hall contribute

generously. The Fund shall be wused to provide emergency
assistance as well as long-term assistance for infrastructural
development in order to lessen 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

1. The objectives of which are:

(a)

(b)

to strengthen the economic and financial capability
of the front-line States to fight the apartheid
régime of Pretoria and to support the liberation
movements in South Africa and Namibia in their
unrelenting struggle against racist and colonialist
oppression;

to assist the front-line States to enforce
sanctions against South Africa and to cope with any

retaliatory economic action by the racist régime.

2, To achieve these objectives, the following measures will

be taken.

(1)

(ii)

(iifi)

(iv)

(v)

to relieve shortages of essential commodities
consequent upon enforcement of sanctions against
South Africa, including establishment of a
strategic reiief reserve;

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

to reaspond effectively to the negative trade
effects of action against the South African regime;
to assure continued availability of o0il and other
forms of energy; |

to assist in ensuring safe functioning of vital

economic installations and networks;

Y
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(vi) to develop human skills for =ffective management of
national economies;

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

3. The FUND Committee will consist of the following

member States:

1. India Chairman

2. zambija Vice-Chairman

3. Zimbabwe
4. Nigeria

5. Algeria

6. Congo

7. Yugoslavia
8. Peru

9. Artgentina

,/'ao
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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 1International Conference for the Immediate
Independence of Namibia held in Vienna from 7 to 11 July 1986,
express our indignation over the continued illegal occupation
of that territory and the brutalization of 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 ill-conceived policy of "linkage" pursued by the
United States of America.

Conscious of the persisting scandalous situation, we do
he' ¢by 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)

(1ii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

all States members of the non-aligned movement and
other countries as a matter of urgency to take up
the 1issue of Namibia in all international forums as
well as in their bilateral relations with the United
States acdministration in order to impress upon it
the need to abandon 1its "linkage" policy and to
co-operate fully forthwith with the United Nations
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 as 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 , Jple 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 1longer 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 Namibian 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,
1956 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, In fact, the
alternative today 1is not between war or peace, but betwWeen
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
deterioraticn 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 to 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 ard the 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 to promote a2 climate of confidence
in the world, ii- oraer to facilitate the settlement of major
internaticnal issues by peaceful means.

We wurge the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, as well as all other
nuclear-weapon states, to take immediate steps to prevent the
outb reak of nuclez: war.

As the leader of one nf Lhe two mest powerful nations on
earth, it is 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 tc the
arms race with a view to -eaching sub.tantive agreeme,ts in
the field of disarmament, including an early agreement on the
prevention of an arms race in outer spece.

It is our hope that at your next Sumnit meeting, hoth
parcties will agree o a moratoriim as a first step towards a

Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Trexty. Su~h a step would be
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greatly welcomed by the peoples of the world and would make a
major contribution to halting the nuclear arns race and
encourage progre3s in other areas of disarmament.

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

The Non-Aligned Movement 1is committed to the search for
global stability and the development of equitable
international co-operation in solving the main political and
ecornumic problems affecting the world today. We, 1its members,
are prepared to continue tc play an active part in the task of
creating a secure international environment.

A letter, 1in identical ¢t«rms, has been gent to His
Excellency, Mikhail Gorbachev, General Secrztary of 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 1into 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 destiny, and strive with
determination for a future of pedace, dignity, de' :lopment ana

progress for all.




We

Countries,

Zimbabwe.
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HARARE DECLARATION
ON THE STRENGTHEJING OF COLLECTIVE ACTION

the Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned

meeting at the Eighth Non-Aligned Summit in Harare,

Recognizing the special vulnerability of all
developing non-aligned c¢ountries to political and
economic pclicies of pressure and coercion arising
from structural constr ints and in some cases
capricious environments, pa-ticularly in the case of
land-locked developing countries, 1island developing
countriee, least developed countries, the front-line
States and other independent States in southern
Africa;

Determined to presrrve the non-aligned member
ccuntries' independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity, the right of all States to equality and
effectively to participate 1in 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 collective action established by the
Lima Programme of Mutual Assistance and Solidarity
of August 1975, spelled out and approved 1in the
document on coll :ctive action of resolution No. 3 of

/
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the Economic Declaration adopted by the Conference
of Heads of 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 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 Jjoint action that will safeguard the active and
effective role of non-aligned policies;
and also declare that,

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

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

(1ii) non-alioned countries will thereupon be ready to
lend mutual assistance o the threatened cocuntry

upon request,
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I. INTRODUCTION

1. The Heads of State or Government assessed the evolution
of the international economic situation and expressed grave
concern 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 imbalances 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 1in 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 developing
countries/ and pose a serious threat to international peace
and security. In this regard, they rejiterated the commitment
of the Movement to continue to work for a restructuring of the
international economic system with a view to establishing the
New Irnternational Economic Order based on Jjustice, equity,
equality and mutual benefit,.

2. The Heads of State or Government recalled the many
important initiatives taken by the Movement of 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 expression ‘"other
developing countries®™ refers to States members of the
Group of 77.




-168-

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 positive dialogue between developed and
developing countries in the areas vital for the promotion of
durable development 1in 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, as
well as the stalemate 1in 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 stimvla-ion of the development process in
the developing countries as well as an integrated approach to
the increasingly interdependeat 1issues 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 «s long as

/

- -
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the macro-economic policies of developed countries are
incompatible with the goals and objectives of 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 serious negotiations with the developing countries
inorder to achieve the objectives of the international

consensus for development as embodied inter alia 1in 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 or Government reaffirmed their full
commitment to the principles and objectives of the Charter of
the United Nations as well .3 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 norus and practices governing the Unlited Nations system
and to assist it to overcome the present funding difficulties,.
They commended gome of those international institutions that
have contributed to economic progress in developing countriee.
In this connection, they expressed profound concern at the
recent attempis to subvert and weaken multilateralism in
general and the United Nations and its specialized agencies in
particular. They expressed tleir 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 ni 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 Duties of States, They wurged thosge developed
countries concerned to desist from implementing or threatening
to implement trade restrictions, blockades, embargoes,
sanctions or any other coercive measures or threats or use of
force incompatible with the provisions of the Charter of the
United Nations. They exprussed their full solidarity with
those non~aligrned 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 stive etforts in combating these
aagregssive acts.

6. The Heads of State or Government emphasized the 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
measures 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 atmogphoere of peace and co-operation, and 1in this context
reiterated thelr c¢all for the immediate halting of the arwms
race, tollowed by wurgent disarmament wmeasures that would
release the human, financial, material and technological
resources sorely needed for development,

7. The Heads of State or Government reiterated that
colonialignm, fmperialism, neo-coionialism, interference in
internal affairs, apartheid, zioniswm, racism and all forus
ofracial digcricination, toreign aggyregsion, occupation,
domination, hcegemony, expansionism, exploitation and
destabilization constitute fundamental obstacles to the
economic liberation of developing countries and reafficrmed
their commitment to take effective measures individually and
collectively to put an end to these practices.

8. The Headys of State or Government noted with deep concern
the critical ecconomic¢ saituation facing the countries of
Africa, where per capita incomes continue to decline, with the
growth process in many countries having come to a halt,
reducing thelr economies to a4 subsistence level., The efforts
of the i1nternational community to assigt the concerned African
states to overcome theilr emergency needs are comaendable. It
i even more important for the international community to
continue generously to assist the African States in  their
efforts to overcome the emergency and to revive the
development of their economies including the rehabilitation
and restructuring of their severely damaged infrastructure ftor
growth, They further noted with sgatisfaction that during the
Special sussion of the General Assembly on the Critical

/.
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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 1:1egional and
international financial and monetary institutions %o mobilize
urgently the necessary funds and take appropriate measures for
the total and effective implementation of the
United Nations Programme of Action for African Economic
Recovery and Development 1986-1990.

9, The Heads of State or Government, aware of the present
world economic situation 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
congsequences on 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 countries 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 1s 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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II. WORLD ECONOMIC SITUATION

10. The Heads of State or Government asgessed the world
economic situation and expressed deep concern at the worsening
crisis in the 1international economic system. They stressed
that the «crisis in the international economic system is not
merely of a cyclic nature but 1is a symptom of deep-rooted
structural saladjustment characterized by increasing
imbalances and inequities that operate inexorably to the
detriment of developing countries., They also noted that this
situation has been further aggravated by the short-sighted and
inward 1looking macro-economic policies pursued b some
developed countries which favour neither the growth of the
world cconomy as a whole nor structural r>forms in the system
of international economic relations, Thesc policies have in
many cases rcsulted in the transfer of the burden of
adjustment to the more vulnerable States members of the
international community principally the developing countries.
They further expressed 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 of State or Government, conscious of the
effects of prolonged instability in the world economy and of
the linkage between trade, money, finance &nd 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 proliferaticn of discriminatory practices in
disregard of GATT principles and practices and other trade

[
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restrictions 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 developine to developed countries and the
lack of effective multilateral surveillance on policies of
major industrialised countries. They noted with profound
concern that these factors prevailing in the global economic
environment have impaired the c¢rowth process in the world
economy in general and 1in the economies of the developing
countries in particular,

12, The Heads of State or Government noted the sharp and
continuing fall 1in the price of oil and the resultant massive
shift in income from the oil-exporting developing countries to
the developed countries, and cthey expressed concern at “‘he
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 asasistance
will have further adverse consequences N sonme other
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 accentvated the existing asymmetries
in the international economic order thus further widening the
gap between the developed and developing countries, a
situation which poses a serious threat to international peace

and security. y
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l4. The Heads of State or Government noted with regret that
most developing countries had experienced either stagnant or
declining ratea of growth during the first half of the Third
United Nations Development Decade in contrast to the
7 per cent growth rate projected in the International Development
Strateqy and the gqoals and objectives of the United Nations
Subsgtantial New Proasamme 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 (0o a danger of
further contraction and stagnation entailing extensive human
suffering as well as widespread poverty, hunger, malnutrition
and disease which threaten the social fabric of developing
countries and have core to constitute an added source of
danger to peace and security. They also noted that the limited
economic recovery in some developed countries hacq not
significantly improved the adverse econunic environment facing
the developing countries or their prospects for development,
The Heads of State or Government expressed serious concern
that such economic recovery was based on economic activities
that do not stimulate the growth of demand for commodities
produced by developing countries.

15 In the 1light of the economic uncertainties and the
extremely harsh conditions confronting the developing
countries, tha decline in officlial development asuiatance (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 1in concessional flows

to developing countries and regretted that the ODA target of

/oo.
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0.7 per cent of the groes national product (/4NP) called ifor in
the International Development Strategy for the Third United
Nations Develilopment Decade and the ODA targets of the
Subgtantial New Programme of Action for the 1980n for the Least
Developed Countries remain unfulfilled. They stressed that the
acute development probleme faced by developing countries were
due in s8ubstantial measure to the 1inadequate tranafer of
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 of the debt crisis which has now assumed gerious
international political dimensions. They also noted 4that the
enormous burden of servicing their growing external debt has
been exacerbated by the restrictive adjustment process imvosed
by the international (£ nancial and credit 1institutions, as
well as by the lack of access to financial markets and the
atagnation {n ODA, These prohlems are threatening the very
atabhility of most developing countries,

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

for African Economic Recovery and Development 1986-1$90,

/e
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ndopted by the thirteenth special sgession of the United
Nations General Assembly on tha Critical Economic Situation in
Africa, held in New vYork from 24-~31 May 1986; congratulated
the African countries on tneir efforts to atimulate their
economies and resume lasting development; and exhorted the
members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Ccountries to make
positive contributions towards the implementation of this
programme.,

18. The Heads of State or Government stressed that the
increasingly interdependent chacacter of the world economy,
increasing interrelationship of problems, interconnection of
their solutions makes it all the more urgent that both the
developed and developing countries ongage in a serious
dialoguc aimed at finding common solutions to the problems
currently confronting the international aconomy including the
rotorm of the intevnationai monetary, ¢tinancial and trading
systems in the intere¢st of both the developed and developing
countries, An integrated approach would be necessary in the
inte:related areas of money, finance, external debt, trade and
develcopment. They expressed the hope that the forthcoming
Forty-rFirst Reqgular Session of the United Nations General
Asgembly and the 8geventh gession of UNCTAD will provido
important opportunities for both the developed and daveloping
countries to work constructively towards finding a common
approach to the problems regarding the interrelated areas of

money, finance, external debt, trade and development.
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I1I. NEGOTIATIONS FOR THE ESTABLISHMEWNT OF THE NEW
INTERNATICNAL ECONOMIC ORDER.

19. The Heads of State or Government were of the view that
the persistence of the world economic¢ c¢risis underlined the
importance of pursuing fundamenta) structural adiustments in
international economic relations in order to create a just and
equitable economic system which wruld promote yrapid and
sustained world economic growth and development, especially in
the develo»ing countries, In this context, they reaffirmed
their commitment to and reiterated tha continuing validity and
relevance of the Declaration aud Prcgramme of Action on the
Establichment of the New International Economic¢ Order (eneral
Assembly resol.tions 3201 (S-VvI) and 3202 (S~-VI) of 1 moy 1974
and the Cheét.er of Economic Rights and Duties of States
General Assembly resolucion 3281 (XXIX) of 12 December 1974,

20. The Heads of State or Government deeply regretted the
lack of progress 1in 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:
neygyotiations in two phases and a Programme of Immediate
Measures 1in areas of «critical importance to developing
countries including the 1International Conference on Money and
Finance for Development, for a comprehensive reform of the

existing 1inadequate, 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 progress
had been made in the implementation of those proposals. They
once again stressed the urgent need for the implementation of
the Progremme of Immediate Measures for the reactivation of
the world eccnomy.

2l. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that the
Global Negotiations proposed by the Sixth Summit Conference
and embodied in the firamework 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 of the econcmies of the developing
countries and the s:rengthenir3 of multilateral economic
co-operation. They requested the Grous of 77 in New York to
continue 1its 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 Negotiations to be launched.

22, The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that any
negotiations bhetween the developed and the developing
countries witn a view to &solving problems connected to the
establishment of the New 1International Economic Order should
be of a universal character and should be conducted within the
framework of the United Nations.

23. The Heads of State or Govecnment reviewed the
implementation of the Charter on Economic Rights and Duties of
States as embodied in General Assembly resolution 3281 (XXIX),

4/#"
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They reaffirmed its status as an essential element 1in the
achievement of the New International Eccnomic Order and
expressed dismay at the slow progresas 4in 1its implementation.
In this context, they urged those developed countries that are
not yet party to the Charter to consider their positionsa and tc¢
uphold its principles and provisions.

24. The Heads of State or Government condemned the use by
some developed countries of coercive measures against some
developing countries, such as imposing an embargo or economic
sanctions and freezing assets, and reaffirmed that the
international community should adopt urgent and effective
means in order to eliminate such practices which have been on
the increase and have taken new forms. They £fully supported
nited Nations rasolution 40/185 of 17 December 1985, and urged
non-aligned and other developing countrias which had been subjected to
economic coercion to furnish the Secretary-General of the
United Nations with information needed for the preparation of
the comprehensive study referred to in that United Nations
regsolution,

IV. INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY

25. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the
continuing wvalidity of the goals and objectives of the
International Development Strategy for the Third United
Nations Development Decade, as contained 1in the annex to
United Nations General Agsembly resolution 35/56 of
5 pecember 1980, and emphasized that the Strategy constituted a
ke:r element for the realization cf the objectives of the New

International Economic Order.




~181~

26, The Heads of State or Government expressed disappointment
that the objectives of the International Development Strategy
for the Third Uniced Nations Development Decade remain largely
unfulfilled. They took note of the Agreed Conclusions of the
Committee on Review and Appraisal of the International
Development Strategy,., during the negotiations of which the developing
countries had demonstrated a congtructive and flexible
attitude, They regretted that even the 1limited results
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 dialoque and the intensifict .ion of
efforts within the mulcilateral context of the United Nations
and other international organizations is essential if the
international consensus €or development as embodied,

inter alia, in United Nations General Assembly

resolutions 3201 (S-VI) 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 Nations 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 others 1is counter-productive. The interrelated problems of
the world economy, especially those pertaining to money,
finance, trade and development, require an integrated coherent
and mutually supportive set of polic!.s and measures,

28. The Scventi sumniit 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 berefit. These consisted of Global negotiations and a
Programme of Immediate Measures, 1including an International
Conference on Money and Finance for Development. While the
proposals were widely welcomed as constructive, evan 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 of 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 vwidespread concern expressed by Heads of State or
Government and Poreign Ministers during the commemorative
fortieth session of the United Nations General ) .sembly,
little progress was made on substantive areas of co-operation

and in particular economic co-operation; instead, there was

/
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evidence of retrogression i gome areas. The search for
lasting solutions to the interrelated problems of the world
economy, require the joint actions of both the developing and
the developed countries. They called for appropriate action
and 1initiatives 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
world economy and in particular to developing countries. In
th.s context, the Heaas of State or Government observed that
the forthcoming seventh gegsion of UNCTAD presented an
opportune moment for the international community to make
progress on the interrelated 1issues 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
attitude 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 anda other
developing countries set up by the late Prime Minister of
India, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, in her capacity 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

VAR
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relating to the reform of the international monetary and
financial system.

32, The Heads of S8State or Government stressed 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, especially in regard to the
key interrelated issues of money, finance, debt, trade and
development. They also emphasized the need for straengthening
and broadening the position of non-aligned and other
developing countries in regard to multilateral economic
co-operation, and for formulating atrategies and enriching the
negotiating platform of non-aligned and other <Jeveloping
countries for tuture negotiations in the 1light of trends and
developments in the world economy and 1in international
economic relations,

33. Having considered the recommendation of the Ministerial
Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of non-aligned countries
held in New Delhi in April 1986 ¢to set up a Standing
Ministerial committee for Economic Co-operatinn, end having
examined the report submitted by the Bureau in this
connection, the Heads of State or Government approved the
estab) ishment of tne Standing Minisgterial 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 -jrowing
interdependence among countr:'es as well as between the various
gsectors of the world economy particularly in the i1anierrelated
areas of money, finance, trade, external debt and development,
While supporting the ongoing endeavours to resolve economic
issues in the relevant specialized agencies and organizations,
they reiterated the need for a comprehensive and high-level
dialogue to redress the present imbalances and to promote
sut .ained and balanced growth in the world economy. In this
context, they noted with interest the idea that cguch a
dialogue should proceed in an appropriate mulcilateral forum
within the United Nations system, with the full participation
of the developing countriegs. They therefore decided to
undertake further consultations 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 stimulus to
the stalemated North-South negotiations,

35. 1In this context, the Heads of State or Government
believed that in view of the changed conditions of the world
economy, 1t was necessary to continue and intensify efforts to
revive the dialogue with the Jeveloped countries and to
reinvigorate international economic co-operation., There was,
therefore, an urgent need for developed and developing
countries to work together and examine the various options
availabie for the revival of the North-South dialogue for

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

36. The Heads of State or Government stressed the need to
intensify the efforts of “he non-aligned and other developing
countries to attain collective self-reliance which would not
only enhance the negotiating strength of the developing
countries but also increase opportunities for their
development. The Heads of State or Government recalled the
Declaration on Collective 8Self-Reliance among non-aligned and
other developing countries adopted by the 8Seventh summit
conference in order to impart fresh impetus to South-South
co-operation by mobilizing 211 necessary resources and means
towards this end. They stressed that concrete and
action-oriented steps vere 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 the issue of development and urged the
non-aligned and other developing countries to maintain tueir
unity and solidarity 1in the face of adverse circumstances and
work collectively for solutions to common problems.

38. The Heads of State or Government noted with appreciation
the information provided by the Honourable

pato' Seri Dr. Mahathir Mohamad, the Prime Minister of
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Malaysia, regarding the establishment of the Non-Governmental
and I1ndependent Commission of the South for development igsues
with H.E. Julius Nyerere, the former President of the United
Republic of Tanzania, as ite Chairman. They further noted that
the Commission would be made up of personages of high standing
and expertise who would provide independent opinions and
recommendations of concrete measures and satrategies on
jmportant economic issues of concern to non-aligned and other
developing countries for the attainment of their economic
objectives.

VI. MONETARY AND PINANCIAL ISSUES AND TRANSFER OP RESOURCES
39. The Heads of State or Government were deeply concerned by
the lack of progress in on-guing efforts to effect meaningful
reform and to restructure the 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 connection, they
reaffirmed the urgent need for the restructuring of the
present international monetary and financial system and for
the early establishment of a syastem fully responsive to the
diverse and constantly changing requirements of the world
economy, especially to the needs of the developing countries.
40. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government
rejiterated the need for the early convening of the
International Conference on Money and Finance for Development
proposed by the Seventh Ssummit Conference. They commended the
Group of 77 in New York for the efforts it made during the

fortieth sessjion of the United Nations General Assembly to




this end and urged it to continue its endeavours to initiate
the preparatory process -during the forthcoming
forty-firast gession of the United Nations General Assembly.
They urged the developed countries to participate fully in a
positive and constructive manner in the establishment of the
preparatory process necessary for the convening of such a
conference with universal particij«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
as Chairperson of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
clarified the issues and provided important inputs for future
discugsionc on the substantive and procedural aspects of che
proposed coaference.

41. The Heads of State or Government noted the consideration
by the Board of the International Monetary Fund of tho reports
of the Group of 24 and the Group of 10 on the functioning of
the international monetary syatem., In this context, they
welcomed the initiatives taken by the Group of 24 and called
for urgent action to reform the international monetary and
financial system, including the adoption of appropriate
measures and mechanisms which would promote world economic
growth and development and facilitate an equitable and
symmetric adjustment process. They expressed concern that
recommenduations made by the Group of 24 in regard to these
issues had yot to receive sufficient attention by the
developed countries in the appropriate forum. They urged the

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 and level of
participation of developing countries in the decision-making
process of international monetary and financial institutions
through the restructuring of the present systems with a view
to achieving a more equitable and effective functioning of
those institutions.

43. The Heads of State cor Government were convinced of the
need to ensure, on a continuing basis, increased co-ordination
betwsen the Group of 77 and the Group of 24 (including,

inter alia, in the 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 or Government emphasized that the
existire international monetary and financial system,
par:icuiarly its institutional machinery, had proved
ingufficient to support the eftforts of the developing
countries to deal with the problems arising from their
disproportionately large, externally-induced current account
deficitsa. In this reqgard, the Heads of State or Government

reaffirmed the uryent need for action, later alia in the

following areas:

(a) the establishment of a stable and responsive
internutional monetary system which would ensure
exchange rate stability, non-inflationa., growth and
appropriate levels of liquidity through

macro-economic policy co-ordination by ma jor

/e




(b)

tc)

-190-

developed countries in a multilateral framework
involving the complementary use of monetary, fisca!
and other essential policy instruments;

effective multilateral surveillance to ensure
equitable and4 symmetric international adjustment and
to influence the adoption by developed countries of
policies supportive of growth, and particularly that
of developing rountrie:;

concerted action for the supply of adequate
international 1liquidity on an increasingly assured,
continuous and predictable basis ->ns.stent 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 of the decision to make Special

prawing Rights (SDRs) the principal reserve
asset of the international monetary system and,
in this regard, to 1issue SDRs on a regular
annual basis to ensure that their proportion in

r2eerves rises progressively;

(11) linking all allocation of SDRe to the

development needs of developing countries;

(111) an allocation of SDRs before the end 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 SDR 25 to 30 billion and the
second-year requirement should bre determined in

the 1ight of circumstances;
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(iv) ensuring the unconditional nature H»f SDRs and

(d)

(@)

(f)

(g9)

their more efficient distribution;

substantial |hanges 1in the International Monctary
Fund's condicionality criteria from demand deflation
to growth-oriented atructural adjustments that
require lengthened programme periods and increased
levels of tinancing, There should he greater
flexibility 1in the application of the conditionality
criteria, with due acccunt being taken of the causes
which gave rise to the imbalances;

the tubstantial 2xpansion of the Compensatory
Pinancing Facility, avoiding the trend towards a
hardening of its conditionality, restoration of
access limits and the extension of the Pacility to
cover not only export shortfalls but also
deterioration in terms of trade which is
quantifiable; in so far as tuis facility 1is aset gned
to compensate for temporary shortfalls in export
earnings, conditionality has little relevance, and
credits under this facility should be provided on a
virtvally automatic basis;

the drastic reduction 1i. formal access 1limits to
Fund resources in recent years was a retrograde
step. It is therefore essential to continue with t .e

enlarged access policy, necessitated inter alia by

the inadequacy of auotas;
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 as a proportion of
world trade should be reatored at least to the level
of 10 per cent which existed up to the early 1970s.
Pending adequate increase of quo.ag, the option of
borrowing by the International Monetary Fund from
other official sources should be kept open.
45. The Heads of 8State or Government noted with deep concern
the alarming levels reached in the net transfer of firancial
resources from developing to developed countries (31 billion
dollars in 198%, United Nations World Ecvonomic Survey). Thus,
interest payments from developing countries 1in 1985 alone
amounted to 54 billion dollars, while financial flows
including ODA, have continued t¢ decline in absolute and real
terms. These difficulties on the financial front have been
exacerbated by serious decline in terms of trade of
commodities, including oil, exported by these countries
(approaching 100 billion dollars in a s8single year, IMF,
UNCTAD). They reiterated their deep concern at this anomalous
trend which impairs the ability of developing countries to
provide for their basic needs or fulfil their essential
development reguirements. In this connection they r.quested
that international measures be taken to reverse tie net
transfer of resources to developed countries, Furthermore,
they expressed their support to those develuping countries
which are subject to foreign pressure or chreats for
undertaking economic policy measures to redress the imbalance
of the net transfer of resources to the developed countries.
46. The Heads of 8State or Government emphasized that the

economic crisis confronting the developing countries has been

/. .
R
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to a great extent a result of decreasing and inadequate
transfer of resources for development. They noted with deep
concern the decline in concessional flows in recent vears and
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 flows, private bank lending
and credits, The Heads of State or Government recalled that
the' Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s for the
least developed countries, adopted in 1981, also included the
commitment by the devel.,ped countries to provide 0.15 per cent
of their GNP as ODA to the less developed countries wichin the
conu.xt of the general increase of ODA flows to all developing
countries., They urgud all developing countries 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.e least developed
countries and that the transfer of resources to developing
countries should be placed on an increasingly assured,
con_inuous and predictable tasis.

47. They expressed their concern at the introduction of a new
form of conditionality 1in Official Development Assistance by
the governments of the developed countries and their official
agencies along the lines of subordinating the disbursement of
concessional resources to the settlement of outstanding

financial obligations.
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developed
increase
following
(a)

(b)
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Heads of State or Government appealed to the
donor countries. to redouble their efforts to
ODA as a matter of urgency through action on the
frontas:

the attainment of the ODA target of C.7 per 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 ODA for the
least developed countries should be achieved at the
earliest possible date, within the framework of a
general incr- ise of official development assistance
flows to all developing countries. Development
assistance should also be placed on an increasingly
agssured, continuous and predictable basis and should
result in a rational and equitable distribution
among developing countries, as expressed 1in the
Substantial New Programme of Action for the least
developed countries;
strengthening the role of the World Bank in the face
of new challenges to fulfil 1its commitments in
regpect of development, growth and poverty
alleviation, as enshrined in its Articles of
Agreement, urgently effecting a general capitul
increase of the World Bank, whose volume as a
minimum should double the current authorized
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).



(c)

(d)

(e)
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Government expressed grave concern over the
shortfall in the Bank's lending programme and
expressed stronqg opposition to any policy-based
lending or to 1linking 1its assistance to increasing
conditionality based on political considerations;
reversing the decline in International Development
Assoclation (IDA) resources, taking into account the
increased requirement of the poorer developing
countries and the inadequacy of the IDA's Seventh
Replenishment, through:

(i) an early conclusion of negotiatioi.s for the
IDA's Eighth Replenishment, which should be
substantially larger in real terms than the
IDA's Seventh Replenishment - and at least at
the level of 12 billion United States dollars;

(i1) the immediate reversal of any trend towards
diluting the quality of IDA assistance, either
through hardening of terms or thr~ugh
Jifferentiation among countries;

increasing the s8ize of the Special Facility for

Sub-Saharan Africa, with additional resource

commitments from donor countries. The appiication of

access to and terms and conditions of lending for
the Special Facility should be on a par with those
governing ODA;

substantive strengthening of existing regional

development banks which have been playing a

significant role 1in the development cf their menmber

countries. There is an urgent need to increase their
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capital base 8o that they can increase their lending
on an assured, continuous and predictable basis;

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

49. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern the
sharp decline 1in 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 mackets. They reiteraved their view that
foreign private investment could play an effective role In
promoting growth and development in developing countries, 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 State or Government underl)ined 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 concein the

growing pressures by some developed countries on international

/oo
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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 of development and
3tructural adjustments, They warned agéiinst simplistic
prescriptions 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 rejection of any attempt to introduce
into the lending policy of these institi. ‘ons conditionality
criteria based on political consideraticns 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 /ory serious
consequences which the external debt crisis wa: having for the
development process of the non-aligned countries and other
developing countries. They recognized that *he proolem of
external indebtedness 1is a direct result of tle deterioration
of the world economic situation which reflects the existing
inequalities and the unjust international cconomic order.

53. The Heads of tate or Government noted that the problem
of developing countries' external indebtedness has assumed
gerious. political and social dimensions daccentuated by the
drastic impact of the imbalances in the international
monetary, financial and trading system, They therefore

emphasized that a parochial approach to its solution 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
to financing payments abroad instead of addressing the
underlying structural problen, wasg 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, as
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
serjiousness of the external debt crisis faced by the
developing countries and 1its negative consequences for the
world economy, the international community had not yet taken
the necessary steps to promote, throngh a political
conmitment, 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 (cecaffirmed that under the present
circumstances the financial obliqgations undertaken by
deve.nping countries with «~reditors from developed countries
and mu.*ilateral 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 thelr economies.
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£ 5. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their view
that the policies of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) for
solving debt issues had proved inadequate because they failed
to taka into consideration the long-term and 8oclal
development prospects of the developing countries,
Accordingly, they stressed that IMF policy should take into
account the requircments for growth in production and
employment and should respect the capacity of individual
countries to set up and execute their adjustment plans,

5. 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 renegotiation practices
imposed by the International Monetary Fund and other
multilateral financial institutions, it i3 also a serious
matter related to the sovereignty of the State over its
natural resources and economic activities, In this reqard,
they st ated that under no circumstances should the
renegotiation processes involve conditions which remove from
the purview of the State the capacity to define its own
economic policy and the allocation of resources for investment
and consumption, which are indispensable to the exercise of
their rights to development and to prevent the lowering ot the
already impoverished standard of living of their peoples., The
Heads of State or Government thus reasserted the inalienable
right of all States to choose their economic systems ftreely,
requlate their economni ¢ activitioes and make their  own
decigions regarding the policieyg which they consider guitable
to face the «c¢rigsiy and foster their development, i1ncluding

debt servicing.
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$7. The Heads of State or Government emphagized that the
developing debtor countries: had undertaken strenuous
adjustment efforts 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 countries are not making parallel efforts to
adopt and implement appropriate economic policies in a
co-ordinated manner, to eliminate trade regtrictions and
subsidies to exports, or to reduce effectively the fiscal
imbalances that lead to high real interest rates which at
present are well above historical level. They recaffirmed the
need to deal with the debt problem on the basie of growth and
adjustment. They noted that although this had come to be
recognized by the major developed countries, the steps so far
proposed were inadequate,

58. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the direct
relationship existing between the effe~tive and durable
solution of the seriots external debt problems of developing
countries and thu implementation of the new International
Economic Order. They reaffirmed their view that the complete
restructuring of international economic relations through the
establishment of the New International Economic Order was
egsential for the development and growth of the developing
countries.

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

countries and international financial and banking institutions
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to engage in political dialogue with the developing countries
in order to find Jjointly genuine solutions to the external
debt problems of developing countries, They emphaaized that,
to that end, the international community should adopt a series

of measures, inter alia the following:

(i) recognition of shared responsibilities between
debcors, creditors, international financial and
banking institutions;

(i11) bringing down real interest rates not relying on the
market mechanism and stretching out payments, grace
and consolidation periods;

(i11) rablishing with additional resources a new credit
facility in the IMF to expand the compensatory
Financing lracility to alleviate the debt service
burden caused by high real interest rates;
substantially changing the conditionality criteria
of the {international financial institutions; and
ensuring that any co--ordination between the
International Monetary PFund, the World Bank and the
other multilateral financial institutions does not
lead to cross-conditionality;

(iv) limiting debt service payments to a percentage ot
export earnings which would be compatible with the
developmanc needs and economic and social
requirements of each country; developing new
mechanisms to help the debtor developing countries
which on account of adverse exogenous factors are

unable to repay their obligations to the




-202~

multilateral monetary and financial institutionr
according tc fixed schedules; and reinitiating the
financial flows for development;

A 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

countries in the solution of their external debt

problems;
(vi) substantially 1increasing the market access of
de'reloping countries' exports in developed

countries; the immediate implementation of Jeveloped
contries' commitments on standstill and rollback of
protectionism; reversing the trend towards
disruptive market practices, discrimination and
managed trade; and strengthening of commodity
markets in order to ensure fair and remunerative
prices to producers.
60. The Heads of State or Government reiterated their «call
for the immediate and full implementation of resoluation
165 (S-IX) of the T-ade and Development Board of the United
Nations Conference on Trade and Developmert and the
recommendations of the Mid-Term  Global Review of the
Substantial New Programme of Action for the 19808 (SNPA) held
in 1985.
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6l. The H -~ Of State or Government welcomed the offer by
the Govarnment of Peru to host in Lima the Expert Consultative
Mecting for the exchange of int) )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-mentioned meeting at a high and
expert level. They recommended that the¢ report of the expert
reeting be presented to the forthcoming Conference of
Ministers of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries.

6 . The Heads nof State or Government no.ed ith appreciation
the efforts made and action taken by the Group of 77 1in the
United Nations in keeping the problem of external debt crisis
and development of develor ng countries urder constant review.
Given the impot:ance of this 1issue, the Heads of State or
Govecnment decided that full consideration should be given to
the "' Fxtearnal debt crisiis and development" at the forthcoming
reqular session of the General Assembly. They noted with
satisfaction that the Group of 77 in New York had taken the
necessary steps to have the issue of "External debt crisia and
development”™ 1ngcribed as a specific itew 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 New York,

€3. The Heads of State or Government also noted with
satisfaction the recent concluaions and proposals of the
recent thirty-third meeting of the Ministers of the Group of

24 for International Monetary Affairs, inter alia, in the

tield or debt , transfer of resourcesa and international
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monetary reform., They invited the Group to continue with 1its
efforts 1in 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 at the world economic crisis which has adversely
affected the capacity of the developirg countries to
participate in international trade, They noted with concern
that world trade with regard to products exported by
developing countries continued to be characterized by market
instability, an 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 corporations of
some developed countries as regards price setting by virtue of
their contcol of the main markets of these products,

65. The Heads of State or Government stressed the importance
of expansion of trade for the world economy as a whole. They
noted with concern that the share of developing countries in
world exports had risen from 20.6 per cent to only
26.1 per cent in the 20-year period 1962-1982. Thelr share in
trade in manufactures was -2nly 10.9 per cent. During this
period, a directional caange in tréle had taker ;.'ace and
exports from developirg countries to other deve loping
countries had increased from 22 per c¢ent to 31.5 pe: <cant,
while there had been & decline ia the share of their exportas

to developed market economy countries. On the cther hand, in

/.-
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the field of manufe :tures, ex; >rts by tune developea countries
to developing countries had increased by 54.4 per. cent to US
$751.2 billion i.e. 28 per cent of their total exports. While
therefore, the developing countries were gradually beginning
to export more processed and manufactured goods the share 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 develonped
country exports.

66. The Heads of State or Government noted that the increases
registered in the price of crude oil during the last decade
had been used by the developed countries as a pretext for
sharp 1increaces in the prices of their manufactures exports.
They expressed their concern that in spite of the recent
declines in the o0il prices there had been no corresponding
de<¢line in the price of manufacture exports of the
tndustrializZed countries,

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

for resolving these probleme.In this context, the Heads of

VAR



state or Government called for the intensification of efforts,
at all appropriate forums, to setrike a balance between the
prices of exports of raw materials and commodities of the
developing countries and the prices of imports from the
industrialized countries.

68. The threat to the international trading system remains
grave, In sgpite of repeated and eloquent appeals to halt
protectionism, sectoral arrangements and the so-called
*voluntary export raestraint arrangements® and other action
devised to circumvent GATT rules are on the rise. The limited
guccess of the Ministerial Seseion of 1982 has hardly been
followed up and the Work Programme adopted by that Session
remains unimplemented due to the position taken by some
industrialized countries, GATT's surveillance of restrictive
practices and harassment of exports remained deficient,
Further, the GATT system suffered from inaderquate and
ineffective dispute settlement and enforcement mechanism,
congequently, developing countries' rights could not be
protected or enforced. The lack of a comprehensive
understanding on safeguardsa had led to the creation of
barriers against exports of developing countries, especially
in the very areas in which they had established advantage,
Moreover, action to restrict trade was being taken on a
discriminatory basis against developing countries and was
being perpetuated by developed countries, instead of their
adopting appropriate adjustment measures. Nearly a third of
the exports of developing countries to the developed countries
continues to face barriers of one kind or another as well as

intensified protectionist measures.
/00-
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69. There was also an increasing tendency on the part of some
developed countries to institute unjustified investigations on
antidumping and counte&rveiling grounds and these disrupted the
developing countries' exports. Action was often attempted,
through unjustified trade policy measures, to deal with
proklems caused by national policies followed by certain
developed courtries in the areas of money, finance, exchange
rates and budgets, and that frielled the forces of
protectionism, It was therefore necessary that co-ordinated
inacro-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 1little 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, remains inoperational. Very few {international
commodity agreements have been nuggotiated: most of them lacked
effective mechanism and some had collapsed. No effective code
had emerged on restrictive business practices or 1in the area
of transfer of technology. Dheveloping countries' efforts to
make the Set of Principles and Rules on Restrictive Business
Practices 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 of

disputes. The Heads of State or Government expressed
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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 reyretted
the lack of substantial progress in the agricultural sector
and in cthe area of tropical products. Extraneous elements had
been built into the generalised system of preferences schemes
of some countries and these tou discriminated between
developing countries, Differential and more favourable
treatment for developing countries 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

covernment called for, inter alia, result-oriented discussions

to be held in UNCTAD on the inter-related 1issues of money,
finance, trade and development., Bearing in mind the linkage
betweoen trade, money, finance and development, they called on
the developed countries to undertake co-ordinated action in
the ficld of money and finance and to take the necessary
adjustment measures which would be corducive to the expansion
of the trade of developing countries and contribute to a
transfer of real resources to them. All necessary measureg
should be taken to strengthen UNCTAD with a view to attaining
thogse objectives. In this context, the UNCTAD secretariat
should provide the necessary analytical astudies to support
intensive and purposeful negotiations on international
economic co-operation,

72. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their support

for the Integrated Programme for Commodities as contained in

/e




-209-~

UNCTAD resolution 93(IV). In this context, they called for the
conclusion of further international commodity agreements, the
strengthening of existing ones and the ratification of the
agreement establishing the common fund for commcdities so as
vo make it operational as early 748 possible., In this regarad
the Heads of State or Government called on the non-aligned
countries which have not yet ratified the agr~ement ¢to do s&c
without delay. Furthermore they called especially on the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, as well as on the nther developed countries which
have not ratified the agreement, to do so ‘/ithout delay.

73. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the
imperative for IMF to ensure a substantial expanaion and
liberalization of the Buffer Stock Financing Facility in order
tu grant the ceveloping countries a rapid, full and automatic
compensation of their deficit without imposition of
conditions, They alsc called for the esatablishment of a
globalized STABEX 8cheme with a view to stabilizing commodity
export earnings of developing countries.

74. The Heads of State or Government stressed the importance
of producers' associations as one of the means for improving
the neqotiating strength of developing countries to secure
fair and remunerative prices for their exports as well as
increase their export earnings. They further stressed that
international co-operation should be enhanced to bring about
greater participation by developing countries in the

processing, marketing and distribution of commodities.
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75. They further stressed the need to strengthen commodity
agreenments through co-operation between producing and
consuming countries to incorporate in the agreements 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 acheme of preferences particularly
with regard to ics functioning and the number of products
covered. They stressed further that existing schemes should be
extended to all developing countries. Developed countries
should eliminate all forms of discrimination as well aa'fhe
graduation of developing countries, including progressive
tariffs dependent on the level of processing.

77. The major objectives of any new round of multilateral
trade negotiations must be the preservation and strengthening
of *+he multilateral trading system in a manner which would
promote rapid growth . and diveraification of developing
countries' trade, an improvement in the real earnings of
developing countries from their exports and full protection of
the 1int2erests and rights of developing countries, while
allowing an effective differential and more favourable
treatment for the developing countries, The prevailing
gituation, characterized by a multitude of derogation and
deviations from the GATT principles by the developed
countries, was unacceptzble as a basis to build upon in any
future negotiations. Accordingly, developed countries should,

within the framework of GATT, rectify the damage done to the



GATT system, and {in particular to the interests of the
developing countries,
(1) As a prerequisite for a meaningful new round 1in GATT
it is necessary that :

(a) a firm and credible commitment should be
undertaken by the developeA countries at the
commencement of the new round on the question
of standstill, which should take effect on the
launching of the new round. This commitment
should be subject to multilateral surveillance;

(b) developed countries should under take a
commitment to roll back, in a short and
definite period not exceeding three years,
measures in all sectors inconsistent with or
outside the framework of GATT;

(c) a commitment should be undertaken by all
participants to negotiate on a priority basis a
comprehensive agreement: on safeqguards which is
based on the principles of GATT, especially
non--digcrimination, and which contains,

inter alia, the elements enumerated in the GATT

Ministers Work gramme of 1982.
(i11) To inspire confidence and lend credibility to the
preparatory process for the new round of

negotiations it s necessary to achieve rapid
progress in the implementation of the commitments
made in the Ministerial Declaration of

November 1982. In this regard, liberalization of

/e
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trade in textiles sahould be translated into specific

modalities for ensuring that trade in textiles

returng to normal GATT rules within a short period.
puring the new round the following areas should
receive priority attention:

(a) the GATT provisions 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 Ccountries in order to
accelerate their development through an
equitable share in trade benefits;

(b) the long-standing demand of the developing
countries for duty-free unrestricted access of
tropical products, in primary and processed
forms, to the markets of developed countries
should be fulfilled within a short and specif ¢
period;

(¢) 1in dealing with the agricultural sector,
negotiations should be aimed at the
liberalization of trade in agiiculture and the
elim!nation of exports of Jubsidized
agricultural products which compete with the
exports of developing countries, Tariff
egcalation and intensification of non-tariff
measures at highast sgtagyes of processing of

agricultural and agro-based pro ts should be
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eliminated 80 as to encourage the development
and expansion of higher value-added production
in and exports from developing countries;

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

(e) ways and means of eftectively curtailing the
trade-inhibiting effect of restrictive business
practices, particularly those of transnational

eporations, should be devised, so as to
¢nsure that those practices do not affect
international trade by restraining competition,
limiting access to markets and fostering
monopoligtic control.

(f) the dispute settlaement and enforcement
mechanism of GATT 8hould be improved and
strengthened with a view to protecting the
rights of developing countries;

(g) welimination of tariff escalation in the markets
of developed countries;

The Heads of 8tate or Gorerament recognized that

GATT did not have Jurisdiction in the areas of

services, intellectual property and investment. They

folt that services covered a wide range of economic
activities, very heterogeneous in character. Some of
them involved the wentablishment or movement of
people or were closuly interlinked with the

Hocio-economic structure of a country. Furthermore,
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international agencies already existed for dealing
with certain specific services. In the 1light of
this, the questions whether and what internaticnal
action was necesgsary or feasible with vtegard to any
service sectors, and their implications for
deveioping countries, therefore necded to be fully
1ixamin.d. The Heads of State or Government declared
emphatically that no linkage shculd be established
between acces3 for goods of developing countries and
concessions by them in the aree&s of services, as

inter alia this would accentuate the existing

asymmetries in the international iconomic order,

78. The Heads of State or Government reguestad the
contracting Parties of GATT to take & decision at their
Ministerial Session at Punta del Este to exclude the racist
regime of South Africa from participation in the forthcoming
round of Muitiiateral Trade Negotiations.

79. The Heads of State or Government recognized the growing
importance of trade and economic co-operaticn among developing
countries, particularly in the coatext of a general
deterioration of the world trading environment aad the
protectioniot measures which developing count:ies' exvorts
taced in the developed countriea, Co-operation amonq
developing countries *as not a substitute for c. operation
between developed and developing countries. Strengthening the
collective self-reliance of developing countries  would,
however, reduce their dependence on (the developed countries
and enable them to play a wote dynamic .ole in sustaining

world growth and development. They noted with satisfaction thLe

/
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concluasions of the Conterence of Trade Ministers held 1in New
Dalhi in July 198% at the ‘invitaticn of the Governmeant of
India, which had imparted momentum to the efforts for evolving
tne Global system of Trade Preferences (GSTP), one of the bey
elements of economic co-operation among developing countries,
They urged the non-aligned and other memkbers of the Group of
77 to participate effectively in the negottations on the GSTP
lwunched in Brasilia .n May 1986 {in order to promote their
early and successful conclusion not later than 1 May 1987,

80. “The Heads of State or Government expressed concern at the
fact that the complete trade embarqgo impousged against MNicaragua
by the United States in May 1985 was extended in November of
tha game year, in violation of Nicaragua's rights of
sovereignty and gself-determination, They rejected most
enphatically the e¢xtension of the embargo against Nicaragua
and called for its removal, in accordance with the provisions
of United Nationy General Assembly resolution 40/1¢8.

8l. The Heads of State or Governmentc, taking into account the
Co-ordinating Bureau's communiqué of 28 July 1986, demanded
the 1immediate implementation of the judgement given by the
International Couvt ot Justice on 27 June 1986, which declarus
that the united States of America, by imposing a trade embargo
and taking other coercive economic measures against Nicaragua,
has violated 1{ts obligations under the Traaty of Friendship,
Tvade and Navigation signed between the two countries, and
that the United States of Ame-ica is obliged to compensate the
Rapubli of Nicaraqua for the damage caused ULy the violation

of tre above-mentionzd 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 whicn 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 UNCTALD 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 on the trade and development of developing
ceuntries, In this ccntext they stressed that the seventh

segsion of UNCTAD should, inter alia, take ¢ffective steps for

theé¢ launching of a programme for world economic recovery and
the reactivation of even and sustained growth and development.
The seventh segsion of UNCTAD should, in the light of the
current economic crisis, consider key international economic

inmsues, inter alia, in the field of commodities, trade, money,

and finance, external debt and development and their
interrelationships. They called for the adoptio.. of
action-oriented measures and straiejies of international
co-operation to alleviate the problems of developing countrias
in these areas. In this context, special attention should be
given to the problems of the least developed countries. The
Heads of State or Government expressed the hope that the
gaventh geguaion of UNCTAD would restore c¢onstructive,
sustainable and result-~oriented negotiation tbtetween developed
and developing couatries, and Invited all States to undertake
adequate preparations for, and to be represented at the
ministerial level at, UNCTAD VII.

X. FOOD AND AGRICULTURE

85. The Heads of State or Governmen:t expressed grave concern
at the continuing and serious deterioration in the food and
agricul tural nituation in many develojing countries,
particularly in Africa, and reaffirmed the imperative need to
keep food and agriculturai 1{irssues at the centre of global

a'.ention, They rcaffirmed that international action to deal
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with food and agricultural problems in developing countries
should be considered in a comprehensive manner 1in accordance
with the differont dimensions of the problems and immediate,
short-term and long-term perspectives, In this context, they
called for sustained and adequate international support for
the attainment of gelf-sufficiency in food production in
developing countries,

86, They noted with concern the stagnation in the commitment
of external resources to the agricultural gector, and
particulariy the decline in concessional flows. They also
noted with regret that multilateral assistance to the
Agriculture Sector fell by about 5 per cent 1in 1985 (FAO
Report),and urged the developed countries to take determined

action to reverge this trend, inter alia, by 1increasing their

contributions to the multilateral agencies, bearing in mind
the difficult financial situation faced by agencies, sguch as
the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD)
which use their resources for agricultural development., They
congidered it essentlal that immediate steps should be taken
to reverse the flow of financial resources from developing
countries to the developed countries. They proposed the
adoption of a agpecial internati{onal programme of food aid and
financial assistance to relieve the situation in those
developing countries, particularly in Africa, suffering from a
chronic food deficit.

87. The Heado of State or Government reaffirmed that the
right to food was a basic and wuniversal human right which

should be guaranteed to all peoples, They strongly condemned
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the use of food as an instrument of political pressure and
cautioned against any kind of conditionality in the supply of
food aid. They also reaffirmed that the strengthening of
international co-operation in regard to food and agriculture
was important for improved economic c¢onditions and enhanced
food security. In this context they stressed the need for the
timely delivery of food to those requiring 1it, especially in
African and leas* developed countries, and the need to assist
recipient countries in developing and strengthening their
logistical and administrative «capacities as well as their
internal distribution systems. They urged the strengthening of
the global information and early warning 3yst:)m in food and
agriculture of the food and Agriculture Organization ot the
United Nations and emphasized the importance of establishing
and improving national and regional early warning systems.
They alco welcomed the measures undertaken by the World Pood
Programme to ensure speedy and timely delivery of food aid as
well as the developmnent of an information system for
dissemination on a regular badis of all relevant information
on tfood aid to facilitate planning and operational
co-ordination.

48. The Heads of State or Government emphasized the need for
strengthening subregional, regional and interregional
co-operation for the promction of food security and
agricultural development. They called upon the relevant bodies
of the United Nations system to accord priority to supporting
economic and technical co-operation among developing countries

in food and agricuiture.
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89. In this regard 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
geggion of the Conference of the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations,

91. They appealed urgently to the international community to
give 1its full support to IFAD in order to ensure a firm
financial basis for the Fund. 1In this context, they appealed
urgently to thy developed and developing countries in a
position to do so to make a further effort by increasing their
relative share in the Third Replenishmer: of IFAD, having
regard to the critical economic situation prevailing in the
developing countries,

92. The Heads of 3tate or Government reiterated their deep
concern regarding the food and agriculture sitaation faced by
many developing countrlieg, particularly the deterioration of
the situation in Africa beceuse of the prolonged drought and
the acceleration of the procegs of dea :tification, They
reiterated their aupport for the Harare Declara*ion on the
food crisis in Africa, adopted during the thirteanth Fond and
Agriculture Organization Reyional Conference for Alrica, as
well as the relevant United Nations resolutions of 1983 and
1984 and urged the international community to contribute to
their immediate and ertective implementation, taking into

account the Strategy for the Economic Development of Africa,
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adopted at Monrovia, and the Tl.agos Plan of Action. On this
basis, the Heads of State or Covernment reaffirmed their
support for the RAfrican Priority Programme for Economic
Recovery (APPER) to improve tne food situation and
rehabilitate agriculture i. nfrica, adopted by the Asgsembly of
Heads of State or Government of the Orqganization of African
Unity at i%s twenty-first ordinary session.

92. They welcomed with gatistaction the IFAD Special
Programme for African countries affected by drought and
desertification established to help these countries 1in 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 had been adupted unanimously, they nppealed urgently
to those countries to act promptly £o0o that the objective of
$US 300 million could be attained in the shortest possible
time. They would thus give furthar evidence of their support
for the United Nations Programme of Action for African Economic
Recovery and Development 19686~1990,

XI. ENERGY

94. The Heads of State or Government underlined the crucial
role of energy tor the econumic growth and weli-being of
developing countries. They stressed that efforts to develop
and expand a8ll energy resources in the world should continue
in order to ensure an orderly transition from the present
pattern of energy product.ion and consumption to one that will
be based increasingly on new and renewable sources of energy

and the rational utilization of all forms of energy.
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95. The Heads of State or Government noted that many
developing countries continued to face serious problems 1in the
development of energy resources. They reaffirmed the
provisions c” United Nations General Assembly
resolutione 39/176 and 40/208 on the development of energy
resources and expressed the hcpe that all member States, in
co-operation with the appropriate organizations, bodies and
organs of the United Nations systam, would continue to explore
ways and mear to support the efforts of the developing
countries in the exploration and development of their energy
resources.

96. They further noted that the leval of energy lending by
the internatcional financial institutions was still inadegquate
and they urged the enlargement of these resources through an
increase in the overall level of lending, including structural
adjuatment lending through the International Mo:etary Fund and
the World Bank to finance balance-of-payment deficits.

97. The Heads of State or Government emphasized that the
international community shouid devote serious attention to the
- ffective implem~ntation of the Nairobi Plan of A~tion €for the
Development and Utilization of New and Renewable Sources of
Energy (NPA). They expressed their concern that few of the
consulcative meetings envisaged in the NPA had been held. The
global consultative meeting, while useful in identifying
projects, had not led tc¢ the mobilization of the necessary
financial resources. The Heads of State or Government urged

further e.ergetic action ia this regard.
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98. While reiterating that the duveloped countries sashould
give the freest posaible access to all energy technologies,
the Heads of State or Government also stressed the importance
of co-operation in the sphere of enerqgy among the non-aligned
and other developing countries for promoting the expansion of
collective self-reliance, and urged them to strengthen their
technical and economic co-operation programmes in this field,
XII. SCIENCE AND TECIHNOLOGY

99. The Heads of State or Government stressed the important
role of s8cience and technology for promoting the development
of the developing countries. Sadly, the implementation of the
Vienna Progranme of Actlon had been very slow and inadequate.
They expressed theilr growing concern at the effects of the
world economic crisis on scientific and technological
development in developing countries, and particularly on their
ability to abgorb and adapt new technolngies, and at the
increasing difficulties faced in the transfer of technology to
the develowing countries on acceptable terms and conditions
which cnsure their independent development. Several developing
countries had formulated science and technology policies and
were making vigorous efforts to strengthen their scientific
and technoloyical capabilities. The Heads of State or
Government emphasized that the area of s8cience and technology
was extremely important for multilateral co-operation at both
the global and the regional levels and stressed the role of
the United Nations sgystem in this regard. They also welcomed
the regional steps taken for rechabilitation of the field of

science and particularly the decision of the Twenly-Second
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Summit Conference of the Organization of African Unity (OAmn)
to convene the first Congress' of Scientists in Africa in
Brazsdaville (People's Republic of the Congo) in June 1987 and
appoaled to all member States of the Non~-Aligned Movement to
provide appropriate support for the Congress.

100. The Heads of State or Government, in accordance with the
objectives laid down at the 1979 vienna Conference on Scie¢nce
and Technology for Development, urged the developed countries
to demonsgtrate political will 1in this vital sector for
development by allocating 0.05 per cent of their GNP anutally
to solving certain scientific and technological problems of
developing countries and 10 per cent of thelr research and
devels pment expenditure to setudying queations of particular
interest for the developing countries, in order to enable them
to attain their objectives of ccnducting 20 per cent of world
regsearch and development activities by the year 2000.

101. The Heads of State or Government noted the deliberations
in the meetings of the Intergovernmental Committee on Science
and Technology for Development, In the light of the
Committce's decision to focus attention on a few selected
themes at each of its sessions, the Heads of State or
Government expressed the hope that the discussions on specific
themes would result {in concrete recommendations 1in related
areas and promote follow-up action that would further enhance
scientific and technological co-operation, They also
emphasized that the themes to be chosen by the Committee for
its future sessions should bhe ones of particular importance

for the developmental concerns of all 4eveloping conntries.
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The Heads of State or Government emphasized, however, that in
addition to focusing attention on selected themes, the
committee, in its sessions, should take up for consideration
the unresolved issues of the United National Conference on
Science and Technology for Development, particularly those
relating to transfer of technology.

102. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern that
efforts had not yet been successful to effect the long-term
financial and institutional arrangements for the
United Nations Financing System for Science and Technology for
Development which had been agreed upon by consensus 1in the
General Assembly. They 1invited all non-aligned countries and
other developing countries to continue their efforts to briug
into effect the long-term arrangements of the United Nations
financing aystem on scienze and te~hnology for development in
accordance with General Assembly resolution 37/244.

103. They noted with regret that, despite some narrowing of
differences, the negotiations on an international code of
conduct or the transfer of technology had not resulted in the
finalizat‘on of the code. They noted that developed counntries
were unwilling to continue negotiations for the finalization
of the c¢ode. They took note of United Nations General Assembly
resolution 40/184 and expressed their readiness to co-operate
with the Ffecretary-General o. UNCTAD in finding ways and means
of identifying appropriate solutions to issues outstanding in
connection with the code.

104. The Heads of State or GCovernment considered that the

development process in developing countries increasingly

I/..l
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required the transfer of technologies to them on preferential
terms in order to enable them to .overcome the obstacles they
faced in their development process in a manner consistent with
their national socio-economic policies and programmes. The
acquisition of high technologies 1in appropriate areas had
become especialiy important in this context. Strengthening the
capacities of developing countries to absorb such technologies
also required urgent and concerted effort. They urged
interested non-aligned and other developing countries to share
their experiences in and evolve a co-operative approach
towards the acjuisition, transfer and absorption of
technologies, especially high technologies, particularly from
the North,

105. The Heads of State or Government called upon developed
countries to improve considerably their mechanism for the
transfer of technology to developing countries, particularly
by making the conditions more flexible and by eliminating
restrictive and discriminatory practices and policies.

106. The Heads of Stat or Government stressed the importance
of 1initiating practical measures to ensure co-operation among
developed countries in the field of science and technology and
welcomed the finalization of the Statute of the Centre for
Science and Tecnnology for non-aligned and other developing
countries. They wurged all member countries to expedite the
process of ratification so that the Centre could become
operational very soon,

107. The Heads of Stute or Government recognized the important

role played by technical co-operation among developing
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countries and stressed that the resources allocated to such
activities, particularly by the United Nations system, needed
to be augmented substantially,

XIII.INDUSTRIALIZATION

108. The Heads of State or Government noted that the potential
contribution of the industrial sector as a dynamic 1instrument
for national development had not been realized. In fact, the
prospects for industrial growth were worse ai present than
10 years ago on account of the crigis in the world economy,
scarcity of financial resources, lack of skilled human
resources, rising protectioniasm and the serious debht problem,
all of which had a negative 1impact on industrial growth and
jeopardized the progress achieved 8o far. The Heads of State
or Government reaffirmed that balanced economic development
required that both the agricultural and industrial sectors
should grow in tandem, each reinforcing the other.

109. The Heads of State or Government obgerved that very
little progress had been made towards realizing the objectives
laid down by the Second and Third General Conferences of the
United Nations Industrial Development Organizatlon (UNIC"N), or
towards increasing the share of developing countries in world
industrial production and world trade in manufactures. By
comparison with the Lima target of 25 per cent, the share of
developing countries in 1985 amounted to less that 12 per cent.
110. The Heads of State or Government expressed satisfaction
at the conversion of UNIDO into a specizlized agency of the
United Nations system. They emphasized that the period of

transition should be smooth and called uvon the States members
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of the new UNIDO to ensure the financial viability of the
organization and to provide it . with adequate resources to
enable it to fulfil its mandates.

l1l11. The Heads of State or Government stressed the need for
immediate and full implementation of United Nations
General Assembly resolution 39/233 regarding the (ndustrial
Development Decade for Africa aand, to that end, invited UNIDO
to make a considerable increase in 1its contribution to the
Decade.

112, The Heads of State or Government urged Governments to
expand and diversify the exchange of information and human
resources in technical, scientific, financial, energy and
other fields.

XIV. TELECOMMUNICATIONS

113. The Heads of State or Government recognized the
importance of the Conference of the International
Telecommunications Union, particularly those dealing with
high~frequency broadcasting and space services, and emphasized
the need for all non-aligned and other developing countries to
co-operate closely with a view to evolving well-harmonized and
co-ordinated approaches that could promote long-term benefits
for all developing countries.

114. They called upon the international community, and 1in
particular the developed countries, to provide the necessary
financial nd technical assistance to the developing
countries, takinaq into consideration their national
priorities, objectives and developmental plans, 1in order to

enable them to overcome the difficulties which they faced in
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respect of the expansion of their telecommunication networks
and the improvement and modernization of their
telecommunication systuoms, They also called on the
international community, and in particular all the developed
countries, to make a more significant ccntribution so that
the African countries could successfully implement their
programme for the second phase of the Transport and
Communication Decade in Africa, adioted by the African
Ministers of Transport and Communications in 1984.

115. The Heads of State or Government recalled that important
advances had been achieved in gcience, technology and space
applications. The effective and peaceful utilization of these
advances should bring great benefits to humanity. They noted
that the advantages resulting from the utilization of outer
gspace had not been fairly distribuced among the countries of
the world. The principle of equitable and guaranteed access
should constitute the essence of any new regulatory mechanism
and the particular needs of the developing countries,
including those of the equatorial countries, should »e taken
into consideration. Co-operation between the non-aligned
countries and other developing countries could change the
present gituation and the Heads of State or Government
reiterated their willingness ¢to fay the basis for such
co-operation. For their part, the developed countries should
also increase their total co-operation in order to ensure that
the benefits resulting from the peaceful utilization of outer

space would be equitably shared by all humantity.
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XV. SOVEREIGNTY OVER NATURAL RESOURCES

116. The Heads of State or - Government reaffirmed the
inalienable right of all countries and peoples to exercise
permanent, total and effective £full sovereignty and control
over their natural and &all other resources and economic
activities. They further reaffirmed the cardinal importance
of consolidating the political independence of the non-aligned
and other develcving countries through economic emancipation,
In addition, they stressed that, in order to fulfil its
historic mission, the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries should
continue to promote and protect the political and economic
independence of the developing countries and peoples. They
deplored the fact -that some developed countries and some of
their transnational corporations were using economic coercion,
pressure and other measures to undetmine the sovereignty of
developing ccuatries and the fundamental right of their
peoples to pursue their own independent economic policies and
programmes,

117. The Heads of Stzte or Government reiterated their support
for peoples s8till under colonial domination and foreign
occupation and reaffirmed the inalienable national rights of
those peoples, including self-determination, freedom,
independence and full sovereignty over their natural and other
resources and economic activities, particularly those of the
Palestinian and Namibian peoples, whose resources were
illegally plundered and exploited by the racist regimes of
Israel and South Africa. They called wupon all States and

renples to work individually and collectively to eliminate the
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ohstacles to the realization of the national rights of those
peoples, including freedom and independence, and urged
effective action in that regard. All States, international
organizations, specialized agencies, investment corporations
and all other institutions were urged not to recognize or
co-operate with, or assist in any manner, any measures
undertaken to exploit Palestinian and Namibian resources.

118. The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed the right of
all countries and peoples subjected to foreign aggression,
occupation, colonial and =zionist domi -ation or apartheid to
restitution and full compensation four the exploitation and
depletion of and loss and damage to natural and all other
resources.

XVI. LAW OF THE SEA

119. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
that since the adoption of the United Nactions Convention on
the Law of the Sea in 1982, 159 signatures and
26 ratifications have already been received. They also noted
with satisfaction the progress made thus far by the
Preparatory Commission for the International Sea Bed Authority
and the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea . ,wards
com-leting 1its work, with a view to ensuring the early entry
into operation of the Authority and the Tribunal. They
appealed to all States that had not done s0 to consider
ratifying or acceding to the Convention at the earliest
possible date to enable the effective entry into force of the

new legal régime,
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120. The Heads of State or Government. recalled that
General Assembly resolution 2749 (XXV) of 17 December 1970,
the Convention of the Law of the Sea of 1982 and subsequent
related resolutions and decisions, in proclaiming that the
gea-bed and ocean floor, the subsoil thereof, beyond the
limits of national jurisdiction, as well as the resources of
the area were the common heritage of mankind had stressed

inter alia that:

(a) resources which are the common heritage of mankind
cannot be appropriated by any State, company or
individual;

(b) such resources must be managed through appropriate
international machinery for the benefit of mankind
as a whole, particular consideration being given to
the needs of developing countries;

(c) the benefits derived from the common heritage must
be shared ari1 must include not only financial
benefits but also managerial prerogatives and
technology transfer.

They further recalled that the Convention had established

the International Sea Bed Authority as the sole competent

body for the management of that area and its resources
for the benefit of humanity as a whole.
121. In that context the Heads of State or Government
expressed grave concern at the recent actions of some
developed countries aimed at undermining and circumventing the
Convention and 1its related resolutions. They declared that any

unilateral action by any state or group of states through a




mini~convention or parallel regime inconsistent with the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea would have no
validity.

122. The Heads of State or Gove— nment strongly condemned the
"Provisional Agreement on Matters Concerning the Great Ocean
Deeps™ sgigned by Belgium, Prance, the FPederal Republic of
Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of
America, which aims at usurping the common heritage of

mankind. They reaffirmed that the agreement was nullius 4durius

and that it could not serve to create legitimate rights since
it 1s incompatible with contemporary international law in
general and with the United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea in particular.

123. In this regard, the Heads of State or Government noted
with satisfaction the firm position adopted by the preparatory
Commission, in its declaration of 30 August 1985, 1in rejecting
any claim, agreement or action regarding the international
area and its resources, undertaken outside the Pteparatory'
Commission and incompatible with the Convention and its
related resolutions, as forming a basis for creating legal
rights. They declared any such claim, agreement or action as
wholly 1illegal.

124. The Heads of State or Government expressed grave concern
at the legislative and other measures taken in particular by
the United States of America, the Federal Republic of Germany
and the United Kingdom for the exploration of the sea-bed and
rejected them as illegal under the Convention of the Law of

the Sea and the pertinent resolutions.
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XVII. TRANSNATIONAL CORPORATIONS

125. The Heads of State or GCovernment regretted that olL:tacles
still remained in the way of the early conclusion of a code of
. conduct to regulate the activities of transnational
corporations with a view to eliminating the negative aspects
of their activities and maximizing their contribution to
progress in developing countries. They stressed that the
activities c¢f transnational corporations should be undertaken
within the framework o. the national priorities and
development plans of developing countries., The Heads of State
or Government expressed disappointment at the lack of progress
in the £finalization of the code despite the constructive and
flexible attitude adopted by the developing countries and some
developed countries., In this regard they c2lled upon other
developed countries to adopt a positive and constructive
approach towards the negotiati 'ns on an effective and
meaningful code. They emphasized that the adoption of the code
was a necessary element for the establishment of just and
equitable relations among countries.

126 . The Heads of State or Government deplored the 1llegal and

inadmissible policies and practices of some transnational

corporations whose motivation to maximize profits leads them

to distort the economies and undermine the sovereignty of
developing countries. They condemned the continued
collaboration by some transnational corporations with the
minority régime of South Africa and stressed that this
collaboration has only served to entrench apartheid and to

prolong Pretoria's 1illegal occupation of the territory of
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Namibia. They called upon these transnational corporations to
comply strictly with all United Nations Security Council
decisions on this matter and to desist from obstructing
efforts aimed at the eradication of apartheid.

127. The Heads of State or Government noted with satisfaction
the report of the Panel of Eminent Persons set up to conduct
public hearings on the activities of transnational
corporations in South Africa and Namibia. They called upon the
Commission on Transnational Corporations and the Economic and
Social Council of the United Nations to propose concrete
actions aimed at halting the activities of transnational
corporations in South Africa which strengthen apartheid and
urged non-aligned and other developing countries %o co-operate
in pursuing the necessary actions 1in the relevant forums of
the United Nations system in order to aclieve this purpose.

XVIII. ENVIRONMENT AND OTHER QUALITATIVE ASPECTS
OF DEVELOPMENT

A. ENVIRONMENT

128, The Heads of States or Government expressed coancern over
the continued deterioration in the quality of the world's
environment. They noted that, 1in the absence of timely
measures, :(ucre was a distinct possibility of exponential
wr..sening and irreversible destruction of the global

environment. In this context, they stressed inter alia the

need for ecoulogically balanced and rational development
planning, the pooling of informatior on resource-conserving
technologies, and conservation and assessment of the

ecological resources of the environment.




-236-

129. They stressed that the protection of the marine
environment 1s a common responsibility of all States and
called on all States strictly to refrain from any actions and
activities that endanger the quality of the marine environment
and ecological conditious and jeopardize marine life.

130. The Heads of State or Governmen. noted with satisfaction
the measures taken by the United Nations Environment Programme
to prepare the Environment Perspective to the year 2000 and
Beyond and urged the non~aligned and other develovoing
countries to co-ordinate their contribution to the preparation
of this Perspective. They also welcomed the establishment of
the Special Commission on the Environment Perspective to the
Year 2000 and Beyond, which had adopted the name "World
Commission on Environment and Development", They expressed the
hope that the Commission's report and the Environment
Perspective document would focus global attention on the
interrelated 1issues of environment and development, and that
it would assist in the mobilization of large resources to
enable developing countries to pursue long-term policies which
harmonized environment and development objectives,

131. The Heads of State or Government expressed their full
support for United Nations General Agssembly
resolutions 37/215, 38/163, 39/167 and 40/197 regarding
problems related to remnants of war in the territories of the
developing countries. They appealed to all courtries
responsible for such remnants to co-operate with the United
Nations Secretary-General, organizations and specialized

agencies 1in supporting the legitimate demands of the countries
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affected by the existence of war remnants, particularly mines,
as the continued ypresence of these in their territories
seriously ijeopardized their development efforts.

132. The Heads of State or Government noted with appreciation
the resoluticns adopted by the African Ministerial Conference
on the Environment, held in Cairo in December 1985, and urged
the United Nations Environment Programme and other specialized
agencies to increase their assistance to the African countries
in order to alleviate the effects of drought and
desertification.

133. They expressed their sumport for the resolutions adopted
by the United Nations to protect the environment and urged all
States to adhere to the appropriate international legal
instruments related to environmental protection 8o as to
ensure their comprehensive application,

B. QUALITATIVE ASPECTS OF DEVELOPMENT

134. The Heads of State or Govermnment, aware of th. importance
of the qualitative aspects of development and convinced of the
need to preserve the global balance among the interrelated
issues of regources, environment, population and development,
taking into account scientific and technological developments,
reaffirmed their support for resolution 40/179 entitled
"patterns of consumption: qualitative aspects of development"
adopted Ly the United Nations General Assembly at itas fortieth
session, and reiterated the need f« a reliable measuring
instrument to evaluate accurately the improvyments achieved in
living standards. 1In this regard, they emphasized the
importance of identifying indicative patterns of consumption

/
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that adequately met fundamental socio-economic needs and
adapting them to specific local and national conditions, taking
into account national experience, plans and strategies. They
therefore invited the members of the Non-Aligned tlovement and
other developing countries to pay special attention to this
matter and to transmit their views and comments on the subject
to the United Na:ions Secretary-General, who has been requested
by the General Assembly to prepare a report on patterns of
consumption and relatec socio-economic indicators,

XIX. INTERNAT NAL YEAR OF SHELTER FOR THE HOMELESS

135. The Heads of State or Government commended the Government
of Sri Lanka for taking the initiative to focus international
attention on the needs of the homeless through 1its proposal to
have 1987 accepted by the United Nations as the International
Year of Shelter for the Homeless. They recocnized the
continuing need for efforts to improve the shelter and
neighbourhood of poor and disadvantagel people throughout the
world and urged non-aligned and other developing countries to
snpport and Join in the specific plans and tasks of
co-operation that resulted from the housing objectives proposed
by the Group of Co-ordinating Countries on Housing. They
reaffirmed their determination to strengthen and expand
co-operation with the United Nations Centre for Human
Settlements (HABITAT) to support and implement measures related
to the International Year of Shelter for the Homeless, which is
to be observed in 1987.

XX. ROLE OF WOMEN IN DEVELOPMENT

136, The Conference emphasized that full participation by women

in social, political, economic and cultural development should

Y
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remain an integral part of national development plans of
non-aligned and other developing countries and of overall
efforts aimed at the establishment of the New International
Economic Order.

137. In this respect, they expressed their full conviction that
the recommendations of the Conference of non-aligned and other
developing countries which was held in New Delhi {in March 1985
and the World cConference on wWomen held in Nairobi, Kenya, form
a comprehensive and constructive basis for achieving these
goals.

138, The Heads of State or Government fully committed
themselves to the sgpeedy implementation of the recommendations
of the World Conference and called upon the international
community to increase support to prcgrammes aimed at enhancing
the role of women in the development process,

139. The Heads of State or Government called on the entire
international community to use all means at 1its disposal to
intensify the struggle against apartheid in order to enable the
women of Namibia and of South Africa to participate actively in
the implementation of the forward-looking strategies for
achievement of the objectives of the United Nations D cade for
women: Equality, Development and Peace,

140. The Heads of State or Govecrnment welcomed the convening of
the Pan-African Women's Congress in Luanda 1in September 1986
and considered that that meeting would be an important event
for the effective participation of women 1in the economic and

social development of their respective countries.
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XXI. DESERTIPICATION AND AID TO VICTIMS OF DROUGHT

141. The Heads of State or Government noted with concern that
the rapid encroachment of the desert in Africa and the
. persistent drought there and in other parts of the developing
world had seriously affected the development efforts of
several countries and the socio-economic conditions of their
peoples, particularly thair £food production and economic
activity thus engendering emergency situations resulting in a
desperate struggle for survival.

142. The Heads of sState or Government emphasized that the
realization of the objectives of the struggle against
desertification and drought demands human, technical and
financial resources that are beyond the means of the «ffected
countries. 1In this regard, they urged the international
community, especially the developed countries, to give full
support to the efforts