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The meeting was called@ to order at 3.45 p.m.

STATEMENT BY THE PRES IDENT

The PRESIDENT: At the outset I should like to point out that it is not
in the tradition of the Security Council to have the proceedings in this Chamber
interrupted by public demonstrations of any kind. As President I will not

therefore permit any such occu.:ences in the future.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

LETTER DATED 22 JULY 1986 FROM THE PFRMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF NICARAGUA TO THE
UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED T0 THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY QOUNCIL !S/18230)

The PRESIDENT: 1In accordance with the decisions taken at the 2700th
meeting, I invite the representative of Nicaragua to take a place at the Council
table; I invite the representatives of Cuba, Democratic Yemen, El Salvador, India
and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic to take the places reserved for them at
the side of the Council Chambar.

At the invitation of the President, Mrs, Astorga Gadea (Nicaragua) took a

Place at the Council tablej; Mr, Oramas Oliva (Cuba), Mr. Al-Ashtal (Democratic

Yemen), Mr, Meza (El Salvador), Mr. Krishnan (India) and Mr. Oudovenko (Ukrainian

Soviet Socialist Republic) took the places reserved for them at the side of the

Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform members of the Council that I
have received letters from the representatives of Czechoslovakia, the Syrian Arab
Republic and Viet Nam in which they request to be invited to participate in the
discussion of the item on the Council's agenda. In conformity with the usual
practice, I propose, with the consent of the Council, to invite tihose
representatives to participate in the discussion, without the right to vote, in
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's

provisional riles of procedure,



JM/8 8/PV. 2701
3

{The President)

There being no objection, it i3 so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr, Kulawiec (Czechoslovakia),

Mr. Al-Atassi (Syrian Arab Republic) and Mr. Buixuan Nhat (Viet Nam) took the

nlaces reserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber,

The PRESIDENT: The Security Council will now resume consideration of the

item on its agenda.

The first speaker is the representative of the United States, upon whom I now
call.

Mr. WALTERS (United States of America): I would just state at the outset
that when I left this morning no discourtesy was intended to any of the speakers.
I left because I had been designated the United States principal representative at
the funeral of Averell Harriman, for whom I myself had worked a number of years and
had great regard.

I would simply add that I do not bel ieve there will be any problem with
applause at the end of my statement. I have not packed the gallery. .

We are assembled once again to discuss the situation in Nicaragua. This is
the twelfth time that Nicaragua has called for a Security Council meeting. Menbers
will recall that the ocstensible reason for this session - the recent ruling by the
International Court of Justice - was also the reason that Nicaragua convoked the
Council earlier this month.

The United States yields t©o no nation in its commitment to international law.
No Member of the United Nations has a stronger or longer record of respect and
support for the peaceful resolution of disputes in sccord with the United Kations
Charter and cther sources of International law. We are certainly not prepared to
take lessons in international law from Nicaragua, . country which as a matter of

del iberate State policy has consistently violated international law, including the
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(Mr., Walters, United States)
most fundamsntal norms of the United Nations Charter, a coumtry which has sought to
overthrow the Governments of its neighboura and to deny ita own pecple the right to
self-dsteraination.

Nicaragua has now obtained a ruling from the International Court of Justice
which it finde useful in its propaganda war against the United States. The United
States regrets that Nicarajua has sought to misuse the Court in this manner.

The Unitad States hu. said from the beginning that this case is inapprogriate
for judicial resolution. The Court has been asked to adiress one small, carefully
selected part of the crisis in Central America. To ask for the Court to solve this
cxisis does it a disservioe, for the only way to solve the crisis is through
negotistions involving all parties.

This is neither the time nocr the place for a detailed exposition concerning
the Court 's decision of 27 June and the compelling dissents that accompanied it.
Suffice it to eay now, we believe that the Court has fundamentally misperceived the
situation in Central America. It is simply wrong on many of its facts, and the
Court's conosption of the relevant intsrnational law is seriocusly flawed in
important respscts. Wicaragua, however, does not seem to have such reservations.
Does this mean that the Ssndinista régime agrees with the Court that the democratic
opposition is an independent foros not controlled by the United States? We hope
80, because it is clear - to the United States, to Contadors, but for so many years
not to the Sandinistas - that Nicaragua will continue to be torn by strife unless
and until there is genuine reconcilistion reached through a prooess of
negotiation., This negotiation is as necessary in solving the crisis in Central
Merica as are the negotiations between Nicaragus and the other Central American

Governments.
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Today Nicaragua has tried to present the crisie in Central America as
essentially a conflict between the United States and Nicaragua. The real prodblem
is not a conflict between the Sandinista comandantes and tho United States. It ie
a conflict between the comandantes and the long-guffering people of Nicaragua, who
have been the victims of ever-increasing Sandinieta repression, and it io a
conflict between the comandantes and Nicaragua's neighbours, which have been the
victims of unprovoked Sandinista aggression,

The cause of the conflict is self-evident: it is the Sandinista‘'s own
betrayal of the revolution of 1979. We all recall how the Sandinistas travelled
around the world in 1979 appealing for support against the Somoza dictatorship.
They promised us that they would promote a progrecsive Government based on a
pluralist democracy, a mixed economy and non-slignment. We recall particularly the
megsage they sent to the Organigation of American States barely a week before they
took powet, promising full respect for human rights and free elections.

How hollow those promises have proved, Por seven years the Sandinisctas have
worked methodically to consolidate their power and freese ocut the sectors that had
fought for democracy in 1979. Need I remind anyone that one of the signers of that
1979 message, then-junta member Alfonso Robelo, was persecuted and forced to flee
into exile? He and another former member of the revolutionary junta, Arturo Crus,
are now lesders of the democratic resistance. Another of the signers,

Violeta Chamorro, has been maligned and bharassed by the Sandinistas; I believe
Comandante Ortega said she should be sentenced to 30 years in prison by the
Pgopla's Tribunal for her crimes. Her son, Pedro Joagquin, has been 4driven into
exile. Her family's newspaper, La Prensa, has been shut down., We should all
remémber that it was Somoza's actions against La Prensa, and particularly the
assassination of Violeta Chamorro's husband, its editor, that helped tc spark the

1979 revolution.
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The comandantes' true objectives wete contained in the now famous “72-Hour
Document® written by the Sandinistas themselves in October 1979, only a few months
after t_-.ho fall of Somouza. It makes clear that the Sandinistas never had the
slightest intention of honouring the promises they made in 1979.

The "72-Hour Document” was a statement of PSLN policyv and objectives in
Sepienbor 1979, when many both inside Nicaragua and abroad still locked to the
Sandinistas to fulfil their promises of pluralism, a mixed economy and
non-alignment. A few citations from the "72-Hour Document®, a copy of which I have
in my hands and to which I will refer, make Sandinista hypocrisy clear:

*The selection and organization of the Government was a relatively easy task,

as it 4id not have to be negotiated with the opposition parties of the

bourgeoisie but merely involved appointing patriotic figutes who were somewhat
representative.”®

“It should be noted that at present there are no clear indications of an armed

counter-revolution by Somocista forces from abrosd which actually threatens

our stabilicy.®

*We are an organization whose greatest aspiration is to maintain revolutionary

power."”

While they were promising pluralism they were laying the groundwork of a
one-party State. This so-called party of "pluralisa and democracy® has arrested,
harassed and intimidated democratic political leaders. The 1984 "eslections” were
held without the participation of the major opposition parties. Even those small
parties which participated have since been undercut and rendered ineffective,

The Sandinistas also have sought to destroy the independent labour movement by
foreing workers to join so-called unions totally under their control. The party
which claims to repregent workers and peasants banned strikes in 1981, long before

it acknowledged the existence of any significant armed tesistance_. 8ince then
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hundreds of labour leaders and activists have been gaoled, and many others have
been driven into exile.

While they publicly proclaimed their commitment to a mixed economy, the
Bandipistas secretly expressed their determination to crush the "traitorous
bourgeoisie”. They labelled the private sector the principal enemy of the
revolution and laid plans to attack its leaders “as soon as they give us the first
opportunity®. Today many of Nicaragua's best busineesmen and profeasionals are
gone, including many who had been etrong supporters of the revolution,

In their zeal to crush the private sector and extend State control over all
aspects of economic life, the Sandinistas have crippled the Nicaraguan econony.
While the Sandinistas blame the civil war and United States trade sanctions for the
current economic crisis, it is in fact their own economic policies which are
responsible for the suffering of the Nicaraguan people.

while the Nicaraguan people are enduring great hardships - including
unprecedented shortages of food and other essential commodities, high unemployment,
skycocketing inflation and a sharp drop in real wages - the Sandinista elite lead a
pampered life: While most of the population of Ricaragua lives in shanties, the
comandantes have moved into the luxury homes of Somosa and his followers. While
the poor of Mansgua have even their daily water severely rationed, the comandantes
party in the swimming pool at Sowoza's former country club., While most of the
Nicaraguans ride crammed into worn-out buses or in the back of jerry-rigged trucks,
the comundantes drive around in new imported luxury automobiles. While the averace
Nicaraguan waits in long lines for even the most basic goods, the comandantes
obtain highly prized foreign goods at dollar stores which only they are permitted
to patronize. While the people of Nicaragua suffer, the comandantes travel the

world flaunting their new wealth.
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Although some members of the international community were deceived for many
years about the repressive nature of their régime, the truth about Sandinista
human-rights violations i{s now beconing widely known. These supposed defenders of
human rights have eliminated virtually all civil rights, including freedom of the
press and freedom of agsembly. The Sandinistas, who pose as the party of freedonm,
need a secret police which is ten times the size of Somoza's. They hold thousands
of political prisoners - many more than Somoza ever did, and more than any other
country in the hemisphere except one, from which we shall hear later in this
debate. Held indefinitely in secret police tacn.tttes without trial and subjected
to multiple forms of physical and psychological torture, many of these prisoners
are refused access by any outeide organization, even the International Cosmmittee of
the Red Cross, Many prisonersa are never heard from again, victims of "special
measures®.

The tecent report on human rights in Nicaragua by the International Lesgue for
Ruman Rights paints a grim picture. Some of its highlights are worth quoting.

On labour unions:

*Buman rights violations include bannings of all strikes, collective
bargaining and other union activities, the arrest and harassment of many
hundteds of leaders and union mesmbers and government occupation of union
offices. ... Such harassment has included firings, bribes, arrests, threats
and blackmail. ... The Nicaraguan Government has thus violated Article 22 of
the International Convenant on Civil and Political Rights and Article @ of the
International Covenant on Bconomic, Social and Cultural Rights.®

On arrest and detention:
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*political suspects do not have the rights to be informed of charges, to
be able to consult with attorneys, to have family members vieit, to avail
Mlvec of the basic remedy of habeas corpus., Nor does the Government
publish the full list of names of detainees. ... The Nicaraguan Government
abridges righta to liberty and security of the person in violation of
Articles 9 and 14 of the International Convenant on Civil and Political
Rights." A
On conditions of detention:

*Nicaragua is responsible for torture and cruel, inhuman and degrading
treataent or puniishment. Methods of torture reported by Nicaraguan pzisoners
include beatingse, rape, mock executions, death threats, food and sleep
deprivation, forced postures, prolonged isolation, prolonged detention in
darknecs, prolonged denial of medical care, hooding and submersion in
water. ... Thus Nicaragua stands in violation of Article 7 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; the United Nations
peclaration on the Protection of All Persons from Being Subjected to Torture
or Crusl, Inhuman Or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; the United Nations
Convention Against Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment; the Inter-American Convention to Prevent and Punish Torture.®
Oon Courts:

*Mogt convictions are basad solely on the defendants' own statements,
which are commonly exacted under duress or torture. Proceedings are closed.
The percentage of con¢ictions is so high as to indicate a predisposition to

‘convicet.”
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I turn now to other examples of how the Nicaraguans treat their own citizens.
The Sandinigtaa' abuse of the Miskito Indians since 1961 has shocked the civilized
world., They have driven tens of thousands of Indians into exile and provoked many
of these formerly peaceful people to take up arms to defend their homes against the

Sandinistas, The Sandinistas have turned the eastern third of Nicaragua into
virtual occupied tercitory.

Perhaps nothing depicts more vividly the Sandinistas' batrayal of those who
supported them in 1979 than their repression of the church. Archbishop, now
Cardinal, Gbando y Bravo led rhe church to take a gtrong position for justice and
freedom during the revolution. Some of the comandantes ove their lives to his
intervention on their behalf. Since the revolution, for continuing to promote
justice and freedom and resisting Sandinista repression church leaders have been
attacks and vilified. The church newspaper has been confiscated and its radio
station closed. Its social service agency has been occupied by the secret police.
Priests have been detained and intimidated. Some 20 priests and nuns have been
expelled. HNot even the Sisters of Mother Teresas are alloved to enter mamuu
Nicaragua.

In recant weeks, the Sandinista persecution of the church has been
intensified. Two key church lesders, Bishop Vega and Monsignor Carballo, both
Nicaraguan citizenas, have been banished from their own country, where they were
born. Pope John Paul II saw firsthand the depths to which the Sandinistas would
Stoop, when they sent hecklers to disrupt the mass during his 1983 visit. He has
spoken out for all Catholics in condemning these contemptible acts. The Catholic
Church is the largest in Nicaragua and has oconsaquently borne the brunt of
Sandinista repression. Other religious organizations, however, have been targets.
M- ravians, Mormons, Seventh Day Adventists, Jehovah's Witnesses and Jews have all

been persecuted.
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Given these repressive policies, can there be any doubt as to why hundreds of
thousands of Nicaraghans have left their homeland to escape Sandinista tyranny, way
tens of thousands have risen up irn armed rebellion?

Nowhere is the scope of the Sandinistas®' betrayal of the Nicaraguan people
mote visible than in their massive military buildup. As they acknowledge in the
*72-Hour Document®, they faced no threat. huwever, thay planned from the cutset to
create the largest military machine in the history of Central America. By using
coercion and a highly unpopular draft, the Sandinictas have developed an army
10 times the size of Somoza's. They have received from their Cuban and Soviet
allies an arsenal without precedant in the region - battalions c. tanks and
armoured pergonnel carriers, fleeots of combat heliocopters, scores of artillery
pleces and multiple rocket launchers and a vast inventory of support equipment.

The Sandinistas have turned Nicaragua into an armed casp. Supplied by others, and
acting for others, they relish posing in the role of little David standing up to
what they term the North Aserican Goliath. in fact, the Sandinistas are,
militarily speaking, the Goliesth of Central America.

The Sandinistas falsely charge that the democratic resistance is nothing but a
foroce of meroenaries. Who are the real meroenaries in Nicaragua? They are the
thousands of Cuban military and security personnel and the other
"internacionalistas® the Sandinistas have imported to help them maintain their
repressive Btate, These mercenaries do everything from piloting the helicopter
gunships to training the secret police. 'There are no Americans in Nicaragua
killing Wicaraguans, but there are Cubans in Nicaragua xilling Nicaraguans.

The Sandinistas have denied their own people the right of self-deterwination.

Of gven more concern are their attacks on their neighbours.
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While proclaiming non-alignnent, the Sandiristas planned from the beginning to
ally themselves with Cuba and the Soviet bloc, as reflected in the "72-Hour
Document®. By 19680, this party of "non-alignment® was desply involved in
supporting the Marxist querillas seeking the overthcow of the Government of Bl
Salvador. The proof of ... - tupport is massive snd undeniable. It ranges from
statements from former . : . .88 and m.ivaing of captured documents to hard

physical evidence includiug wear:n. 1.4 mmitions, whose ori ain can be traced by
their serial numbers.

The Sandinistas’ "revolutianary intecnationalisa® is not limited to El
Salvades. They provide oovert assistance to subversive groupe throughout the
region. The Sandinistas directly participated in the 1983 and 1984 attempts to
infiltrate subversives into H-nduras, as captured subversives have themselves
admitted.

The Sandinictas have also supported tsrrorisis in Costa Rica, and their agents
have repeatully attampted or conducted assassinaticns in that country. The
Hicaraguan ccnnection with the weapons used by the Colombian M=19 in the bloody
attack on the Palaoce of Justice in Hugota is well known. Colombian suthorities
have said that one of the key purposes of the raid, in which 11 judges of the
Supreme Court sere killed, was the destruction of judicial records in the
prasecution of narcotica traffickers. Comandante Tomas Borge, the Sandiniata
Interior Minister, attended a service in Managua honouring the terrorists kililed in
that attack,

How ironic it is ¢to R..ir the Sandinistas passionatsly defending the principle
of non-interferenos. In their struggle to drfeat Soxosza, the smdﬁhm vera only
too happy to accept all forms of support - arms, finsoce, logistioal nelp,

training, organiszational helj; - from many othsr aations, and to operate in and
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mount atitacks from the tercitory of other nations, The 1979 revolution overthrew
Somoza with help from other nations. less than two years later, the Nicaraguan
civii war resumed as the demncratic elements of the revolutionary alliance,
disillusioned and cstracized, took up arms again to save the betrayed revolutionm.
In the civil war which rages in Nicaragua today, both factions of the original
revolutionary alliance - the Commun.ats and the non~Communists - receive help from
other countries. This civil war will continue until national reconciliation is
achieved in Bicaragua.

The Sandinistas have the gall to condemn, on the grounds of alleged
intervention, nations which have themselves been the targets of Sandinista
aggression, This is the woret form of hypocrisy by the Sandinistas, who have
fomented subversion, assassination and “erzorism in thoge oountcies and have used
Bicacagua‘'s own regular military foroes in cross-border armed attacks.

The Inited States has consistently supported efforts to achieve a
oowprehansive settlemunt of the crisis in Central America. We have repeatedly
stated that we support the Cintadora process and would abide by a camprehensive,
verifiable and simultanecus implementation of the 1983 Contadora Document of
Objectives. As President Reagan said on 24 June, we will support any negotiated
settlement that brings real democracy to Nicaraguai we vwill not support a paper
agreement that sells out the lucln"qu-\ people's right to be free.

We have long sought meaningful negotiations with the Sandinista comandantes.
We have attempted to seek an understanding with them through our Rsbassy in
Managua, through numerous high-level delegations which have visited Managua -~

ircluding Secretary of State Shultz ~ and through a series of talks between senior

officials in 1984,
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This morning the Wicaraguan President proposed a new rouvnd of bilateral
negotiations with the United Stutes. 1If the Sandinistas are now gerious ahoﬁt
seeking an z2ccord with their neighbours and their own opposition, we are prepared
to resume direct bilateral negotiations. Wa are prepacred to address the full range
of issues which have strained the relations between our two nations.

Sinoce the root problem is not between Nicaragua and the United States but
between the Sendinistas and Hicaragua's neighbours and between the Sandinistas and
‘their own people, such bilateral discussions have no chance for success if heid in
a vacuum. They must be accompanied by serious talks between the Sandinistas and
their neighbours as well as between the Sandinistas and their own people.

Bilateral discussions between the United States and Nicaragua must be in
conjunction with and in support of a regional peace process. In 1983, Nicaragua
and the other Central American States agreed that desocratization was essential for
an enduring peace. Today, the other four nations are functioning democracies, in
keeping with a trend toward democratization throughcut latin America. Only
Nicaragua is out of step. Only Nicarajyua is moving away from dumocracy tovard an
ever-more repressive dictatorship.

Bilatesral discussions between the United States and Nicaragua also must be
held simultancously with a dialogue between the comandantes and the Nicaraguan
opposition. On numerous oocasions the leaders of both the civil opposition and the
armed opposition have called for a dialogus without conditious on content. The
Catholic Church has repsatedly urged such a national Clalogue and offered its good
offices. The Sandiniszas have been intransigent, They have rejected every

overvire and viciously attackad those proposing peace talks as traitors.
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The pretext that they have used to justify their intransigence is that the
demacratic resistance is a force of mercenaries in the service of the United
States. It seems that to the Sandinistas, almost anyone who challenges them, be it
& priest, a political leader, a labour activist or a journalist, is automatically
denounced as a counter-revolutionary and an agent of the CIA, In a poignant letter

to Daniel Ortega, printed this morning in The New York Times, La Prensa‘s

violeta Barrios de Chamorro saics

*Commander COrtega, the sams thing is happentng'heto in Nicaragua as in other

countries under Communigt dictatarehip: because there are 8o many lies every

day, no one will believe you on the day when you say something true.® (p. A23)

The Internaticaal Court of Justice has debunked the Sandinistas® argument.
Deepi te the large quantity of evidence and testimony, most of it presented by
Nicaragus to try to demonstrate that the democratic resistance was nothing more
tha. “CIA merosnaries®, the Court found that the democratic resistance was an
independent foroe not controlled by the United States.

Wnat nov will be the Sandinistas' excuse for not negotiating with their own
people? Will they try to ignore this part of the Court's decision? will they
accept only the portions of the Court's decision they like? If so, this will
reveal that their touted commitment to the implementation of the Court's ruling is
nothing more than the moet cynical and transparent effort to reap a propaganda coup.

I the Sandinistas seek peuce, the door is open. We are ready to talk, Let
them show they are ready by entering into serious negotiations with their
neighbowrs. Let them sit down with their own people, many of whom were formerly
their allies in the struggle againat Somoza, to work towards the achievement of the

original goals of the 1979 revolution. The door to peace is openj it is now up to

the Sandinistas to walk through that doot.
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I wish briefly to note the Communigué adopted by the Co-ordinating Bureau of
the countries of the Non-aligned Movement in Naw York on 28 July., Its one-sided
espousal of Sandinista views is a_ntmhhmg and disturbing.

They make demands only on the United Statea, HNothing is asked of the
Nicaraguana: not that they stop oppressing their own people, not that they cease
the genocide against the Miskito Indians, not that they cease their aggression
against their neighbours, not that they restore freedom to their own people.

It is a scandalously one-sided document. And, as I gaid on an earlier
occasion, the alignment Oof the non~aligned against the United States, the use of
double-standards by the non-aligned, once again demonstrated by that document,
seriously undermines the concept of true non-alignment.

Dzniel Ortega found in the United States a pulpit from which tc speak, an
sudience which listened to him, and freedom to attack the country in which he found
himgelf - things that wuld be denied to any foreigner in Kicaragua who did not
like the policies of the Nicaraguan Government. But then, that is probably the
fundanental difference between tyranny and freedom.

The PRESIDENT: The next spesker is the representative of India. I
invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

M, KRISHRAN (India): Mr. President, at the outset may I thank you and,
through you, the other members of the Council for enabling my delegation to address
this meeting of the Security Council.

My delegation has already had the opportunity to congratulate you, 8ir, on
your assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the current month. 1
rtecall that the last meeting of the Security Council, when my delegation addressed

the Comncil, was also called at the reguesat of Nicaragua.
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This month commenorated the seventh amniversacy of the victory of the
Nicaraguan people over the Somoza dictatorship. We greet Nicaragua on thie
important anmniversary, historic not only in ita own context, but in that of nations
and peoples the world over. For seven years now, Nicaragua has sought to
reconstruct its goclety and to rekindle the hopes of its people. The Non-Aligned
Movesment is proud to have played its part in that endeavour and it shall continue
to do so.

The Co-ordinating Bureau of the Movement of the Non-Alfgned Countries met at
United Nations Headquarters yesterday to consider the situation in Central America
in the light of the judgement delivered by the International Court of Justice on
27 June 1986 in the case "Military and paramilitary activities in and against
Nicaragua®, I should like to read into the record of the Council the text of the
Commun igué issued by the Bureaus

"The Coordinating Bureau of the Movement of tonaligned Countries set in
New York on 28 July 1986 to consider the situation in Central America in the
light of the judgement of June 27, 1986 of the International Court of Justioce
in the case 'Military and Paramilitary Activities in and against Nicaragua'.
The Bureau heatrd a statemsnt by the FPoreign Minister of Nicaragua in which he
referred to the case and the threat to international peace and security
resulting from the continuation of this dispute.

*The Bureau recalled that the Ministers of the Coordinating Bureau of
Nonaligned Countries meeting in New Delhi in April 1986 had 'urged all States
faithfully to respect the commitments made to the International Court of
Justice, especially the acceptance of the Court'’s compulsory jurisdiction and

the required fulfillment of its rulings and judgements in the analysis of the
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case of Nicaragua'. The Ministers had alsc exhorted the United States to
comply with the ruling of May 10, 1984 on Provisional Measures of Protection
and with the judgement of November 2, 1984 on the jurisdiction and
admissibility of the demand of April 9, 1984, presented by Nicaragua.

"Noting with satisfaction the judgement of the Internmational Court of
Justice of June 27, 1986 in the case °'Military and Paramilitary Activities in
and ajainst Nicaragua'’, the Bureau made an urgent and strong appeal to the
Unitad States to comply, strictly and immediately, with that judqemenc.- The
Bureau renewed its call for an immediate end to all threats, attacks and
hostile acts, discussion of funding, financing of mercenary groups by the
United States Congress and coercive economic measures taken against the people
and Government of Nicaragua, all of which are designed, in the short run, to
overthrow the legitimately constituted Government of that country and increase
the risk of a generalized conflict.

“The Bureau once again urged the Government of the United States of
America to resume talks with Nicaragua as a means of reaching a specific
aczeement on peace in the region based on the principles of mutual respect,
sovereignty and self-determination of peoples, with the objective of achieving

the normalization of relations between the two countries.

"The Bureau reaffirmed its support for the efforts of the Contadora Group
and the Support Group towards finding a political, peaceful and negotiated
solution to the crisis in Central America.

“The Bureau reiterated its firm solidarity with Nicaragua and appealed to
all menmbers of the Noraligned Movement, as well as to the international
community, to give solidarity and all such assistance as Nicaragua may require
in order to preserve ite right of self-determination, national independence,

sovereignty and territorial integrity.*
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We recall that the situation in Central America was brought to the attention
of this Council in March 1982, On that occasion, Mr. Daniel Ortega Saavedra in his
capacity as Co-ordinator of the Governing Junta of National Reconstruction of

"Nicaragua came to speak to the Council., W2 are honoured to have him again today at
the United Nations as the elected President of his country. We listened to his
address to the Council with care and attention. It is evident that the situation
in the region has steadily deteriorated in the past four years. This should be a

matter of grave concern to us all, and more particularly to the Security Council.
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Por the twelfth tiwe Nicaragua has sought action by the Council to preserve
its integrity and to protect its character as a sovereign, independent and
non-aligned nation. Fourteen months ago, in May 1985, Security Council resolution
562 (1985) affirmed that it was the inalienable right of Nicaragua and other
nations in the Central American region to decide on their own political and
econaaic system without external interference or subversion, coercion - whether
direct or indirect - or threats of any kind. And yet today these inadnissible acts
are continuing - indeed, have been intensified. Nicaragua has not so far cbtained
the support that it has demanded of the Council. In the meantime, we have the
judgement of the International Court of Justice which has been rendered in the
following clear and unambiguous termss

*In the present Judgment, the Court has found that the Respondent hes, by
its activities in relation to the Applicant, violated a number of principles

of customary international law. The Cou:t has however also to recall a

further principle of international law ... the principle that the parties to

any dispute ... the continuance of which is likely to endanger the maintanance
of international peace and security, should seek a solution by peaceful

means, Enshrined in Article 33 of the United Nations Charter, which also

indicates a nusber of peaceful means which are available, this principle has

4ls0 the status of customary law." (8/18221, para. 290)

The Court has also recalled to both parties:

*... the need to co-operate with the Contadora efforts in seeking a definitive

and lastina paace in Central Amerins, in sgoordance
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customary international law that prescribes the peaceful settlement of

international disputes.” (para. 291)
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Faference has been made on earlier occasions in this Chaaber to inherent
political and econcmic factors in the Central American region almost as if to
suggest that overt and covert interference and intervention from outside are a
Esans to overcome these. The Movement of Non-Aligned Countries {3 not oblivious of
these factors. At the Ministerial meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the
Non-Aligned Countries in April 1986, the Ministers noted the conditions of poverty
and oppression frow which the region has historically suffered. They also
reitsrated that the process of change in Central America could not be explained in
terms of ideclogical confrontation between the military biocs. They reaffirmed the
necessity of oconcrets actions to guarantee the security of Central American States
which would lead to the creation of that climate of stability and confidence which
constitutes the basis for reaching peace and co-operation in Central America. They
tecognised than an immediate halt to all acts of aggression against Nicaragua is a
fundamental step for reaching these objectives.

This consciousness of the Non-Aligned Movement derives not only from its
peroeption that instability and destabilization in Central America are a danger to
peaoce and security the world over but from the realization that true sovereignty of
States in the region will be a positive fuctor in the global endeavour. Meeting
for the first time in the Caribbean area, at Georgetown in 1972, the Conference of
Foreign Ministers of Non-Aligned countries, in the Declaration that was adopted on
that occasioni

®..s agreed that the realization of Latin America‘'s full and true independence

is an essential element in the general emancipation process of the developing

ocountries and in the strengthening of international peace and security.*

Indesd, at the very first summit conference of the Movement at Belgrade in
1961 the Heads of State or Government assembled at that time expressed taeir

determination in the Declaration that was adopted on that occasion that:
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* .. n0 intimidation, interference or interveation should be brought to bear

in the exercise of the right of self-determination of paoples, including their

tight to puwrsue constructive and independent policies for the attainment and

preservation of their govereignty.®

“There are 8o many things®, wrote Pablo Neruda, "that one wants to forget.
And yet there is no forgetting.” Each instance of external interference and
instigation in this xegion, or anywhere else in the world, is a reminder to all of
ue who have overcome our colonjal past that our struggle is not yet fully w&.
Bach instance renews our dstermination to be worthy heire of our history and worthy
progenitors of our future.

The PRESIDENT: The next cpeaker is the representative of Democratic
Yemen. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.
Mr. AL-ASHTAL (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arebic): Allow me

at the outset, Sir, to congratulate you on your assumption of the presidency of the
Council for this month. Your proverbijal wisdom and diplomatic skills encourage us
to believe that this body will succeed in its efforts to £ind solutions that will
bring about stability and security in the Central American tegion.

1 should like through you, Mr. President, to express our appreciation to your
predecessor, Mabassador Rabetafika of Madagascar, who was able, during his
presidency of the Security Council last month, to fulfil his tasks effectively

thanks to the diplomatic skills and long exper ience gained in his international

diplomtic career,
1 should also like to take this oooortunity to welcome Mr. Daniel Orteqa, the

President of the Republic of Micaragua, who is participating in these meetings

called by his Gove:nment. 1In this oconnection, my Government appreciates Nicarsgua's
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tireless efforts to settle disputes by peaceful means according to the principles
of the Charter. We believe that these efforts strengthen the credibility of the
United Nations as a tool for the maintenance of international peace and security.
As Chapter VI of the Charter concerning the pacific settlement of disputes
stressess
“The parties to any dispute, the continuance of which is likely to
endanger the maintenance of international peace and security, shall, f£irst of
all, seek a solution by negotiation, enquiry, mediation, oconciliation,
arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional agencies or arrangements,

or other peaceful means of their own choice." (Article 33/1)

Based on that principle, and on relevant articles of the Statute of the
International Court of Justjoce, Nicaragua, a Member of the United Nations, has
submitted to the International Court of Justice its camplaint against the United
States of Merica for its violation of the relevant rules of international law by
arming, training and leading the contras and by mining Nicaraguan ports, among
other acts of aggression against Nicaragua.

In the light of thess facts, the In-2rnat.ona ourt of Justioe - which is the
organ mandated to settle the Jdisputes submiited to it according to the rules of
international law - has acted upon Nicaragua's -omplaint and rendered its judgemenc
that the United States of America has violated its commitments under customary
international law, as regs = nam-interven*ion in the affairs of other States, the
non-use of force, the vio.ation nf nac: mnal soverzignty and the hampering of

pacific maritime <rade.
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The court has ruled that the United States of America has committed an act
against Nicaragua that runs counter to its commitment under article 19 of the
Treaty of Priendship, Trade and Navigation signed by Nicaragua and the United
States of America on 21 January 1965, It is v ° inown that the United States
Adainistration has yet to respond positively t. e rulings of the International
Court of Justios, which was established by the international community to settle
international disputes. Purthermore, the United States has deliberately expanded
its intervention in the internal affairs of Nicaragua. Most recently, the Congress
of the nited States has approved aid to the contras in the amount of
$100 million. That action attests to thre escalation by the United States of its
designs against Nicaragua in order to destroy its present political régime. That
decision to offer aid will have disastrous consequences for the security and
stability of the region) furthermore, it will increase tension in that part of the
wor 14,

Kicaragua's request for the Security Coun~il to meet ard the presence of the
President of Wicaragus, Daniel Ortega Saavedra, in these meetings in order to
expose the negative attitude of the United States ond its unwillingness to abide by
the judgenent of the International Court of Justice confers upon the Security
Council the extremely important international duty of comprehensively emamining
ways and means to put an end to the persistent violation of international law by
the United Sta“ss in its sctions against Nicaragua.

This body rcpresents the aspirations of the international community to

e or 4

naticnal poass a2nd secusity =nd &0 wnrk towards anining finited States
acoceptance of the relevant tulings of the International Court of Justice in order
to spare the Central American region any further escalation of tension and to allow

the peoples ¢’ those countries to live in conditions of stability and peace.
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In this connection, Democratic Yeme: believes that this organ must give
impetus to the efforts of the Contadora Group to facilitate a global and peaceful
eettlement of the problems in the region. The United States, as a member of the
Security Council, should join the international consensus on the need to solve the
prublems of Central America by peaceful means through the efforts of the Contadora
Group, ‘hich had enjoyed the support of the United States in.the past. We beligve
that to be the only way to avoid any further tension in the region.

With respect to threats, the use of force or intervention in the internal
affairs of sovereign States, such actions violate international law and the
purposes of the United Nations Charter. Furthermore, they do not advance the
establ ishnent of peace and security among the countries of Central America.

While condemning all forms of political activity that involve aggreseion
against Nicaragua, Demdcratic Yemen appeals to this body to support Nicaragua in
its request to have the United States abide by the rulings of the International
Court of Justice and to call upon the United States to put an end to its policy
aimed at threatening the territorial integrity of Nicaragua, intervening in its
internal affairs and infringing upon its freedom to choose its own social, econamic
and political régime.

The PRESIDENT: 1 thank the representative of Democratic Yemen for his
kind words addressed to the presidency.

The next speaker is the representative of Czechoslovakia. I invite him to
take a place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. KULMAWIEC (Czechoslovakia): Mr. President, I should like first to
thank you and the other members of the Council for giving my delegation the

opportunity to address the Council for the second time this month.
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The Security Council is meeting under your presidency once again to consider
the actions of the United States Government against Nicaragua. We have fully
snpported the reconvening of the Council on this matter, because of the serious
nature of the situation and in view of the distribution of official documents of
the International Court of Justice, including its judgement of 27 June of this
year. We consider it very important that the Council's dlscussion adhere to the
essence of the problem and that attempts to bog down the debate in procedural legal
questions be prevented.

The judges of the International Court of Justice have accompl ished an
extensive task: That highly authoritative forum found the policy of the United
States Government against Nicaragua to be aggressive and thus illegal.

The voluminous documentation from the proceedings of the International Court
of Juatice, as well as the judgement of that body, which is one of the main organs
of the United Nations, give evidence of the extensive diversionist activities of
the United States Government against Nicaragua aimed at overthrowing that country's
Government and changing its social system. We have had an opportunity to learn
about a number of aspects of that undeclared war, which is organized, financed and
fought by the United States Government and by forces for which that Government
bears full responsibility.

The situation in Nicaragua, the determination of the Nicaraguan Government and
people to defend their country, as well as the consequences of the rampage by
counter-revolutionary mercenaries oould be seen on the spot two weeks ago by the
delegations of more than 80 countries from all over the world, including
Czechoslovakia, that attended the observance of the seventh anniversary of the
victory of the Sandinista revolution. During those festivities another crime of

the contras was planned - an attempt on the life of President Ortega. Portunately,
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that intended assassination was prevented; yet the rampage of former members of
Somoza's guard has already taken a toll of 14,000 Nicaraguan lives.

I do not deem it necessary to repeat all the findings of the International
Court of Justice, including one qualifying the all-around arming, training and
financing of the contras as a violation of international law and of the principle
of non-interference in other countries® internal affairs.

In this connectic., my delegation constde:'s that the manual of the Centcal
Intelligence Agency on "psychological operations® and the instructive brochure for
saboteurs have played a significant negative role in the escalation of violence and
terror perpetrated by the contras and that the United States Government bears full

moral regsponsibility for the consequences of that “training® of bandits.
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The Republic of Nicaragua is a developing country confronted with a number of
economic problems. Owing to the imperialist aggressiocn being waged against it,
that coumntry is suffering severe human and material losses that make its over-all
situation even worse. Nicaragua has submitted a claim to the Intecrnational Court
of Justice for damages in the amoummt of US$370.2 million. Unfortunately, the
damage caused Nicaragua will undoubtedly grow with the intensification of the
subveraive activities and sabotage of the contras as a result of the recent
8100 million increase in United States aid. My country expresses its conviction
that the International Court of Justice will again take up the question of
compensation to the Republic of Nicaragua and settle it in Nicaragusa's favc ir.

During its intensive discussions this year the Security Council has heard a
great number of statements expressing the unequivocal will of the overwhelming
mjority of States Members of the United Mations to adhere to the fundamental
principles of international law, the United Rations Charter and internationally
adopted obligations. We are gratified to note that in its judgement the
International Court of Justice has once again explicitly underlined the vital
importance of compliance with civilized norus of inter-State relations for the
future destiny of peace and security in the world.

The International Court of Justice considered the case submitted to it in
relation, inter alia, to the principles of the non-use of force, non-interference
and the right to collective self-defence and arrived at unambiguous conclusions
about the illegal nature of United States actions againat Nicaragua. The Court
pointed out that an unqualified adherence to practices similar to those being
pursued by the United States would result in damage to the fundamental principles
of international law and, chus, in an absolute arbitrariness in international
relations, wWe fear that the events of this year fully validate those concerns

expressed by the International Court of Justice.
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Czechoslovakia fully supports the diplomatic efforts of latin American
countries to find a just and peaceful solution to the situation in Central
Merics. The Contadora movement has rightly gained authority and won the respect
of the intecnational community. It is imperative that that process continue
without external interference. We reject any attempt, no matter what the pretext,
to countervale the Contadora process by the creation of artificial structures. 1In
that comection I should like to recall that as early as the thirty-eighth session
of the United Nations General Assembly the Czechoslovak delegation i:ointed out the
dangerous nature of the attempts to revive old military pacts in that region,
especially the Central American Defence Council (OONDECA) Pact. Our position
temains valid today.

We consider it high time that United States interventionism and dangerous
Pentagon studies on a direct act of United States aggression involving a possible
100,000-thousand-man foroe gave way to the urgent need to preserve peace and adhere
to legal norms. It is high time that the United Gtates, as a permanent member of
the Security Council, acted with due regard to its responsibility before the entire
international community. The Security Council faces an extremely difficult tasks
that of fulfilling its obligations., The Council's attitude to the draft resolution
inspired by the judgement of the International Court of Justice will determine
whether the Council succeeds in discharging that task.

The PRESIDENT: The next speaker is the representative of the Syrian Arab
Republic. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his
statement,

Mr. AL-ATASSI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): My
dalegation had occasion to congratulate you, Mr. President, on your accession to
your office earlier this month,, but we shculd like to express to you once again

our great appreciation for the efforts you have exerted during this busy month of
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July, as well as to pay a tribute to the coupetence, experience and expertise .you
have shown ir guiding the deliberations of the Council,

The Sacurity Council is meeting today in response to a new complaint by the
Government of Nicaragua against the United States of America. The earlier
complaint was brought before the Council barely a month ago. This Chanber has
already been the scene of many meetings on the subject of the threats and acts of
aggression perpetrated by the United States against Nicaragua: the mining of its
ports, the imposition of trade embargoes against it and the financing and training
of mercenaries to undermine its sovereignty and overthrow its progressive,
revolutionary régime.

Today's complaint also is submitted by the Government of Nicaragua against the
United States of America. However, it is not limited to those two parties, to the
region of Central ARmerica or to threats to peace and security in that region
alone: Today's complaint relates to threats to the international legal system and
to the régime of international commitments and conventions. This morning, we heard
President Ortega vall upon the Security Council to shoulder its responsibilities
and call upon the United States to comply with the judgement of the International
Court of Justice and the legal argumants adduced by the justices and to cease

forthwith its military activities in and against Nicaragua.
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The judges have also called upon the United States of America to cease
supporting, financing and training the mercenaries and counter-revolutionaries
against the Nicaraguan revolution.

The United States Adainistration has rejected the decision of the
International Court of Justice. Its representative in the C. ..il has also
expressed rejection of the decision and even denied the Court any jurisdiction to
consider these problems. The pretest of self-dofence put forward by the United
States Administration is flimsy and unconvincing., No one can believe that a giant
such as the United States of America can feel threatened by Nicaragua, a small,
peace-loving, non-aligned State. Such are the well-known pretexts used by the
United States to express amnoyance with any State that pursues an independent
political path. They have become the hallmark of the United States policy to
suppresg the popular will and supplant the rule of law by the rule of force.

If the Council fails to put an end to the arrogant policy of force and
arrogance, all civilized, human values and international legal principles, foremcst
among them that of peaceful coexistence among States in an atmosphere of
international co-operation, will become extinct., If we allow the mighty to prevail
in international relations, the basis on which our international Organization has
been founded will be Jjeopardized and international peace and security endangered.
If the United States wishes to exist in & civilized society governed by the rules
of peaceful cosxistence among States, including the free choice of political and
economic syctems, the United States must cease forthwith to interfere in the
internal affairs of independent States. Nicaragus and other ecountriea of

ha worlad

want to live in peace, free from any outside threat,
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The United States of America must realize that support for mercenaries and
co-vperation with racist régimes can in no way serve the cause of peace in the
vorld. '

Support for the racist apartheid régime in South Africa is simply an attempt
to thwart the aspirations of the African people to freedom and independence.
Similarly, military and financial support for the racist régime in ooccupied
Palestine is a blow to the aspirations of the Arab people to freedom, sovereignty
and independence. The policy of force and hegomony pursued by the United States in
various parts of the world is a despicable cne.

The international community has condemned threats and acts of aggression. The
bonbing of Libya by American jet aircraft, the raids an civilian targets and the
killing of innocent civilians have been supported only by the United States
Administration., The United States abuse of the veto in this Council to shield its
agents in South Africa and occupied Paleastine can only undermine the foundations of
our international Organization and, thus, the rule of justice and law in the world.

Peace in Central America will not be attained by United States aggression
against Nicaragua or by the mining of Nicaraguan ports. It cannot come about by
aiding mercenaries to topple the Nicaraguan revolution, Peace can only be achieved
through constructive dialogue, recognition of the right of the people of Central
Mnerica to self-determination and through international efforts, especially through

the Contadora Group and the Support Group, to find a political, peaceful solution

to the crisis in Central America.
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My delegation appeals to this Council to shoulder its responsibilities in
these difficult timea. Defending the international legal system is one of the
Council'’s «w0s8t urgent tasks. 1in this case it is Nicaragua that is directly
affected here; howevezr, in its complaint Nicaragua represents the aspirations of
all Staten, in particular the small States, The Council's success in compelling
the United States to abide by the decieion of the International Court of Justice is
a success for the cause of defending the internaticnal legal system. &hould the
Sscurity Council fail in this, it would be an ominous sign for the future.

In conclusion, my people is in full solidarity with the Nicaraguan people; ny
Government fully supports the Government of Nicaragua. Our struggle is one and the
same - for freedom and independence.

The PRE” DENT: I thank the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic
for the kind words he addressed to the presidency.

I call upon the representative of Nicaragua, who has asked to be allowed to

speak in exercise of the right of reply.

Mrs. ASTORGA GADEA (Micaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): We

listened with attention to the representative of the United States but all we heard
was another litany of accusations, lies, disinformation and distortions on the
basie of which the Government of that country has been trying to find justification
for its aggression against my country.

In the total absence of a legal, political or moral besis to support its

policy of aggression against Nicaragua, the United States has attempted to divert

==

accusing Nicaragua of crimes and inappropriate, illegal activities at the

international level.
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The self-samge arguments adduced today by the representative of the United
States had been submitted to the International Court of Justice by his Government.
On 27 June of this year the Court issued a clear and categorical decision, one that
brooks no doubt.

This morning the President of Nicaragua explained in detail the Court's main

considerations and conclusions. I shall confine myself to mentioning only some of

then.
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in its main consideration the Court decided - and this is important - that
the United States, by training, arming, equipping, financing and supplying the
contra forces or otherwise encouraging, supporting and aiding military and
paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua, has acted against the Republic of
Nicaragua, in breach of its obligation under customary international law not to
intervene in the affairs of another State.

In article 2 of the operative part of its ruling the Court rejects the
justification of collective self-defence maintained by the United States in this
connection. What is more important, it states that the evidence presented by the
United States was lnadequate to satisfy the Court that the Nicaraguan Government
was responsible for any flow of arms to Salvadorian revolutionaries. It is clear
that Nicaragua is not the aggressor. It is also clear that the United States is
the only country perpetrating aggression in Central America, the only country
violating the territorial integrity, sovereignty and right to self-determination of
peoples. It is not we, Nicaragua, who say this, but the Internationai Court of
Justice.

We are pained at the fact that the United States Government, which claims to
respect international law, is flagrantly violating it with respect to my ccuntry.
We are sorry to see that it is the policy of the United States to avail itself
selectively of international law by complying with it on some occasions and not on
others. For our part we also regret the fact that today the United States
representative has once again asserted that his country will pursue its policy of
aggression against my country, that it will continue to perpetrate aggression
against my country in the name of democracy and freedom, which it claims to
uphold. For our part we shall continue to seek dialoque, negotiation and

understanding and are ready, if the United 3tates is also ready, bk seek machinery
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to settle our differences. Nicaragqua is ready to work for peace, as has been
abundantly demonstrated over the years. Even nhow the United States still has an
opportunity to change and to amend the situation and to respect the will of the
international community and the rights of small countries. It can still abide by
the ruling of the International Court of Justice by immediately ceasing all
military and paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua. We are here. We
are ready to find that solution and understanding.

The PRESIDENT: There are no further speakers for this meeting. The next
meeting of the Security Council to continue consideration of the item on the agenda

will take plarce tomorrow, Wednesday, 30 July 1986, at 11 a.m.

The meeting rose at 5.05 p.m.




