
United Nations 

GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY 
THIRTY-FOURTH SESSION 

Of!icial Records • 

UN LIBRARY 
~ itj't• 

UN/SA COLfECT!ON 

YERBATHi RECORD OF THE 28th H:CETIHG 

Chairman: I-:XO. HE?BURH (Bahamas) 

CWTE~i'l'S 

AG&~DA ITE!-IS 30 TC 45, 120 A.;;D 121 (continued) 

GeEeral debate 

State;acnts were Jr~ade_ ~-= 

Er. Aboul-Na.sr ( 0:::-JB.n) 
l-J:r. Ila Van Lau (Viet 1Jam) 
Hr. Randrianarivelo (I.Iadagascar) 
i'lr. Al-Ali (Iraq) 
l·lr. i'Tgonda ( Zantbia.) 
l-·~r. rettricio U·Iozambique) 
;.]r. Ou1cl Sidi (Hauri tania) 
r.lr. Abcle1 J'.:eguid (Egypt) 

• Tlus record IS subJeCt to correction. Corrections should be mcorporated m a copy of 
the record and should be sent withm one week of the date of publication to the Ch1ef, 
Officllll Records Ed1ting Section, room A-3550. 

Correctwns will be 1ssued shortly after the end of the sess1on, in a separate fasc1cle for 
each Committee. 

FIRST CGr.'l'-:I'T''J'EE 
28th meeting 

heLl on 
Friday, 2 ~Jovernber 1979 

at 3 p.1n. 
New York 

Distr. GENERAL 
A/C.1/34/PV.28 
6 Hove:nber 1979 

ENGL~SE 



RH/1/mb A/C.l/34/PV.28 
2 

ThP meeting "lvRS called to order at 3 p.m. 

AGENDA ITE.MS 30 TO 45, 120 and 121 (continued) 

GENERAL DEBATE 

?!r. ABOUT, ,NASB_ (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic)~ In this first 

statPment I shRll limit myself to comments of a p-eneral nature, and shall 

endeavour not to lvRste the time of thP Committee rei teratinr; viP-vrs pert;cdninr; 

to the objectives of disArmament thRt are Hll set forth in the Final Document 

of the tenth spf'ciRl session dt>voted to disarmament. That is) after all, a 

document for lvhich we voted, Rnd therefore we do not havt> to reiterate its 

contents. Hor do lYe hRVP to repeat "rhat vre said in the statements we made at 

thf' beginning of the tenth special session and at ensuing regular sessions. 

Jlnd there havP been no changes so si17ni ficant as to warnmt our augmenting or 

ch~mrinr:; -vrhAt lYe hRve alreHdy sFJid. 

He do know thRt it is nPither practicAl nor re8listic to try to attRin our 

disRrmRment objectives from one day to the next. However, we must SAY that we 

feel WP have the rjcht to call for the politicRl ~Vill that will mRke it possible 

for th(-'m to be attained. 'Gle welcome rmy Rchievement, lvhater it be, pending 

the broadeninr: of FJgrePments on disarmament Rnd as long RS it is based on the 

DrPb minsry FJccords. One of the first steps, albeit a modest one, towRrds the 

AchiPvement of our Aims was embodiPd in the United Nations Conference on 

Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain ConventionRl Vleapons which may 

be deemed to be ExcPssively Injurious or to have Indiscriminate Effects, held 

in GeneVA in SPptember last. Ve are happy that some results c- albeit meagre 

ones - ~Vere in fact obtained during that ConferencP, since unfortunately lYe had 

become somewhAt inured to no progress bein~ mRde at all. 

Although we did not succeed in reachinG aGreement on the majority of the 

items submitted to that Conference for consideration. the limited agreement 

we did arrive at on the prohibition of the use of mines Rnd booby-traps, and 

the similArly modest agreement on th<> limitation of incendiary weapons> 

encourAge us to believe that very soon there will be an agreement coverinG the 
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indj scriminate use of such conventional 1-renpons. lTp trust thRt at the next 

mPetinc in 1980 more progr<'ss vrill be made in this field, pRrticularly with 

rec;ard to smBll~cnli bre -vreapons, the lSP of uhich is on a pRr with the use of 

thP prohibi.tPd dumdum bullet. 

Some pror:ress has also been made in the field of radiologicRl wesponry, 

and life nre happy to note the rPport of the CommitteP on DisRrmament, which 

contRins Rn "Ar:reed joint USSR-United States proposnl on major elements of R 

treaty prohibitinc: thP development, nroduction, stockpilinr: and use of 

radiological Heanons 1' ( CD/31). He hope that Rn Rgreement will be sir,ned RS 

soon as possi.ble and before possession of thesP weapons becomes more r;eneral, 

mRking an agreement more difficult to arrive nt. 

In Rddition to the weapons I hove just mentioned, I should like to deal 

Rlso with a different type of armament on l'fhich lengthy talks and negotiations 

have been tRking place. I Rill referrinc; specifically to chemical weapons, in 

connexion -vri th which progress is at a smcil 1 s pace. 
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\,Je recognize the technical difficulties arising from the number of chemical 

elements that could be used for weapons, but w·hich can be and are at times used 

for peaceful purposes. But once again a political 1v-ill must be shmm so that ve 

can prohibit their use for weapons purposes altogether. An agreement must be 

reached on cessation of the production of chemical weapons and on the reduction 

and eventual eliminabon of existing stocl'-piles of them. 

Although, as I have said, we are happy to note the results of the bilateral 

talks betvreen the United States and the Soviet Union on these matters, we feel 

nevertheless that the negotiations on chemical wea-pons should he referred tack to 

the Disarmament Commission, particularly on those issues on which no agreement 

1v-as reached, such as the planning of chemical warfare and the use of chemical 

veapons in training and tactical manoeuvres. Therefore, efforts should be made, 

first of all, to reach agreement on the destruction of existing stockpiles of 

these weapons, as vrell as of the means of producinc: them. T-Je are convinced that 

if the Disarmament Commission took up this matter th9t \TOUld in no 1vay undermine 

the bilateral talks: on the contrary) it might well spur them to successful 

results. 

1'he Government of Cman has consistently supported efforts to ensure the 

security of various geographical regions of the world and has urged that they be 

respected as denuclearized zones, whether in Africa, the Middle East, South 

America or the Indian Ocean. In particular, -vre have supported the Declaration 

of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

Despite all appeals and efforts, and despite the fact that we have 9 ln public 

meetings, informed the uorld that those areas are nuclear--free zones, we knmv- that 

last month, in the South Atlantic off the coast of South Africa, a nuclear blast 

took place. Although the announcement that South Africa may well have exploded 

a nuclear device in the region of the South Atlantic and the Indian Ocean on 

22 September is a challenge to the -vrorld, it caJlle as no surprise to us, since vre 

had constantly warned of this dan(';er. Hhat does surprise us is that the news was 

broken to us so late, and we are equally surprised at the diffidence -vrith which 

certain public information media have dealt 1-Tith it. He have constantly stressed 

this danl':er and alerted the vrorld to it, and ve have also tried to put an end to 

nuclear co-operation with South Africa. This effort is reflected in many 

resolutions and recommendations of the United Nations calling on States to ceasP 
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their collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear field. 

He trust that the Secretary~General lvill very speedily report to us ln 

response to the req_uest made of him by the General Assembly to ascertain the facts 

surroru1ding the nuclear blast in q_uestion, as well as to ensure that no similar 

blast occurs in any other delicate and tense region of the world. 

Hy next point is one that everybody has heard about and understand.s, namely, 

the nuclear co-operation betvreen South Africa and Israel. He have watched with 

great concern what has been taking place. In its issue of 22 October last, the 

Chris~ian Science Ifonitor published an article on the subject of the nuclear blast 

that took place off the southern coast of the African continent. It suggested 

that it aight vell have been from an Israeli nuclear device that could not be 

tested in the :Iiddle East because of the density of the population there, and 

that the Israelis allowed South Africa to explode it within the framework of 

South African-Israeli co-operation in nuclear matters. 

On this specific issue we have a draft resolution concerning Israeli nuclear 

capability, and we hope that it will command the support of all representatives 

-vdshing to avoid a nuclear build-up that would create an enormous danger with 

unforeseeable conseq_uences. We trust that the Committee and the Assembly will 

ensure tl1at the Middle East shall remain a nuclear--free zone. 

Oman attaches great importance to the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a 

Zone of Peace because of our geographical location bordering ttat Ocean. '"Te knmv

that peace and stc_bility must reir:n in that part of the 1-rorld so that our people 

can develop and can devote themselves to the creation of a better life for 

the"!lselves and for succeeding generations, and avoid air~Power rivalry being 

imported into our area through the creation of spheres of influence. 

Oman has constantly appealed to all nations to ensure that there shall be no 

foreign presence in the area, whether it be in the form of fleets plying the 

Indian Ocean, military bases, or military blocs or friendship pacts. The q_uestion 

of the Indian Ocean region is a matter of great concern to us, and we trust that 

the Committee will be successful in ensuring that it shall be respected as a :>.one 

of peace. We hope that all States, and particularly the permanent 111embers of 

the ::.:ecurity Council, 1v-ill participate in efforts to that end. 

A::, well as a.ttaching great importance to the creation of a zone of peace in 

the: Indian Ocean, Oman is fully conscious of the responsibilities that devolve 

upon it by reason of its geographical location, especially since we happen to be 
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close to the junction of the Gulf of Oman and the Indian Ocean, through lvhich 

oil tankers sail. Furthermore, Oman has endeavoured to ensure the control and 

monitoring of ships going through the straits, in an effort to preserve both 

its own interests and those of neighbouring States, to avert any danger to the 

shipping lanes and to bar any dangerous incursions into the region. 

Oman, with the neighbouring fraternal States, has endeavoured to ensure this 

freedom of the seas and respect for the rights of the coastal States. We would 

appeal to all States possessing the necessary technology to assist us in 

safeguarding the security of ships passing through the straits. We reject any 

military pacts or blocs, and we feel that the presence of foreign military bases 

poses a possible danger to the region. This is something we have drawn to the 

attention of the countries of the region and of the world at large. 

At this the end of Disarmament vveek, >vhich began on 24 October, we cannot but 

say once again how much we hope that we shall be able to break through the vicious 

circle of armament ln all its forms so as to ensure a better future for 

generations to come. vle are sure, Mr. Chairman, that under your enlightened 

guidance we shall be able during this session to make more progress towards the 

realization of a number of our aspirations. 
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;_!!_. _ry~_ V_4J:T LiD~ (Viet l•!am) (i.nterprete"tion from French): Gpeal:in::; 

just aftPr th<~ \·reek for the 2Jr011otion of th,~ object:i.vt•s of disarmament, I 

siwuld lib:, on belwlf of tlw Socinlist HepulJl:i.c of Viet llffi,l, to reaffirm th:lt 

our Govt:rnment and our l)eor1le f:i rlill~r su:nnort the struce,le for disHrmnment ffild 

Ti'['c1rd it as one of the 1wst effective "ays for peoples living under different 

social svstems to fight a~ainst oppression, exploitation and unjust war and 

for the nrt·servation of the peace and security of nations. 

The head of the delec;ation of the Socialist Re:nublic of Viet limn, in 

his statement of 28 September 1S'79 before tlle plenary meeting of the General 

fl_ssembly _ dtoscr:i.bed the current international si tuati_on as follmrs: 

''lly delegation is glad to note th8t :i.n this year of 1979 1-re have 

uitnt>ssed many great successes acldcJved :i.n all rec;:i.ons of the 110rld by 

tll~ forces of p,•ace} national independence, democracy and social progress. 

Tllis is the essential direction for the development of the Horld situation 

e>.t present. Nevertheless, imperialists, :i.n collusion u:i.tll international 

reactionaries" seek by every :means to obstruct the advance of mankind, 

to try to ret;ain their lost positions and to prepare nel-l interventions 

<:>nd ac;c;r<oss:i ons ar;ainst the peoples that refuse to subEri t to their 

dictates." (A/34_{P.1J_:}-_h~2) 

"The recc>nt pa:i_nful ordeals of Viet Ham, Laos and 1~C!mpuchea, lite 

other peoples • mm experiences throuc;hout the •rorld, shmr quite clearly 

th::<.t a ne"IT danger is threateninG the international comnmnity: Lthe 
b:i.c; ·nation Jwc;emonism of an J\si.an Pmrei], in collusion vith ir11per:i.alismJ 

is challen~';inc; the peOlJlt:s of the 1rorlcl. '· ( Ibj_d. , p. 72) 

\Te can safely say that this dual chflracteri.st:i.c of tl1e current international 

s:Ltuat:i.on is clearly rPflected in the att:i.tudl· of Statt'S to the problem of 

the liJr1itatj on of tlle arms race and disarmar:ent. 

On one hancl, in the circumstcmces in vhi.ch the victories of tl1e forces of 

peace, n<-ttional independence and social proc;ress can put pressure on the forcc~s 

of Har, there :ts evidence of proc:;ress in the ftJ!plication of the recommendatimts 

:md decisions of the first special session of the United Iiut:i.ons General 

Asselllbly devoted to disarmament. As evidence of this a positive event in t:te arEa 

of hilateral and multilateral an:ree,-ents concernin.c; limitation of strate;ric nuclee.r 

1-reapons and nuclear disarmament has been the sir;nin~=T in 197° of the SALT II 

nc;r<'t•rceJlt by the Soviet Union DUel the; United States. rihere can be no cloubt? 
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:in the uorcls of the Cbc:cirrean of this Cor".mittee 'Then he opened tlw peneral 

debate on disarl'l"acoent itCP'S on liS October 1970, that 

"this dPveloplilf'nt v:i.ll leavr~ its impact not only on the r~'duction of 

nuclear anc1 str:?~.tec:) c arl:'1s 'but Rlso on other ~r<·as of armaHents i •• 

Only rect:ntly, the Soviet :ini.t:i.at-i.ve, made in ar,_:reement Hith the German 

Democratic Tlepublic and after consultation with the rr:ember nntions of the Harcm-r 

Pact, to vrithdravr from the territory of the German Derrocratic 'Republic, over 

thP next 12 lilonths o 20,000 Soviet troops, 1 ,000 tanlcs ru1d other types of 

military equipment, bears eloquent testimony to their sincere 

des:i.n· to '-'~dopt mor(' effective meRsur,"s to stren,co:then trust amoug the countries 

lXtrtici.patin::_· in the Conferenct· of Security and Co-~operation in EuropP. It 

lS in tlH· same spirit that the Sov:i.<"t Union has dt>clared its readiness to reduce, 

on ct unilateral basis, the nur!l.ber of 1nedium~~r8DGe nuclear 'lveapons deployed 

Hl the 'lvestt-·rn '(lart of the Soviet Union, on condition that there is 

no audl~ t]·_onal derJloyrnent of rr,edi um~-ranc;,_. nuclear veapons in He stern .Curope. 

I'espi tt· the positive trend evinced by the elaboration of concrete JJleasures 

for arms limitation and disarmament, peace~loving peoples throwThout the 1vorld 

nre 'ravely concerm·d at tl1e declared intent:i.ons of c12rtain c:i rcles 'fi thin 

thP ~:orth Atlantic 'l'reat~r Orc;anizaticn (1iATO) o uho 0re developinc; plans to 

dt·ploy 2n .A..mer:i.cFm mc>d:iurn~rance nuclear ve<:r!JOD in Festern ~urope to be aimed 

!'1t th•c' tt•rritory of the sociRlist StatE~s o In certain \!estern countrit•S o 

Harlite forces uisl1 to sabotnce the results of tht~ conclus:i.on of concrete 

intern2tional ac;reeHents or to halt 0ll inpetus for t2ll:s on, and the 

conclusion of such ac:reements o 

IJc TtlUSt 1Je f:ml)h<:•.s:i.zec1 that durin,~ the neriod uhl.ch has elal')scd, these 

1!Pstern V2.rlnce forc,;s lwve b,:,~n encoun,ced by a hegemonistic Asian Power Hhich 

ll:- s been conduct inc; a policy based on a frantic nuclear and conventional arms 

race, a policy which has aggravated and extended armed conflicts in Indo-China and 

South .. ~ast A,si~1 ;:md uhich nO'T :i.s tlw cause of a constnnt threat of uar in 

It has 1Jecome ever mon· clear to t>n1ightenec1 international puol:i.c 

opin:i.on that this lwr_:;e1nonism, nhich has its roots in the tllous<:md--year-old 
11 Celestial fi'mpiren here on earth, is ai:med at maldng it the most "super" of all 

those it considers to be sur;er-Po;.rers in the world. 
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··n(' Pm~t at CJll costs becoEw a f:i.rst·"rf'nh. uorld PovPr in tlw culturrcl, 

sc:i f•nt:i.f-i.c, tt>clm:i.cr;l 2116 :i.ndustri8~ s:nht:>rL'S 0 0 •• It is unacceptable 

thnt our country should nnt achieve- this uith:in a fe~r dPC:1dt_·s''. 

In September 1:)59 he said furtht·r: 

''Fe I•lust conquer the rlcuwt. TllRt is our OO,jt·cti.ve". 

Despitr~ th~1t co1.mtry 1 s econon:i.c backHardness ,in tlle enrly ~'<22rs of tlw 1950s 

its let~ders focused their efforts on tht• creation of ''· strst"~:i.c nuclear 

force and no•r they llre press inc; ahee.d fever:i.sllly 1·6tl1 the ··modernization '1 of 

their srmed forces and acceleratinc; tht> production ::md stoch~piling of 

nuclear ueapons. 

By comparison v:i.th the ::Jther rec;ions of the uorld, South-East Asia is 

an area in uh:i.ch that power has at its dis1'0sal the l!lOSt favouraole conditions, 

as \It'll as the createst mcm1s 811d opportun:i.t:i.es for tl1e h1plementation of 

its expansionist 811d he[~~emon:i.st polic:i.t·s. In Aw;ust 1965, that same leader 

aff:i.rrr1ed tlwt: 

" 1.Je must at all costs c;et our hands on South-~T:'ast Asia, embracinG 

South V:i .• ~t Fam, Tll:ctilc-md, Burma, llalaysia and S:i.nga}Jore .... Once 

it is in our h311ds, UP c£1n build up our forces :i.n that zone and 

ue u:i 11 be able to stand up to tlw SoviJ~t Union~-Hestern Euronean 

bloc and tbt--- :8n.st v:i.nd uill T'rt'va:i.l OVt'r tlw 'l"'st u:i.ncl." 
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~or more than 30 years we have been withnessing evidence of this policy of 

expansionist hegemonism in South-East Asia, evidence that has been described 

in the White Book on relations between our country and that Power, distributed 

in document A/34/553-S/13569 of 9 October 1979, to which I wish to invite the 

attention of this meeting without actually quoting from it because of the 

shortage of debating time. The culmination of that policy of hegemonism was the 

tw~-Dronged armed aggression launched in a pincer movement by that Power against 

Viet Nam at the end of 1978 and the beginning of 1979, one prong consisting of 

the military forces of its tools, coming from the South West, and the other, 

comprising 600,000 of its own regular troops, coming into VietNam from the 

north, massacring the civilian population and destroying Vietnamese economic 

and cultural establishments in the regions where hostilities took place. 

Since the defeat of its aggression against Viet Nam, the facts are 

there to prove that that Power is feverishly preparing a new act of aggression 

against Viet Nam, which could be unleashed at any time. No man of conscience 

can fail to be aware of that. In Kampuchea that Power stubbornly persists in 

reviving the last remnants of the defunct genocidal regime to engage them 

in the sabotage of the Kampuchean people's work of peaceful reconstruction. 

The CHAIRMAN: I apologize to the representative of Viet Nam for 

interrupting him, but it appears to the Chair that the substance of his remarks 

lS not centred on disarmament items. I wonder whether very soon he might get 

to the substance of the matter rather than going into great detail, as he has 

done so far. I apologize again for interrupting, but I thought that I should 

bring that point to his attention. 

Mr. HA VAN LAU (VietNam) (interpretation from ~rench): Yes, Sir, 

I was about to proceed to the substance of the problem. 

We realize the imrrcinent danger to mankind represented by that nuclear 

Power which is playing the game of war with such effrontery, arrogating to 

itself the right to give lessons to independent and sovereign States that it 
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vould lil~e to subjugate" and which, to that end, has always made sure that 

it has been free from any conventional or nuclear disarmrunent cmmnitment, 

while at the same time declaiming demorrogically about the unilateral ,r;uarantee 

for the security of all non~nuclear States. 

If our people had not reacted as it should, what would have han•;ened in our 

ree;ion? \hthout any doubt) a conflagration would have brol;:en out w·hich could 

have drawn into its terrible vortex several other countries and thus destroyed 

the peace and stability of the South~East Asia region. 

Recently enlightened politicians and businessmen Ul the 'lest have warned 

their Governments, -vrhich have been strongly attracted by the frantic arms 

race conducted by that Pow·er and also by its hysterical policy of hegemonism, 

but they warned them only against the nossible ,c;rievous consequences which could 

ensue if that Power should collapse in a new internal political crisis. 

They have not yet spoken about the infinitely graver impact which the 

exnansionist nolicies of that Pc1-rer could have on the interests of countries 

of the 1WrlC', . 

There is no doubt that humanity faces a new danger flowing from hegemonism 

ln collusion 1-rith imperialism, and that these forces are tending to reverse the 

flm-r of international relations and to take the world back to a period of acute 

international conflict. 

The efforts put into the effective application of recommendations and 

decisions of the first special session of the C"'eneral AssemblY devoted to 

di::wrmament, which have led to certain concrete results, are ncu in danf':er of being 

th1-rarted more than ever. But it is equally true that the forces of peace, 

national independence and social proe;ress throughout the world are constantly 

becoming strengthened and are winning resounding ne1-r victories. This is the 

essential trend of development in the international situation, despite the 

fact that hegemonism in collusion uith imperialism is seekin,n; by all l)Ossible 

means to impede the forward progress of mankind. 

'I'hat is Fhy, we exnress the hone~ 1-rith full confidence 9 that >rith deterr1ination 

to overcome all possible difficulties, the international comrn.unity 

vrill continue its tireless efforts to put into effect tile decisions of the 

special session in accordance with the order of priorities recommended by 

that session. 



A/ C ol/34 /PV o 23 
18 

(!;lr 0 Ha Van Lau, Viet iiJam) 

I11 tlle field of nuclear disarmament, faithful to our nosition r>s stated in 

the First Committee Pt the thirty-.third session, -vre repard as arnonc; the 

desirable Heasures that deserve to be implemented first the Soviet initiative 

rela-t:inc; to the conclusion of P.n international convention ciesif!ned to 

[yaral1tee non~.nuclear vreapon States against the use or the threat of use of 

nuclear 1-reapons. 

For reasons vhich ue have thorouc;hly developed earlier in this statement> and 

in view of the international sit1.mtion, -vre fully suDnort the Soviet initiative on the 

draft resolution on the inadmissibility of the policy of hegemonism in international 

relations and the proposal put fonrard by the Czechosloval\: Socialist Republic 

concerninG the adoption by the General Assembly of a declaration on 

inte:rn,-~tional co-,J=en~tion for dls:.rr:::c,~··t:;nt. If the General l.\ssembly 

adopts these drafts, they 1-rill become t1vo most timely basic lep;al instruments 

witt. broad scope, not just for disarmament but for the Hhole trend of 

developments in the international situation. 

As far as concerns zones of neace and I think it useful to auote from the 

~inal Document of the snecial session, where it states: 

:'The establishment of zones of neace in various rec;ions of the 

1-TOrld under appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined and determined 

freely by the States concerned in the zone, takinc:; into account the 

characteristics of the zone and the principles of the Charter of 

tJw United llations) ancl in conformity 1-ri th international lavr, can 

contri-bute to strengthening the security of States within such zones 

and to international Deace and security as a whole. In this regard, 

t!.w General Assembly notes the proposals for the establishment of 

zones of peace, jnter alia, in: 
1
: (a) South~-East Asia where States in the region have exnressed interest 

ln the establish1n.ent of such a zone in conformity -vri th their views :,11 
• 

(resolution s .. lQ/2, para. 64) 
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Hi th a vie~-r to the application of this text, vrhich we have aluays greatly 

valued, at the thirty--third session •-re emnhasized in the "F'irst COimnittee 

the joint efforts made by the countries of the reGion during the special 

session, :md nftenrards in direct contacts carried out between them 

at the highest level. He expressed our hope that there 1vould "be a progressive 

continuation of these efforts, at the same time warninc; the countries of 

South-East Asia against the divisive manoeuvres of a >1egemonistic Power. 

Unfortunately, events have disappointed us. It is regrettable that certain 

countries in South--East Asia in the intervenin,q: period, have allowed themselves 

to be drawn into the vTake of the hegeraonistic Asian grea't:.-T'mrer ar·ainst the 

peoples of Viet Ham and other countries of the Indo--Chinese peninsula. 

\Te sincerely hope that those countries will think again in time 

about this matter 2nd that they Hill Clo so in their mm national interests 

as in the interests of the peace and stability of the region and of 

CO··Operation. 

In regard to Viet Nam, ue have alvrays advocated contacts and 1ve are 

anxious to maintain a dialogue in order to achieve a greatermutual understandinG. 

Hi thout doubt, this is the best 1vay to establish a zone of peace, li"berty 

and neutrality in South-East Asia in l~eeping with the recommendations of the 

Final Document of the special devoted to disarmament. 
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Mr. RANDRIANARIVELO (Madagascar) (interpretation from French) : 

nwe must go beyond the present detente and see what in actual fact 

can turn this detente into immediate and general disarmament, the 

unconditional liquidation of the stock~iles of nuclear weapons and 

wea~ons of mass destruction. We must succeed in turning that detente 

into a great world-wide agreement whose guiding principle will be 

world peace. :; 

Those were the words the President of the Democratic Republic of 

Madagascar used when he addressed the Sixth Summit Conference of Non-Aligned 

Countries and summed up his views of the problems of disarmament and security 

that are now being considered in this Committee. The task which he asked 

us to perform is not an impossible or utopian one. It can be carried out. 

It is within our grasp, because success depends on a choice, one that is 

nerhaps easy to make, between, on the one hand, co-operation and peaceful 

coexistence and, on the other, armed confrontation and mutual annihilation. 

It is natural that we should choose to be partners in life rather than 

death, and so it should not be too difficult to turn that choice into a 

political will to which all military options will be subordinated. We are 

convinced, therefore, that it is possible to go beyond the present stage, 

which is characterized by the qualitative and quantitative proliferation of 

implements of death and the multiplication of initiatives, conferences, 

proposals and appeals for peace and disarmament. 

One of the conditions for our joint survival is disarmament, but it 

also holds the key that can lead us to unexpected political prospects which 

at present we cannot perceive. The benefits that we can gain are numerous: 

the establishment of true equality among States; equal security for all; 

more stable security, since it will not depend on the balance of terror; the 

strengthening of the principle of non-recourse to force; and substantial 

savings that can be diverted to development programmes. 

Since weapons are both the symbol and the instrument of the policies 

of power, of domination, of threat, of interference and of intervention, 

disarmament is the surest means of putting an end to those particular policies. 

Such policies are still being carried out relentlessly in southern Africa and 

in the Indian Ocean, a scene of recent developments that directly affect our 

security. Perhaps I may be allowed, before I touch on other questions on the 

agenda, to speak on this matter. 
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Do I have to prove that the racist regime of Pretoria has violated the 

star.us of Africa, regarded as a denuclearized zone? Have we not long known 

the intentions of that regime' the preparations it has made' what natural 

and technoloe;ical resources are, or have been placed at its disposal, enabling 

it to carry out its diabolical plans? 

11/e v7ere not surprised at the news published, rather belatedly, by the 

United States, since vTe are vrell aware of Pretoria 1 s attitude towards the 

Non-Froliferation Treaty and its determination to continue its anti-African 

policy, even to the extent of violating the Charter and the principles of 

international law. I need not stress that the acquisition by South Africa of 

nuclear weanons Hill incite it to redouble its excesses and its savage 

repression of the national liberation movements and their supporters and to 

continue with even greater arrogance its adventurist and aggressive policy 

tovards neighbouring independent States. The peace and security of the region 

are affected by the inevitable repercussions that this must have on the 

international situation. 

'-'Te lvillingly endorse the declaration published on 29 October on behalf 

of the non~aligned countries, in which they ask the Security Council to 

apply the mandatory provisions of Chapter VII of the Charter so as to put an 

end once and for all to the nuclear collaboration among South Africa, certain 

Hestern countries and Israel. vJe can never stress sufficiently the 

responsibility that those countries bear before history for having allowed the 

racist regime to achieve a nuclear capability after repeated warnings from 

African countries. 

The situation in the Indian Ocean has deteriorated rapidly in the course 

of the T'ast year. vTe have noted decisions and actions that are the very 

denial of the aims and principles of resolution 2832 (XXVI), declaring the 

Indian Ocean a zone of neace. I refer to the creation of the Fifth Fleet and 

to the establishment of task forces, >vhose theatre of operations is mainly 

in the Indian Ocean. I refer also to the strengthening of the base on 

Diego Garcia and the militarization of certain islands regarding which questions 

of sovereignty are still pending. 
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The South African nuclear explosion, which it appears was carried out 

in the Indian Ocean or in the neighbouring regions, has just been added to the 

already long list of barriers to the implementation of the Declaration of 

the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. Could this have been avoided by a more 

prompt adherence by the permanent members of the Security Council to the 

notion of demilitarization and denuclearization of the Indian Ocean? No one 

will ever know. However, it is more urgent than ever to take specific measures 

to ensure the implementation of resolution 2832 (XXVI). MY delegation shares 

that conclusion, already reached by the countries of the region and by the 

Ad Hoc Committee. 

With the expansion of the atomic club, the prospect of achieving true 

nuclear disarmament, to which the special session of the General Assembly on 

disarmament allocated the highest priority, has been reduced. The continuation 

of the arms race, and more particularly the qualitative and quantitative 

nuclear arms race, has become a matter of increasing concern. The political 

and legal rampart that was intended to stop the proliferation of nuclear 

weapons will not stand much longer after the breach opened by South Africa. 

The treaty on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests which has been promised 

us for more than two years may be obsolete before it is adopted. 
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Seen in this perspective, the signing of the SALT II agreement, vhi cl1 

captured the attention of all, has become a symbol. To the extent to vhich it 

can strengthen the climate of confidence between thP Powers and promise tl1e 

conclusion of other agreements conducive to authentic disarmament measures, 

SALT II has been welcomed by the non-aligned countries, in spite of its manifest 

deficiencies. 

We are thus facing a new disarmament decade, that of the 1980s, with an 

additional handicap certainly, but also with a few trumps. 

He have a Programme of Action which represents a solid basis for starting a 

real process of disarmament. Adopted by consensus, that Programme does not 

proposa a ~olution to all the problems, but at least it has the advantage of 

defining, in terms acceptable to all, the approach to be adopted in the 

negotiations and the priorities to be given to each question. vle endorse the 

appeal made by the non-aligned countries for the urgent implementation of the 

Programme of Action in accordance with a specific timetable. vle draw attention 

to the urgency of the measures related to nuclear disarmament, but without 

minimizing the importance of the limitation of conventiona1 weapons. 

Machinery has been set up that will allow all Members of the United Nations 

to take an active part in the process of consideration and negotiation of those 

matters which ncne can ignore. This machinery has begun to operate and the 

active role playE-d by the non-aligned countries is a source of satisfaction. 

My delegation assesses at its true value the intensive work done by the 

Committee on Disarmament to give practical effect to the provisions of the 

Final Document of the tenth special session. 

As far as procedure is concerned, thE' "more open" nature of thP Committee 

has been strengthened by a provision of the rules of procedure allmdn,o; 

non-member States to present their views to that body. 

As far as substance is concerned, the programme of work and the agenda which 

the Committee adopted respE-cts the priority agreed upon for problems of nuclear 

disarmament. 

It is true that the treaty on the complete prohibition of all nuclear weapons 

testing has not been achieved, apparently because of difficulties concerninp 

verification. But those difficulties an~ not insurmountab1e and the Committee 1s 

right to call on th~ Powers engRged in t,rilaten11 m•gotiations to redoul:>le their 

efforts to achievE' early conclusion of the treaty. 
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As far as the international arrangements to guarantee the security of 

non-nuclear-1\eapon States are concerned, we support the proposal by the 

Group of 21 favouring adoption of a convention. The assurances repeatedly given 

by the nuclear Powers must be embodied in a binding international instrument. 

He would prefer them to be submitted in a standard form. 

It is encouraging to note that the Disarmament Commission has been able to 

prepare "the elements of a comprehensive disarmament programme", although we would 

have preferred a consensus on subjects that the non-aligne<'l countries regard 

as important, that is: the prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear 

weapons; the dissolution of military alliances and the dismantling of military 

bases; the prohibition of the development, manufacture and deployment of 

conventional weapons of mass destruction. 

In the light of resolution 33/71 B which states that the use of the atomic 

weapon is a crime against humanity, the fact of not including among the 

recommendations the point concernin~ the prohibition of the use or threat of 

use of nuclear weapons represents a step backwards as far as we are concerned. 

Having made these observations we support the recommendations of the 

Disarmament Commission. 

We reiterate the hope expressed by the Chairman, Hr. Velodi, when he closed 

the session, that the Commission could, by working closely with the Committee on 

Disarmament, encourage the process of disarmRm,,nt. 

lle are told that a problem clearly understood is a problem half solved. 

1-Tould that this were true in the case of disarmament, a problem debated, studied 

and analysed in all its aspects an<'l. ramifications for years. However, despite 

the considerable amount of work on it, it has still not been possible to make 

the necessary decisive progress to put an end to the arms race and to stride 

fonvard on the road to disarmament. 

Some see in this the consequE-nces of a lack of political will. Others 

conclude that it is necessary to create a climate of confidence among States, 

without which they will not be ready to accept the sacrifices and concessions 

needed for the negotiations to be successful. 

It appears to us that the draft submitted hy Czechoslovakia as a code of 

principles and political standards governin~ the conduct of States in negotiations 

connected vTith disarmament meets the concern of all involved. 
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'rhe sponsors of the draft do not hope to create or replace the political 

1vill where it does not exist because of the opposing interests of States: they 

l'lerely nurture and encourar;e it by proposing a form of ethics in 

negotiation. 

They call on States to constantly mobilize tneir efforts towards 

disarmament, to tackle negotiations in a constructive spirit, to conduct the 

negotiations with sincerity and to do everything they can to create an 

international climate con0ucive to the speedy realization of the desired 

progress. 

The draft goes further. In order to get States to co-operate towards 

disarman1ent, it sets as a principle that disarmament must be organized so as to 

strengthen amd not reduce the security of States. Other provisions are 

particularly appreciated by the non-aligned countries. They are those 

which provide that international co·~operation in disarmament presupposes that 

no neu political or military organization vrill be set up and that efforts will 

be made towards dissolving those that already exist. I would also like to mention 

those provisions which state that the use of military forces for purposes of 

intimidation or pressure is incompatible with the spirit of disarmament. 

It has often been stated that most urgent task facing the international 

community is that of effectively resolving the vital problems of disarmament. 

''Te are ready to co-operate to that end, because we knm• that the rapid achievement 

of that objective will mean the establishment of lasting peace and security for 

all peoples. 

It is in that spirit that I -vmuld like to state, in conclusion, that we 

intend to give our support to the draft submitted by Czechoslovakia. 
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Ilr. AL-ALI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): Everyone is l,eenly 

aware of the explosive nature of the situation prevailing in the Biddle East 

resultinc; fro1~1 the continuous military actions undertaken by the Zionist entity 

against neighbourinc; ~rab countries and the Palestinian people. There are a 

number of ele:rn.ents in the situation some of w·hich are relevant to the -vrorL of 

this Committee, particularly those relating to the items now under discussion 

here. He can su:rn them up by askine; the followinr; question: vrhy must the 

international community pay more attention to Israel's nuclear armaments and 

vrhat measures does it intend to take, through the United Hations, in that 

respect? 

Hith reference to these elements, we vTish to give an account of the 

historical background. It is a secret to no one nowadays that those who 

contributed to the creation of the Zionist entity had their minds set from the 

very start on the acquisition of nuclear vreapons as a 1-ray of continuinc; the 

process of expulsion of the Palestinian people and continued regional expansion 

at the expense of the neighbouring Arab States. In order to achieve the Zionist 

dream of setting up what is called "Greater Israel", as the Zionists understand 

it, conventional weapons were not enough to attain that objective, particularly 

if the matter was vievred from the standpoint of the Zionist entity's dependence 

on foreign countries as a source of vreaponry. This is a question that may be 

influenced by alien interests which bear no relation to the Zionist interests 

of Israel - the acquisition by the Arab States of that same -vreaponry and its 

use in a manner that mie;ht thvrart Zionist ambitions. 

He therefore feel that from its very beginning the Atomic Energy Agency 

of Israel was linlted to the formation of the Zionist entity in 1948, as 1vas 

stated by Ernest David, President of the Atomic Energy Agency of Israel, in 

a broadcast on the "Voice of Israel" on 19 November 1954. 

Moreover, Shimon Peres, former Israeli Defence Binister, now the Leader of 

the Israeli Op-rosition, stated: 

(spoke in English) 

"The military strength of a nation is measurec1 today not only by 

type and quantity of the I·Teapons it possesses but also by its capacity 

to produce thern. in time of need - and this is particularly true of 

/ ... 
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8dvanced weaponry. It is probably easier for intelli~ence services 

to Qather information about the arms held by an adversary than it is 

for them to c;ain a, correct estimate of its national potential in the 

field of research and in the production of existine; weapons or of new 

and unknovrn weapons - that is probably the important area, nore so than 

ir1 J.,Jany others, in lThich one nation can surprise another, and it is 

,,mch sirr1pler to conceal the means of production than the item produced. 11 

(continued in Arabic) 

It is evident from that passage that the production of nuclear weapons 

is very important to Israel. It is a way of carrying out its aggressive aims, 

relyinc on nuclear blacl::mail of the Arab countries. 

Hevieuing the nuclear activities of Israeli scientific bodies, we wish to 

;1ake the follouing observations. 

Chaim Heizmann, first President of Israel, regarded "science" as a very 

effective 'reapon to be sldlfully used by Israel in order to attain the 

objectives of zionism. That is why the vJeizmann Institute at Rehoboth has, 

since 1949, concerned itself lrith nuclear research. Among the major tests 

undertaken by the Institute was the extraction of uranium from crude phosphate 

in the Negev. 

In 1952 the Ben-Gurion Government decided to cre~te a body to co-ordinate 

and supervise all work relating to nuclear energy. That led to the formation 

of the Israeli Comrnittee for Nuclear Energy on 13 June 1952. That Committee 

vras attached to the Israeli Defence Binistry. It was given a separate budget 

and laboratories, and Ernest David Berman, Scientific Director of the Heizmann 

Institute, lras placed in charge. That scientist discovered uranium in the 

Necev desert. The existence of the Israeli Atomic Energy Committee remained 

a secret until 1954. 

Let me add that the activities of that Committee remained lrithin the 

framework of the Defence Ministry. The main objective of the Committee, as 

described by its head, Mr. Berman, is the discovery of the possibility of 

acquiring radioactive metals for the production of uranium and heavy water. 

There is no denying the importance of heavy water in the context of nuclear 

power. 
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The conclusion of a co-operation e.c;reement bet>veen France ancl Israel J.n 

the field of nuclear power in the first part of 1953 marl;:ed a new qualitative 

phase in the development of Israel's nuclear capacity. Nuclear co-operation 

between the two countries enableQ Israel to obtain material and technical 

inforrcmtion. Israeli scientists and experts vrere trained at more advanced 

institutes ancl ene;ae;ed in more complex types of work than those conducted in 

Israel. 
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lloreover, the Israeli scientists hc>.d the adve.ntage of the ex}lerience 

of other scientists, who had arrived at that stage of lmowledge several 

years ahead of them. France contributed to the elaboration of the 1v-o:rldng 

basis for the Israeli programme by opening the doors of its nuclear institutPs 

to Israeli scientists and by providing valuable information from the early 

years. Moreover, for its part, the United States provided Israel w-ith its 

first nuclear reactor through an agreement concluded bet-vreen Israel and 

thP United States in 1955. Under that agreement, there vras to be an exchange 

of information concerning nuclear reactors and their use. The agreement 

provided for the supply by Israel of enriched uranium~235 to the United 

States. It also entitled Israel to buy a small nuclear rer>.ctor for 

nuclear-research purposes o The reactor uas bought in the United States. 

A financial contribution of ~"350 million Has made by the United States, 

vrhich also made available to Israel a scientific library containing 6,500 

items of research, nuclear reports based on those prepared by the Atomic 

Energy Committee and about 45 volumes on nuclear theory, together with 

swnmaries of nuclear papers and articles. 

In May 1960 the nuclear reactor bought by Israel in the United States 

vas at last set up in the tmm of Hahal Sourel\:, to the south of Tel-Aviv. 

The capacity of the Nahal Sourel\: reactor Has originally 1,000 ldlmvatts o 

The reactor was so planned as to ensure that its capacity could rise to 

5,000 ldlmv-atts. The costs of installing the reactor iVere assessed at 

~JloLil million. Over·-all, the cost of installation in fact rose to 

:~3 million. 
The importance of the Nahal Sourek reactor, from a military point of 

vieu, lies in the fact that it is used to train scientific and nuclear 

research experts. ~.Jhile the Wahal Sourek reactor is sub,ject to partial 

verification by the International Atomic Energy Agency, the Daimona reactor, 

on the other hand, in the north of the Negev, represents a more dangerous 

development of Israel's policy of acquiring nuclear vreapons. In 1957 an 

agreement was arrived at betvreen France and Israel for the building of a 

reactor >dth an estimated capacity of 24,000 ldlovratts. The Daimona reactor 
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\'AS activated late in 196lt. The Israeli Government confirmed that that reactor 

•.:~s not subject to any controls, vrhether Frenclt, foreign or even 

irltcrnational. \Jhen American experts visited the reactor in 1969 in 

re::l.JOllSE to r>ressure from the United States administration' they presented 

a. 1-rritten complaint in 'lvhich they said that Isra0l vm,s refusing to comply 

vith veri i'ication measures and there could be no guarantee that ·Hork coing 

on at Diamona vas not concerned -vrith armaments. This bears -vritness to 

non-peaceful intentions of Israel, vrhich are confirmed also by the fact that 

the project vas carried out in ·the most total secrecy. It came to light 

cmly in 1960 thro1.1gh the United States intelligence services. Only then 

did it become known that '\vhat had been built at Daimona ostensibly as 

a textile plant vas in fact nothing other than a nuclear reactor. 

On 20 December 1960, The HeH York Times described the Diamona reactor 

as follm-rs : 

( , . ,, 1" h) STJon:e ln 1~nr; l s 

n'llell suhecl for producing the fissionable plutonium used in the 

nuclear bomb.:. 

(continued in Arabic) 

'This reactor is similar to the American reactor a_t Savannah, in South 

Carolina, -vrhich has provided the United States with the bulk of its current 

stoclcs of plutonium. The danger posed by the Daimona reactor, from the 

military point of view, is that it can produce between 100 and 300 grammes 

of plutonium-239 per metric ton of untreated uranium processed in the 

reactor for the purpose of obtaining pure plutoniu_m-239. He may assume that 

a ton of uranium produces 300 grarrmes of plutonium-239. The Daimona reactor 

produces a:)out one crarn.me of plutoni urn per megauatt -per day. Thus, if it 

-vrere to uork at full capacity for 300 da.ys a year, the Daimona reactor, the 

capacity of 1rhich is as high as 24 megawatts, could produce - multiply 

24 c;r8ll'L'nC's by 300 days and divide it by 1,000 grammes, 2 kg - 7.2 kg 

of plutonium~239. 
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The critical mass which ls necessary to detonate an atomic bomb is 5. 79 kg 

of fure plutonium, according to Arnold Kramish, in The Peaceful Atom in Foreign 

Policy. Consequently, Israel is capable of producing at Daimona the natural 

plutonium it needs. If each metric ton of uranium produces 300 grammes of 

plutonium, and since Israel can obtain 7.2 kg, it would take 24 tons of uranium 

a year to meet the total quantity of fuel needed annually for the functioning 

of the Daimona reactor. 

According to Leonard Beaton in his book, Hust the Bomb Spread? published 

ln London in 1968, Israel first received the heavy water for the Daimona 

reactor as follows: 10 metric tons from South Africa; 10 tons produced locally 

from Dead Sea phosphates; and the remaining 4 tons from French sources. Israel 

must obtain a similar quantity every year unconditionally if the reactor is 

to be used to full capacity in the armaments programme. Thus there are two 

paths open to Israel: it can buy the plutonium it needs from such other 

sources as would not insist on verification, or it can produce the plutonium 

locally. 

Local production is particularly valuable, in the sense that it means 

long-tena self-sufficiency. For that reason, Israel, in the mid-sixties, 

developed a plan to step up its local production of uranium: instead of 

producing 10 tons, Israel will be producing 50 tons per annum. Here I refer 

the Committee to Leonard Beaton's book, t1~st the Bomb SEread?. That was done 

early in the seventies, as Doctor Zvi Katzinal noted in the paper Ma'ari v, on 

10 October 1971. In addition, the London Times, on 3 December 1974, affirmed that 

Israel had been able to ensure the necessary nuclear fuel for the Daimona 

reactor from local production. Doctor Zvi Katzinal 's statements, according 

to the London Times, showed that the phosphate reserves in Israel were 220 million 

tons, from which it was possible to extract 25,000 tons of natural uranium. 

Nevertheless, Israel did not stop acquiring uranium from foreign sources 

through unlawful channels. 
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'I'lle article publisl1.ed in December 1977 by The Bollin<; Stone, an ilr11eri c"=m 

publication, and ;,.rritten by Hovrard IColm and Barbara He1n1an, describec; thefts 

of highly enriched uranium in the United States. Jl,mon,o; tlle n:ost faJ~1ous 

companies 1.rhj ch declared they had lost uranium 1v-as the nuclear l·!aterials anci. 

Equipment Corporation, a company lmm·rn by tlle abbreviation r:UI.ifi;c, located in 

Pennsylvania. It had lost appreciable quanti ties of that substance. 'l'he 

then head of the COFJpany, a l'Tr. Shapiro, ~>TRS o"blised, follouini..£ the revelations 

>rhich had been made, to pay ()1.1 1•1illion for the loss of the stolen urmnum 

and \Vas also obliQ;ed to emic,rate to Israel - uhich suz~sests collusion in U:cc-ct 

theft. 

On several occasions Israel has atte!D.pted to steal enriched uraniwn from the 

United Kin13dom and France. Certain significant sources are quite sure that 

various \Jest ern capitals "\vere in connivance ui th Israeli intelligence services 

in helpinc to provide Israel ivith uranium. vJe could ;,1ention in this respect 

the attack launched against the German ship, Sheersber:;", in Hover•1ber 1968, 

iVith the consequent disappearance of 200 tons of uranium hein[S carried by 

that vessel. The same sources report that the uranium vras transferred to 

Israel, according to The Nuclear Axis, by Zdenek Cervenl;:a and Barbara Roc;ers, 

London, 1978, pages 322 and 323. 

Consequently, we must ask ourselves various questions about the means 

used by Israel at the diplomatic and political levels to strengthen its political 

activities so as to achieve its Zionist aims - although Levi Eshkol, a for1ner 

Prime liinister of Israel, claimed to have put and end to the activities started 

by Ben Gurion during the fifties. He stated his uillinQ;Yless to renounce the 

nuclear option as lone; as the balance of forces i-TCI.S maintained in the region 

and as lone; as Israel could continue to obtain the conventional "\·Teapons 

it reQ;arded as necessary. This 1-ras published by The HeH Outlool\: of February 1')66, 

pages3to7. 

notwithstanding all this, the evidence available to us shows that lsrael l1as 

spared no effort to promote its nuclear position in the scientific and technical 

field by providing for its mrn needs through the pr01npt acquisition of nuclear 

He apons. Israel is continuinG: its capacity to produce nuclear 1re a pons. 
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All this, hmvever, took place in a settin[:; of the utmost secrec:r. Israeli. 

newspapers >rere not allowed to •rri te about nuclear matters, excep·t in the form 

of the briefest references. l'!oreover, any public discussion '"as so strictly 

lir:1ited that the Knesset was OJ.nable to hold full discussions of all aspects of 

nuclear pmrer. This '.Tas a result of the secrecy imposed in order to conceal 

tbe activities of the nuclear and military authorities in Israel. There was 

another reason for the Israeli authorities to have treated nuclear matters with 

the e;reatest circunspection: Israel is determined to use the nuclear option 

as an additional deterrent. As long as Israel's nuclear activities and plans 

remain secret, the suspicion to which they give rise would force the Arabs to 

a position of e;reater hesitation with regard to the elaboration of their own 

plans and might lead them to assess Israel's capacity vrith a view to increasin15 

their ovrn capacity, with all that that would entail for their relations with 

other countries, includinG the United States. 

The nuclear option is bein~ used as a means of blackmail to obtain 

conventional weapons such as the Hawk anti-aircraft missile. 

!'leyer Feldman, an aide to the late President Kennedy stated that he had 

offered Hawk missiles to Israel in 1961 on the condition that Israel committed 

itself not to proceed with the development of nuclear weapons. On the basis 

of that offer Israel adopted a negative position on the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty in 1968. Israel's accession to the NPT would mean not only a 

renunciation of its policy of deterrence, based on suspicion, in its relations 

with the Arab countries, but would also involve a solemn commitment not to try 

to produce nuclear weapons in the near future. This, of course, reveals 

Israel's plans under its aggressive nuclear policy. The Arab countries 

signed the NPT, but Israel has in the past used as an excuse the fact that 

Egypt had not ratified the NPT, However, Israel's signature of the Camp David 

agreement and the Israeli-Egyptian peace treaty disposes of that pretext once 

and for all. The Israeli leaders have done their utmost to conceal their 

Government 1 s position on the question of nuclear vTeapons by using an ambiguous 

formula open to different interpretations. They have constantly repeated that 

"Israel will not be the first country to introduce nuclear vteapons into the 

Hiddle East". On this subject, Steven Vosen, in his study "Nuclearization and 

/ ... 
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.-:t ~l.L·~"Jity in the rliddle East;: says that: 

(_~~:2:.··." in English) 

(nr. Al-Ali, Iraq) 

·:.Isrrt"'li leaders hnve repeatedly st:Jt ed that {Israel will not be the first 

to introduc<:> atomic weapons in the Hiddl0· Ea:35;.] but nobody seems to believe 

them. 'l'he disclaimer leaves three semantic ambiguities that may be seen 

as loopholes. 1. 'ThE' first ... 1
• Nuclear weanons have already been 

introducE>d into thE' Biddle East on board ships of the American Sixth 

Fleet and on thE> Soviet ships in the l1editerranean. 2. ' ... to 

introduce This could be interpreted to allmr advanced development 

without final testing and deployment. 3. ' ... atomic weapons ••• ' Israeli 

acquisition of fissile matE>rial and fabrication of devices could stop 

first short of final assembly of deliverable explosives. 11 

(Nuclearization and Stability in the Middle East) 

(continued in Arabic) 

Yigal Allon increased the doubts arising from Israel's stated position when 

he said: (quoted in English) vJhile Israel would not be the first, "we will not 

be the second either". (Jewish Observer on Hiddle East Review, 24 December 1965) 

(continued in Arabic) 

This indicates that Israel possesses nuclear weapons and could use them if 

necessary. 

During the Johnson administration in 1968, the United States GovernmE>nt 

asked Israel for explanations about its nuclear vreapons policy. On that subject 

Hilliam B. Quandt said: 

(spoke in English) 
11The NPT issue was discussed at length with Israeli representatives. The 

most the Israelis vrould say was that they would not be the first onE's 

to 'introduce' nuclear vreapons in the Middle East. In trying to clarify 

what this meant, US officials discovered that it was understood by 

Israeli Ambassador Rabin to mean that Israel would not be the first 

to 'test' such weapons or to reveal their existence publicly". 

(Decade of Decisions, p. 67) 
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'rhese statements leave no doubt about the fact of Israel 1 s develo:t:ment of its 

nuclear capacity and its acquisition of nuclear veapons. Hhat 1-ras said l.y 

:'phraim Katzir en behalf of the Zionist entity in July 1974 confirms that 

hT8Pl (quoted in English) "possesses the potential to produce atomic Fearcms" 

and 1-rill do so ·;if >·re need it il. (ThP New· York Times. 5 December 1974) 
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I rE'fer to a book - a very important book - -vrritten by a group of 

investigators and published by the London Times 11 Insic;ht :; tE'am. I quote from 

that book: 

(spoke in English) 

''Israel 1 s stock of atomic bombs is, by super-Power standards, 

small. Kissinger has said privately that Hashington believes 

Israel to have three nuclear devices. Israeli sources mention 

up to six. 11 

(~ontinued in Arabic) 

The Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) Yearbook 

for 1972) the London Daily Telegraph, and Jane's All the "\·Jorld 's Aircraft 

for 1972-73~ Der Spielgel and other sources also indicate directly or 

indirectly that Israel was trying to acquire nuclear w·eapons. 

Hedrich Smith, in The New York Times on 18 July 1970 '\·Irate an article 

entitled ';United States assumes the Israelis have the A-Bomb or its parts.· 

William Beecher~ in the same paper on 5 October 1971, wrote an article 

entitled 11 Israel believed producing missile of atomic capacity. •: It was 

also pointed out by Richard Helms, former head of the CIA, in a private 

meeting of a Congressional Committee that Israel had the capacity to 

produce nuclear weapons. 

In 1974 to 1976 the United States Intelligence Services revealed that 

Israel possessed nuclear weapons, on the basis of statements by Richard Helms, 

former head of the CIA, and by the Deputy Secretary of the Department of 

Science and Technology in the same Intelligence Agency. The latter pointed 

out that Israel had between 10 and 20 Duclear weapons. This information 

was published on 14 September 1974, in a memorandum of about five nages, 

under a Freedom of Information Act request. The memorandum represents the 

first offici:J.l Unitc· 1 States acknowlPdgement that Israel is a nuclear Power. 

Time~ in an issue of April 1976, according to information provided by the CIA, 

indicated that Israel had 13 nuclear devices as large as that dropped on 

Hiroshima. This information was released durinf the 1973 war. 
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Another article describes lqoshe Dayan's role in the development of 

these l·reaJlons; 

(spoke in English) 
1;Dayan secretly and against the government's decision started 

the construction of a separation plant in 1968 to produce the 

fissionable material necessary for an A-Bomb. In 1973 Dayan sought 

and cained permission from Premier Golda l1eir to assemble Israel's 

first atomic ueapons. The bumbs , ready for use in 19~(3 and capable 

of being delivered by Kfir or Phantom jet fighters as well as 

Jericho missiles, are reportedly in storage in Israel today 11
• 

(continued in Arabic) 

1'oreover, Patrick l'Ioynihan, who until recently was head of the United 

States deleGation to the United Nations, said that he thought it 

preferable for the Horld to knOiv that Israel had bet"lveen 10 and 20 nuclear 

ueapons. I-Ie made that statement so that there should be no illusions as 

to vhat could happen. In testimony before the Foreign Affairs Committee 

of Congress, he said that it was preferable that these things should be 

announced publicly so that everybody should know. This was published 

ln "Davar 11 on 26 lle.rch 1977. 

Dayan's allegation and those of other representatives of Israel at 

the United Nations, saying that Israel would not be the first country 

to introcluce nuclear "lveapons in the Hiddle East , are seen as nothing more 

than an attempt to fool public opinion. Dayan himself in 1976 invited 

Israel to declare that it had or 1vas in the process of producing nuclear 

veapons. I quote from Haaretz, "The Nuclear Option's Importance 1
; by 

Avraham Schueitzer, 15 Harch 1976, and from SWASIA, vol. III, No. 14, 

9 April 1976. 

Hhat •..re have seen so far shows the explosive nature of the situation 

in the Iliddle East in relation to the Palestinian problem. This 

situation cancels out the efforts of the United Nations to resolve the 

problem, particularly if -v.re take into account the repercussions of 

Israel;s possession of nuclear ueapons. 
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All sources, including the SIPRI yearbook for 1979, show that the 

difference between nuclear-1veapon countries and those which are on the 

point of acquiring such Heapons is a slight one at present, particularly 

if ue remember that the time it tal~es to prepare nuclear vrarheads can 

be measured in weel~s, if not days. 

If we consider in this cunnexion the capacity of the Zionist entity 

and of the racist powers that possess nuclear veapons 9 such as Israel and 

South Africa, we all clearly realize the danger inherent in this 

potentially explosive situation in southern Africa and the lliddle East, 

particularly as the historical background of co-operation between Israel 

and South Africa, especially in nuclear matters, is well knovm to members 

of the United Nations and other organs. 

I refer in this respect to document A/33/22/Add.2, the document 

which contains the report of the Special Corrmittee on Apartheid dealing 

vrith the development of relations between Israel and South Africa, and 

to document S/13157containing the report of the United Nations seminar on 

nuclear co-operation with South Africa, held in London on 24 and 25 February 

of this year. 
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I also refer to General Assembly resolution 33/183, dealing with the 

policies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa. 

That is why, if 1-1e 1·rere merely to accept the fact of Israeli nuclear 

weapons, we vrould be merely strengthening the efforts of South Africa 

ll1 this field because these hro regimes represent two sides of the same coin. 

All that I have said indicates that Israel has nuclear weapons and 

is capable of prod~1cing them. 'l'herefore vre call upon all Hembers of the 

United Nations to do 1-rhat is necessary to put an end to all collaboration 

with Israel that may be conducive to the development of its nuclear 

capability. The present situation must be dealt with appropriately in 

the light of international commitments assumed by Member States. so as to 

prevent further complications in the explosive situation in the Middle East. 

He must not forget another important fact • that is, that the countries 

which have acceded to the Han-Proliferation Treaty in the general disarmament 

interests of the international community and in order to strengthen 

international peace and security, have a special responsibility in 

respect of Israel 1 s nuclear weapons and the need to prohibit such weapons. 

Israel has not acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and is in practical 

terms using nuclear vreapons to threaten those neie;hbouring States that have 

acceded to the 'rreaty and ;roluntarily renounced their nuclear option, 

since they are mrare c.,f the danger that the nuclear option poses for the 

fu.ture of mankind and because they are anxious to ensure world peace and 

security. This special responsibility is of particular importance 

because a failure to make a commitment to this effect would be tantamount 

to penalizing those countries which are parties to the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty. \;Je must take into account the interests of the international 

com_munity. He are quite sure that the international community could not 

accept such a situation vrithout endangering the credibility and the 

future of the llon-·Proliferation Treaty. 

The question of Israeli nuclear weapons constitutes a real danger. 

He sincerely hope that the !!embers of this international Organization 

uill act in a. manner consistent vrith its main objective, the maintenance 



NR/TG/mpm A/C.l/34/PV.2G 
57 

of international peace and security, ~-rhich also requires the non~proliferati,;n 

of nuclear vreapons and the strengthening of efforts to put an end to 

Israeli nuclear weapons before He suddenly find ourselves caught unmra,res 

by a nuclear explosion conducted by Israel, like the one in South Africa, 

which caused the General Assembly to consider the matter separately and 

to come to a decision on it. Is that the option that >:re -vrant? An objective 

analysis of the situation suggests that it certainly is not. He must also 

take into account the considerations on vrhich vTere based the General 

Assembly's decision on South Africa's nuclear explosion. The hm racist 

entities to >vhich I refer represent settler colonialism based on racism 

and expansionism. 
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The CIIAIRl':IAliJ; I should like to reiterate the appeal I have made 

t~<rice already 9 that representatives take into consideration the time~limits they 

indicate 11hen they inscribe their names and try to stay as much as possible 

vithi~1 those liFlits, That would be very much appreciated. 

Er. lTGONDA (Zambia) : Matters of international peace and security 

e11joy the higi1est priority in Zambia 1 s foreign policy. Therefore we attach 

great illll_?ortance to the political and security issues being discussed in this 

Corr~ui ttee" It is my delegation's view that the issues discussed in this 

Committee have far~reaching ramifications in terms of the establishment of 

a peaceful world order. None of these questions yearns for a definitive 

resolution more than the perennial question of general and complete disarmament. 

He must l·rork for pe::acc and we must consolidate the gains of peace rather than 

t.i1ose of \var. This is vhat makes disarmament a central issue on the agenda 

of man. 

The preoccupation with disarmament is a reflection of the relentless 

struggle by the United Nations to find ways and means of arrestinc; the arms 

race. It also represents a positive attitude on the part of the world body 

to respond to the desire for the global peace and security that are inherent 

in disarmament. 

The year 1979 marks the end of the first Disarmament Decade, declared 

in 1969. This year - and this particular regular session of the General 

Assembly ·~ represents a propitious occasion on -vrhich we should pause and 

reflect on the international community 1 s performance in the field of disarmament. 

There have been some positive developments in mankind 1 s quest for general and 

complete disarmament. 

During the past decade or so vle have lvitnessed a genuine move by the 

1vorld community to conclude treaties, conventions, protocols and instruments, all 

designed to halt the arms race. The latest of such developments is the 

signing of the agreement on strategic arms limitation (SALT II) on 

18 June 1979 between the United States and the Soviet Union. 
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11.1 uelecation has taken note of the Soviet Union 1 s unilateral d-.:cisiun 

'.nnGuncui un 6 October to vi thdraw 20 1 000 troops and 1, 000 trmks from t,h,_ : o:i.J. 0.'.' t,he 

c;en1an lJemocrutic Repu1lic. He can characterize that exerc1se as a huwl!le 

betjinning. He are hmn~ver conscious of tlw fact that a journey of a thouscu1,, 

.11iles bet;ins l·ri tll a sin(:?;le step. 

'l'urnins to the tenth special sess1on of the G.:neral .' SSC-Fllll Y last Y·- -,r dr·,roted 

to disarmament, my delegation believes that it \vas th'- high uatcr~mn.rk of 

the first Disnrmam.ent Decade. It gave iwpetus, if not enhancement J to the 

1rorlcl C(Lmun:it.y 1 s mmreness of the danc;ers of modern day armaments, It also 

clefineJ. remedies under the heading of clisarmament. l·le uo not neC'd to redefine 

the vays and means of arresting the arms race any more; \<That 1ve need to do is to 

translate into reality the decisions and messag'" of that special session. 

Furtherl!lore, my delegation has not lost sight of the significance of tlle· 

inauguration of Disarmament Heek, l'lhich was a creation of the special session 

and indeed a product of the first Disarmament Decade. 'rhe vreek will occupy an 

important place on the calendar of disarmament efforts. We hope that it will 

arouse humanity 1 s avrareness regarding the dangers inherent in the arms rqce. 

These positive developments constitute no more than marginal progress in 

our efforts aimed at the lofty goal of general and complete disarmament. First 

and foremost, we have witnessed during the decade ending this year the 

proliferation of nuclear weapons, notwithstanding the 1968 

Non-Proliferation Treaty. Related to this development has been an increase in the 

number of States possessing nuclear weapons. Apartheid South Africa, vd th its 

Hell-lmown evil policies, is apparently the latest member of the nuclear club. 

'l'he situation has been worsened by the fact that nuclear weapons have 

assumed qualit::ctivc as well as quantitative proportions >·rith the destructive 

povrer to kill the whole of mankind many times over. This means that the world is 

in more danger today than it vas at the height of the cold war. Surely 1ve do not 

need to kill ourselves many times over, even if vre wanted to. All efforts 

at designing weapons of mass destruction to ldll mankind many times over are 

therefore meanine;less and not worth engaging in. 
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'l'he other negative aspect that flies in the face of diso.rm:'Llent is tht: enormmJs 

military expenditure -vrhich has been rising throughout the first 

Disarman1ent Decade. 'l'his is notwithstanding the fact that since 1973 t11e 

uorlu economic outlook has been characterized by mounting difficulties. 

Des,Jite the grim economic situation prevailing during the decaue unuer 

consileration 9 funding for armaments anu related research has been on the 

increase. hfe are already mvare that in 1969 the figure spent on armaments 

stood at ~~)256 billion. In 1979 it is estimated that the vrorld community vrill 

squander over :~4 50 billion on military expenditure . 

The acquisition of weapons of mass destruction as a means of ensuring 

secur i. ty betvreen and among States has been rendered obsolete because of the 

indiscriminate nature of the destruction of these vreapons. 'I'his is the 

characteristic of the 1veapons of mass destruction that makes them a negative 

security guarantee 9 in that there would be no victors in the end. 

In the circumstances -r,re have an obligation to guard against the 

holocaust which \veapons of mass destruction represent. Our only way out 

of the impending holocaust is the achievement of the goal of general 2-nd complete 

disarr1;ament. 

If disarmament is achieved the world community could be in a position to 

release its resources for development efforts among the larger segments of the 

world's people who are currently living in conditions of abject poverty. 

In accordance with the decisions taken by the General Assembly on 26 

October of this year, the Secretary-General is currently investigating reports 

that South Africa recently conducted a nuclear explosion. He of course look 

forward to the report of the Secretary~General in this regard. Hhatever the 

findings of the Secretary-General, it will be imperative for concrete and 

effective measures to be taken by the United 1Jations to prevent collaboration 

\·lith South Africa in the nuclear field. Such collaboration should not be 

entertained. 

The recommendations of the International Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration 

1-Ti th South Africa held in London this year are most relevant in this regard. 

As rightly pointed out in the report of the seminar, which is now I understand 

a United 1.Jations document, in v1ew of the nature and the record of the 

apartheid regi111e no international or bilateral safec_;uards, including thOSl: 

under the International Atomic Energy Agency and the Non-Proliferation 
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Treaty system of control, are adequate. \le subscribe to the vievr that what is 

currently and urgently required is action by the Security Council under 

chapter VII of the Charter to prevent any and all forms of nuclear 

collaboration with racist South Africa. llo perraanent member of the Security 

Council should blocL:such legitimate action. 

Consistent vrith its opposition to South Africn, 1 s acquisition 

of nuclear military power, my delegation is mindful of the danger of chemical 

weapons now in the hands of minority regimes in southern Africa, Rebel 

forces in Rhodesia, with South Africa's collaboration) and indeed with the 

collaboration of certain States in the \Jest, have unleashed chemical weapons 

on front-line States such as Z&-nbia, Mozambique, Angola and Botswana. In this 

regard vre wish to underscore the urgency expressed in General Assembly 

resolution 33/59 on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

From the foregoing assessment of the positive and negative developments in 

relation to the question of disarmament it is clear that negative developments 

outweigh positive ones. vle therefore need action to reverse the imbalance. One 

vray of doing this would be to deny military budgets the preponderance they 

have enjoyed over civil appropriations durinc; the first Disarmament Decade. 

Furthermore the General Assembly would do well to start thinking seriously 

about having a moratorium on the production, testing and research related to 

nuclear weapons, because their capacity to kill mankind many times over is 

indeed unnecessary. 

Finally my delegation supports those other delegations that have expressed 

themselves in favour of a resolution on marlcine; 1980 as the beginning of the 

second Disarmament Decade. It is our hope that durinc; the second Disarmament 

Decade we shall all redouble our efforts to achieve the lofty goal of general 

and complete disarmement. 
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lir.___R_A'l'RI~~O (dozambique); Throughout our debate in this Committee 

the concern of the international community 1-1ith the issue of disarmament has 

been clear. Today, more than ever before, international peace and security 

lw,s beCOl!le a fundamental demanCI of our peoples; consequently, to strive for 

general and complete disarmament, in.cludinc; nuclear disarmament, must be a 

priority task of the States Hembers of the United Nations. 

'I'hus, the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to 

disarmament, guided by those principles and aims, took place. Its Final 

Docwnent defines the means and objectives aimed at achieving general and 

complete disarmament under international supervision. Hovrever, since the 

holding of such an important session no meaningful results have yet been achieved. 

rlevertheless, He are still hopeful that the Programme of Action adopted by 

that session will be effectively implemented in the near future. 

For the People's Republic of Hozambique genuine disarmament must meet 

the follovring requirements: first, a complete observance of and respect for 

the right to self-determination and national independence of peoples under 

coloni8l and foreign domination; secondly, adequate implementation of the 

economic and social development strategy, as envisaged in the New 

International Economic Order; and, thirdly, the universalization of political 

and military detente in international relations. 

Those are the indivisible elements that would generate mutual confidence 

and total con~itment of all States in creating a Horld without war, hunger, 

disease> misery, illiteracy and exploitation of man by man. 

In my country the need to halt the arms race, as well as other important 

disaER:m_ent issues, is no lonc;er an exclusive concern of experts. This is 

also the case in respect of the need to establish a New Interna+ior.ql Economic 

Order. Those 1ssues are of daily concern to the Mozambican people. 

By this statement -vre affirm that -vre have learnt from our national 

liberation struggle in Mozambique, inter alia, to love peace even if that 

means sacrificinc; our own lives. He mean that the need to defend our 

sovereignty and territorial integrity from constant acts of aggression and 

violations perpetrated by the racist regimes of Pretoria and Salisbury increases 
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our people 1 s understanding and desire for adequate and concrete measures for 

genuine disarmament. Finally, we mean that only lasting peace in the world 

in general, and in southern Africa in particular, will enable us to develop 

our economy, build up prosperity and assure the vrellc-1:lein,c: of our reople in 

our liberated homeland. It is in this context that we pay particular 

attention to the issues relating to the denuclearization of Africa as well 

as to the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Feaceo 

My country, along 1-1ith African countries and other r.eace-~loving countries 

elseHhere 9 is a\-lare of the nuclear and military collaboration existing between 

certain \{estern CO'Lcntries, Israel and the racist regimes in southern Africa. 

Particularly for rrry country, which is a target of constant acts of aggression 

by the racist regimes, the captured vTeapons, abandoned ammunitions, a 

destroyed military jet and helicopter, as well as other military supplies, 

are clear evidence of the close military links between the southern African 

racist regimes and the United States of America, France, \vest Germany, the 

United Kingdom, Belgium, Israel and others. A recent example of that 

criminal coalition is the explosion of a nuclear device by racist South Africa 

which African, non-aligned and other peace-loving countries have strongly 

condemned and denounced. 

In this connexion, we wish to recall the recommendations of the 

United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration with South Africa and 

express our concern at the increasing violations by the Hestern countries 

and Israel of the pertinent Security Council and General Assembly 

resolutions. 

In my Government's view, this growing milita~J and nuclear collaboration 

\dth South Africa has the ultimate objective of convincing the oppressed 

South African people that apartheid is invincible. It aims at blocking 

the ever-growing success of the liberation movements in southern Africa, 

and it is also meant to intimidate independent Africa. lie African and 

other peace-loving peoples are and will remB.in vigilant. \ve strongly 

denounce that kind of co-operation because it is directed against our 
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willingness to transform the African continent into a zone of peace and 

without nuclear weapons. 

We are convinced that the thirty-fourth session of the General 

Assembly - and in particular the First Committee - will adopt effective 

measures to frustrate the unconcealed intentions of ·Har nromoters and Fill 

interpret correctly the aims of the forces fighting for lasting international 

peace and security. 

The People's Republic of Mozambique and other countries of the region 

draw particular attention to the issue of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace. 

,,re attach paramount importance to any development 1..rhich affects the security 

and sovereignty of the countries of the region and violates the principles 

enshrined in the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

In this regard my country cannot but express its regret at the growing 

strength of imperialist military bases at Diego Garcia, Reunion and 

occupied Mayotte. vle also denounce the strengthening of the South African 

military base at Simonstown and condemn the United States Government's 

decision to station its ~ifth Fleet in the Indian Ocean and President Carter's 

recent statement announcing the reinforcement of his country's military 

presence in the region. It is evident that those developments cannot 

contribute to the implementation of General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI); 

rather 9 they jeopardize permanently the sovereignty and territorial 

integrity of the countries in the region. 

Notwithstanding those negative developments, my country supports the 

convening of an international conference on the Indian Ocean, to be held 

in Colombo, Sri Lanka, in 1981, as indicated in the report of the Ad Hoc 

Committee on the Indian Ocean. Vle hope that all Member States, in 

particular those which can contribute much to the materialization of the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, 1•ill participate in 

that conference and in its preparatory sessions. 

The establishment of zones of peace is not only an aspiration of the 

African people; it is also an aspiration of all mankind. For that reason, my 

country expresses its solidarity with the peoples of the Middle East, South 

Asia, Latin America and other regions of the world in their efforts aimed at 

creating such zones. 
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Peace and security are imperative for the developing countries, particularly 

in our times. For us, peace means that the enormous amount of money devoted to 

the arms race shall be directed to the assistance of the social and economic 

development projects of the developing countries. \.Je also welcome peace because 

it assures security for all mankind, and in particular for the non-nuclear 

countries, which would be the first to be destroyed in a possible nuclear war that 

might break out at any moment due to the false dilerr®a of supremacy and balance 

of the nuclear States. That is why my country, a non-nuclear and developing 

country, strongly believes there is a need to decrease military expenditures so 

that the financial surpluses resulting therefrom may be invested in the social 

and economic development programmes of the developing countries. He are also in 

favour of effective measures of nuclear disarmament, and in the meantime we 

support the need to set up an international convention for the strenptheninp of 

guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States, an item still under discussion 

in an ad hoc working group of the Disarmament Committee. 

Looking at the reports of the Committee on Disarmament and the Disarmament 

Commission introduced at this thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly, we 

obtain a clear understanding of the long and complex road we have to follow to 

achieve implementation of the Programme of Action of the tenth special session of 

the General Assembly, devoted to disarmament. 

We are, however, confident that by the next session of the General Assembly 

substantial results will have been achieved in this field. This hope rests upon 

the fact that substantial proposals on the banning of nuclear tests, on the 

banning of radiological arms, and on aspects relating to the prohibition of 

chemical weapons have already been presented to the Committee on Disarmament by 

the main nuclear Powers. The signing of SALT II, which we 1-relcome, and which we 

hope will be urgently ratified by the United States Government, gives us positive 

expectations of future more substantial negotiations on strategic arms limitation. 

It is also within that framework that we view the several initiatives of the 

socialist countries presented to the First Committee and the Co~~ittee on 

Disarmament. It is now our responsibility to conclude the ongoing negotiations 

as soon as possible in order to answer positively the legitimate demands of our 

peoples for a better life of peace and prosperity. 
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The convenin~ of a world conference on disannament in the near future is 

the result of the need to complement the on-going substantial negotiations in this 

field. That conference is a proposal of the Non-Aligned Movement as enshrined in 

the Final Document of the special session, and it should be implemented, as should 

other measures contained therein. It is w·ithin this context that we reiterate 

our support for the urgent conveninc; of such an important conference. 

He have reached the end of the Disarmament Decade vrithout having achieved 

the results and objectives that vrere behind its establishment. This reality 

underlines the need to honour the resolutions of the United ITationso the main 

forum for neGotiations and decisions on problems of peace and international 

security. 

On the threshold of a new decade, let us strengthen our commitment to 

build a world of lastine; peace and harmonious development. Let us consider the 

next decade as one of struggle against underdevelopment, a reality that is to be 

supplemented by concrete and efficient measures of comprehensive and general 

disarmament. 

A luta continua. 

Mr. OuLD SIDI (Mauritania) (interpretation from French): In the field of 

disarmament many aspects and priorities command the attention of a country such as 

Mauritania. Without wishing to discuss the order of those priorities, I should like 

to dwell on three points insofar as they directly affect the interests and the 

security of Mauritania at the national and regional 1eve1s. 

The Mauritanian delegation appreciated very ~uch the constant reminders, 

contained in most of the statements preceding ours, that there is a link betvreen 

disar~ament and development. 

From the standpoint of financial resources, that link has been very eloquently 

denonstrated. But, above and beyond strictly financial calculations, it 

also deternines a series of qualitative commitments involving, above all, 

human resources. The global mobilization of experts directly or indirectly 

employed in the armaments phenomenon represents the diversion of skills from the 

development process to the detrin1ent of the productive sectors of the economy, 

education or research. 
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In the case of purchasers of weapons, the industrial and technological 

dependence implied by the total financial and human resources invested is 

proving an obstacle to the free choice of those countries vis-a-vis their 

suppliers, even in the field of economic development. Hence the quantity and the 

continuity of military supplies in the end weave links of dependence that may 

mortgare the economic and social development options and impair the independence 

and the national priorities of the developinp, countries. 

Trade in weapons escapes the laws and norms of trade and becomes a network 

of obligations among States, which gravely endangers the attributes of 

sovereignty. The arms industry is the more profitable since it does not obey the 

normal rules of trade. In all cases, producer States have the prerogative of 

setting prices and market conditions. Because of the interests of the supplier 

countries, this structure of the arms industry is the most powerful curb to any 

efforts aimed at reducing the number of weapons in the world. 

In this connexion, we feel that, as a political option, disarmament is the 

most serious economic advantage at the world level and corrects the priorities 

of the developing countries. 

The second concern of our delegation involves conventional weapons. Armed 

conflicts that have the third world as their threatre of operations mobilize a 

broad range of conventional weapons. I should like to add that the number of 

such weapons has considerably increased in the past five years in the two 

continents most afflicted by economic backwardness and social scourges ~· that is, 

Africa and Asia. 

While they have a relatively comparable level of economic and social 

development, some countries of those regions have embarked upon a frenetic arms 

race to the point of deploying periodically an arsenal of destruction that is 

clearly in contrast with the military capacity of their respective regions. This 

inequality, provoked by the unilateral will of those States, encouraged and 

served by tr1e interests of one or another of the major Powers, clearly is at the 

root of the reflex action that leads inevitably to an arms race throughout the 

r•'··~i c-:>n. It is the law of self defence which of course justifies the conventional 

rule that bases security within a geographic area on the balance of forces. 
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Here and there ln the rer;ions Africa and Asia we are confronted by a grm.;rinr; 

imbalance, a !'actor of destabilization that is particularly harmful to the 

promotion of IEUtual confidence. Twenty billion dollars is spent each year on the 

acquisition of new conventional weapons, and most of those weapons are destined 

precisely for the developing countries. 

\T:.1ile we do not vrish in this forum to dwell on the causes underlying this 

situation, -vre feel that at this stage it is above all necessary to have as complete 

an understanding as possible of the Global economy of conventional 1.;reapons in the 

1wrld, including the transfer of such 1.;reapons, the estimated and real 

exrJenditures involved, and the indebtedness of the countries concerned. Hore 

complete information in this field will mal:.e it possible to have a better, more 

just and realistic awareness of the state of relations between the countries of 

the North and the South. It lvill also make it possible better to understand 

relations among the developing countries themselves and to assess the inequalities 

that exist in the light of the equal need of all for economic and social 

development. 
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This improvement in the level of information applied to the sphere of 

conventional weapons has been called for by many during this discussion. The 

~1auritanian delegation associates itself with those appeals, and fe~ls that it 

is up to the United Nations to see that they are heeded. Such a contribution 

would be valuable for the small countries, which form the majority of our 

Organization, and would be the best way of working towards a policy of peace 

and peaceful coexistence. It will also serve to improve stability and build 

greater trust in various geographical areas which are particularly threatened. 

Mauritania wished to underscore this point because we recognize the 

imperative need for disarmament, not as a matter of polemics but rather as 

part of international responsibility, which must be shouldered by the great 

Powers and others alike. 

We also feel that it is time for disarmament to be the responsibility of 

the third world too. Its virtues and vices are strongly felt throughout the 

world by all nations. Moreover, while the countries of Europe and North America 

have now committed themselves to ongoing negotiations with a view to reducing 

levels of weapons and having mutual control over the talance of power, nothing 

of the scrt has yet been begun in the third >Wrld. 

Our third subject of concern lS the threat of the proliferation of nuclear 

weapons. He may be caught off guard in this respect at any timP by candidates 

for nuclear weapons - countries which have never demonstrated a sense of 

responsibility in their international or regional behaviour. It can easily 

be seen that it is to Israel and South Africa that I am pointing. 

The paradox which promoted their progress, or even their break-through, 

in this field lies in the determination with which the vlestern Powers claimed 

to te barring nuclear proliferation for all while those two countries were 

acquiring expertise in the manufacture of nuclear weapons and were even on 

the threshold of self-sufficiency, at which point they would be in full control 

of the process. In fact, reliable sources indicate that they have already 

reached that threshold of self-sufficiency. 
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My delP~ation joins the overwhelming majority of member countries in 

speaking out against this threat, the sources of and the responsibility for 

wLich we al 1 deplore. Vle do so, abovE' all, to make clear the obligations 

sterrming frcm this issue at the political and military levels. 

Israel and South Africa are engaging in behaviour actively hostile to 

the ideals of the vast majority of Hembers of the United Nations by virtue 

of the racist systems underlying their political regimes, and of thE"ir 

policies of torture and the destruction of elements of the civilization of the 

peoples surrounding them. It is clear that the basic facts of security ln 

Africa and in the Arab world, the countries of which are united in implementing 

the stringent economic embargo against Israel and South Africa, are being 

upset and that the imbalance in nuclear weapons has gone beyond that of a 

strictly regional threat. 

l1oreover, the repeated calls by the countries in the region to have the 

continent proclaimed a denuclearized zone become virtually pointless, because 

it is unthinkablP, in view of considerations of stability and defence, for 

them to refrain from arming themselves when Israel and South Africa , already 

guilty of relentless aggression and savage acts of destruction against their 

neighbours, will now have nuclear weapons to use against the countries of 

their region and perhaps others as well. 

It is therefore in order to affirm and stress the need for a basic change 

in current concepts of the possession and non-possession of nuclear weapons, 

at least in Africa and in the Arab world, if not in the whole non-aligned 

world, that we have taken the liberty of raising this problem today in the 

hope that the suppliers and guarantors of the Israeli and South African 

nuclear industries will duly display a responsible attitude. It is our 

conviction that the ideals of the United Nations will guide our dE>liberations 

in the essential review of data en the non-proliferation of nuclear l·reapons. 
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l'l!_" A.BD_;E~llEGU_ID (Ep:ypt) (interprPtation fromArabic): r!r. Chs.irman, 

thP fact that 'TlJ are meetinc: under your lPadPrship during this session to study 

questions of disarmament and international security is a good sip-n w·hich causes 

us to bP optj mistic and makPs us confident thRt at the result of our 1-rork WP 

shC~ll haVP a clear i.dea of "rhat VP have accomplished so far in the disarmmnf'nt 

field, and in particulAr in the implementation of the rPsolutions of the tenth 

special session, devoted to dj sarmament. TTe hnpP that we shall Rlso achieve 

SOmethinr: that has SO far eluded US c~ that is, that vTe shall be able to define 

in specific terms the measures to be taken in the course of our future 

activities. 

He hRve before us a number of reports on the work of the organs dealing 

with disarmament, and particularly of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva 

and of the Disarmament Commission. Also before us are a number of reports on 

the activities of the Harking Groups considering the possibility of implementinr; 

various of the proposals adopted by the General Assembly in previous years 

on disarmament. All of these reports have been drafted carefully and sincerely, 

yet they give us the impression that international efforts in this field have 

not gone beyond the stage of study and preparation and have not actually reached 

the stage of specific measures for achievinr: general and complete disarmament. 

At the same time, there is a technologicRl race in progress in the production 

of armaments which is strengthening the existing arsenals of nuclear weapons in 

particular, and of weapons of mass destruction in general, throughout the world. 

This very serious situation now confronting the world raises many questions to 

Hhich, ln the light of the present complex situation, clear repljps Are needed 

before the international community loses enthusiasm in its efforts to make progress 

tovrards disarmament - especiRlly nuclear disarmament, to "rhich w·e attach particular 

importance. 

!1y delegation wonders lvhether the resolutions of the General Assembly and thP 

provisions of the Final Document of the special session devoted to disArmament 

represent a practical vievr of the possibilities of making progress in disarmament. 

Do not the measures advocated by the c;roup of rTon-Aligned countries err in the sense 

of being too ambitious and going beyond what is feAsible, and is this not true also 

of the statements of the two nuclear super-Powers and the other nuclear Pmrers that 

they are prepared to carry out a balanced ,;radw:1l reduction so as to rid the world 

of nuclear 1veapons? 
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Hy point is, are those statements merely declarations of intent that are 

clearly contradicted by the pursuit of a policy of strategic supremacy 

and balance of forces of deterrence? He must be realistic and practical 

in our approach to these situations. The Egyptian delegation has no 

doubt that the two nuclear super-Po-vrers bear the prime responsibility for 

the lacl\: of progress thus far. At the last session, my delegation 

suggested that the United Nations Centre for Disarmament should be invited 

to compile and analyse the official statements of leaders of the nuclear 

Powers and their representatives in the United Nations. The Centre would 

then forward to us a complete technical study of the points of convergence 

and divergence in their positions. Such a study vrould certainly help the 

negotiating organ in its nevT form, and in particular the group of 

non-aligned countries, properly to assess the positions of the t-Im main 

Powers. 

My delegation 1velcomes the efforts made by the Committee on 

Disarmament in Geneva in establishing its rules of procedure, agenda and 

programme of work. Nevertheless, vre are concerned at the Committee's 

failure to make any progress on disarmament measures, as reflected in the 

working paper presented by the Group of 21 non~aligned countries (CD/50) 

giving an account of its work during 1979. He see the direct link 

between disarmament and the national security of every State. That lS 

vhat led the nuclear Powers to prefer negotiation outside the framework 

of the United JITations. \~hat we should like to see is a change in the 

approach and thinking of the great Powers ~rith ree;ard to the nec;otiatinc; organ 

in its new form, the Committee on Disarmament, particularly nm.;r that France 

has become a member and in light of China's statement to the effect that 

it -vrill shortly be taking part in its worlc China's positive step is 

vrarmly welcomed by my country. He feel that it will make a great 

contribution to the 1mrk of the Geneva Committee. 

Apart from certain matters of great importance in the fra111eHork of 

negotiations, such as the preparation of a draft international 

convention on th~ prohibition of the production development, and 



EHS/17 /ad A/C.l/34/PV.28 
82 

(~T:!:'_· Abdel r.le,g:uid, Egypt) 

stockpiling of chemical -vreapons and the elaboration of a draft convention on the 

total prohibition of nuclear testing, progress has been slow, notwithstanding the 

promises made by various countries and by the great Powers durinc; the special 

session. l\ly country reaffirms its position on the important role to be played by 

the Committee on Disarmament, especially in considering the results of disarmament 

negotiations and the implementation of General Assembly guidelines, as well as on 

the Committee's free conduct of negotiations in the light of the prerogatives 

c;ranted to it. 

While recognizing the importance of negotiations conducted outside the United 

Nations, we feel that at its next session the Committee on Disarmament should study 

the draft conventions now being discussed elsewhere so that it may decide whether 

deadlines should be set for the preparation of those conventions and their 

presentation to it. Or possibly the Committee on Disarmament could draft the 

articles of such conventions itself. 

The work of the Disarmament Commission at its first session in the preparation 

of provisions for general and complete disarmament was a step in the right 

direction. Agreement vas reached at that sesslon on many elements of the progranme 

for general and complete disarmament. Ily delegation hopes that it will be possible 

to reach a consensus on certain matters of prime importance, in particular the 

prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear w·eapons, questions of vertical 

and horizontal non-proliferation, and the balance of responsibilities, so as to 

ensure the universality of the Non-Proliferation Treaty and strengthen the concepts 

it embodies, particularly the security of non-nuclear weapon States, and thus 

strengthen the system of non-proliferation as the basis of international security 

and the security of the various regions of the world. 

The aocument on the programme for disarmament did not reflect adequately the 

importance of the establishment of denuclearized zones and respect by nuclear

weapon States for the status of such regions, or the role that the Security Council 

should play in this respect. The disarmament programme deals with conventional 

vreapons also 0 and hence we feel that the reduction of weapons of that type should 

be considered within the framework of general and complete disarmament and that the 

responsibilities of the nuclear Powers in connexion with the reduction of 

conventional weapons and armed forces should be spelled out. 
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\1e hope that the Committee on Disarmarr.ent in Geneva will now be able to take 

up and complete work on the items on vhich it was not possible to reach a consensus 

in the past. EGypt, as we have repeatedly stated, supports the taking of decisons 

on arrangements for mutual security at the regional level, with due account being 

paid to the special characteristics of individual regions. These speciul regional 

features should be respected by the international community, in particular by the 

great Powers. Hy delegation feels that the success of such regional arrangements 

depends to a very large extent on a just and equitable solution of political 

problems in the regions themselves. It is that, in the last analysis, that will 

contribute to the implementation of the disarmament programme. 

My delecation has participated in international efforts to implement the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. \'le hope that at this sesslon 

the time and place uill be set for a revieH conference on that declaration> and 1-re 

appeal to the members of the Security Council and the major maritime Pmrers to do all 

they can to ensure the success of such a conference and in achieving its objective. 

The Red Sea region is one of the most important strategic areas, not merely 

for its coastal States but for the whole world. For this reason we should work to 

make the Red Sea a lake of peace. 
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The l'linister for Foreign Affairs of I.:c;ypt has reiterated the need to 

tal<::e this step. He recently stressed the basic principles -vv-hich, in 

Egypt's opinion, represent the major guidelines for the preservation of the 

Red Sea as a lal<:e of peace. 

Egypt attaches particular importance and high priority to nuclear 

disarmament. He vish ro..pid measures to be tal\:en to prevent vertical and 

horizontal proliferation. 

He believe that the basic measure >vould involve the implementation of 

the draft convention on a nuclear test ban so as to reach an agreement on 

the cessation of such testing and of the further improvement of nuclear 

weapons and their delivery vehicles. 

Stocl\:piles of nuclear weapons must be reduced 9 -vrhile duly taking into 

account the military capabilities of the various Povers. Priorities for 

a balanced reduction of nuclear weapons must be provided for at the same 

time. ~·Te hope that the Horking Party of the Committee on Disarmament, 

over which my delegation had the honour to preside 9 -vrill prove able to 

elaborate international guarantees for the non-nuclear -vreapon States and 

will provide an assurance to the effect that they will be immune from 

the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

The SALT II agreement is a necessary measure for the t-vro major Powers. 

Vle vrish to encourage this step at a time >·rhen international relations are 

becoming more tense and complicated. Despite the fact that the SALT II 

agreement is an agreement on minimum strategic arms levels, we hope that the 

effective reduction of strategic weapons 9 including nuclear ueapons and 

>veapons of mass destruction and the prohibition of their production and 

stockpilinc; -vrith a vie1.r to their total elimination, will be ensured. 

Hith regard to horizontal proliferation, paragraphs 60 to 63 of the 

Final Document of the special session emphasized the importance of setting 

up nuclear-weapon-free zones. Various paragra.phs of that document spell 

out the terms that should govern the establishment of such nuclear 

weapon-free zones in respect of the countries belonging to the region and 
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the nuclear pmrers. The role of the Security Council is pre--eminent in the 

next phase of the creation of nuclear~weapon~free zones, particularly in 

areas where it is difficult for thP parties to enter into direct negotiations. 

My deleeation has at previous sessions proposed that the countries of 

the J.iiddle East should solemnly undertake on a mutual basis to renounce the 

further production and acquisition of nuclear weapons and nuclear equipment, 

-vrhilc prohibiting the installation by any other country of nuclear weapons 

on their territory. These countries should agree to mal<:e all nuclear activities 

subject to the safeguards laid dmm by the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

~he Security Council will become the depository of the declarations of 

the countries of the l'liddle East and should, in turn, declare the Middle East 

to be a nuclear---vreapon-free zone. 

Resolution 33/64 remains unfulfilled because of Israel's refusal to heed 

this appeal. Israel) in the meantime, continues to develop its nuclear 

capacity unfettered by any international control. He must confront this 

situation in order to fulfil the objectives of all countries of the world 

including the nuclear Pmrers. Ec;ypt 1 s aim is to ensure that the Hiddle East 

vill be a nuclear~·veapon~free zone. If Isra0l continues to impede the 

attainment of these objectives, the United Fations must tal:e the necessary 

measures, in l:eeping Hith the objectives and principles of the Charter, to 

])revent any threat to uorld peace and security in that strategic region of 

the world. 

'de, the African countries, have tried to have Africa declared a 

nuclear-1-reapon-free zone. Despite the support of the international 

community, the racist regime of South Africa continues to acquire nuclear 

weapons, thus endangerinc; implementation of this declaration. The news that 

South Africa has conducted a nuclear explosion -vras a shocl<: to the international 

community. Egypt commented on the news by describing the explosion as a 

most serious development. The Egyptian delegation -vrishes to convey its 

appreciation to Ambassador Clark of Nigeria for his initia.tive in raising 

the matter in the General Assembly. 
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The fear of nuclear proliferation must not inhibit the development of 

nuclear energy for peeceful purposes, particularly to help the development 

of the developing countries. The use of nuclear technoloe:y for peaceful 

purposes under international control, and under article IV of the 

non-Proliferation Treaty and paragraphs 68 and 69 of the Final Document 

of the special session, deserves encouragement by the nuclear Po-vrers. 

The studies uhich have been carried out on the relationship between 

disarmament and development, studies in -vrhich my country 1ms involved, 

concerning the establishment of a disarmament fund and a reduction by the 

c;reat PoHers of their military budgets so that the resources thus released 

can be used for development, particularly of the developing countries ·~ 

indeed all such studies and proposals - must be rendered in the form of 

decisions so that action can be taken upon them. 

Our experience and practice of international relations have sometimes 

been bitter. The basis of international peace and security can be laid 

only through trust. An elaboration of principles and rules must compel 

repsect for them. The establishemnt of peace and security uould be made 

possible by the solution throush detente of political problems ~ such as 

the tliddle East, of Palestine, Zirnbah1·re, South Africa and Namibia, and the 

elimination of foreign bases. He must take a neH vieH of international 

relations be.sed on trust and mutual respect. 

The CHAIRI'IAN: Three representatives wish to speak in exercise 

of their ric:ht of reply. I remind them of the decision tal\:en by the 

General Assembly as to the time-limit for such statements. I shall now 

call on them. 
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f1r. WU :Zhen (China) (interpretation from Chinese): In the statement he 

made earlier today the representative of Viet Nam confounded right with wrong 

and black -vrith white in an attempt to pin the labels of expansionism and 

hegemonism on others, so as to cover up Viet Nam 's real feature of pushing 

its regional hegemonist policy. At the present time international opinion 

is strongly conderrilling Viet Nam's crimes in wae;ing armed aggression against 

Democratic Kampuchea and creating a tragic refugee situation in Indochina. It 

demands that the Vietnamese authorities should immediately withdraw their 

aggressor troops from Kampuchea and stop their persecution and expulsion of the 

refugees. But, disregarding the rightful public opinion of the international 

community and relying on the support of a super-Power, they continue to strengthen 

their military occupation of Democratic Kallipuchea and are in the act of 

stepping up a new dry-season offensive, vainly trying to wipe out Kampuchea's 

national resistance force against foreign aggression. 

We would like to tell the representative of Viet Nam in all seriousness: 

your slanders and vituperation against others can in no way cover up your 

new crimes of aggression. Our advice to you is to watch your step before you fall 

down the abyss. Do not go too far along the path of aggression and expansion. 

Mr. EILAI\f (Israel): T'he representative of Iraq has just made a 

statement in an attempt to justifY the inscription of item 121 on the agenda 

of this Committee and, one is to assume, the submission of a draft resolution. 

My delegation is going to make its position clear both on the item, on the 

statement just made and perhaps on the draft resolution at a later stage in 

the debate. 

Hr. NGUYEN VPJ~ LUU (Viet Nam) (interpretation from French): The 

representative of China has just issued a "\varning, and to that I should like to 

reply that the world is no longer surprised by those warnings. Indeed, China, 

a nuclear pcwer which claims that unilateral safeguards are demagogic, has 

arrogantly assumed the right to teach a lesson to sovereign and independent 

States. I developed this point at length in my statement to the effect 

that here we have a genuine threat to mankind. 
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Everything I said earlier, everything that \·Te said before international 

audiences, is based on the blood vre have shed on the sense of responsibility 

of the Vietnamese people, a people that strup:p-led for 30 years not only for 

its own national interests but also for the cause of peace, for the independence 

of peoples. T,Te can assure you that everything 1-re say, everything we have 

asserted, is ln keeping ~-rith history and that it is the truth. I should lih.e 

to say that the hegemonistic Povrer, China, has since it embarked on its 

hep:emonistic policies resorted to lies and deception as a State policy and 

as a strategic method. 

In ccr.clusion, I should lil\:e to say to the representative of 8hina that 

ve agree 1-rith -people of good faith throughout the vorld that history will 

inevitably reject all the lies and all the slander and \·rill reveal the truth 

to the world. 

The meeting rose at 6.05 p.m. 


