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Armed Israeli aggression against the Iraqi nuclear
installations and its grave consequences for the
established international system concerning the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, the non
proliferation of nuclear weapons and international
peace and security: report of the Secretary-General
(continued)

1. Mr. EL-FATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic) (inter
pretation from Arabic): The issue before the General
Assembly is not confined to the immediate conse
quences of the bombing of the nuclear installations
outside Baghdad on 7 June 1981. The long-term
consequences affect the ability of third world coun
tries to achieve their development objectives in the
area of technology through the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy. The third world countries have an
inalienable right to move into the nuclear era in
order to enjoy the benefits of the atom as a source of
energy and a subject of scientific research as well as
for other peaceful purposes.
2. As indicated by the title of this agenda item, the
context in which consideration of this matter is
taking place affects all developing countries and
establishes the responsibility of all States parties to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons. I This Treaty is based on the principle of
the transfer of nuclear technology for peaceful pur
poses, and commits non-nuclear States not to acquire
nuclear weapons.
3. Undoubtedly, the Israeli aggression against the
Iraqi nuclear installations has aroused real fear
among most of the developing countries, because of
the possibility of aggression against their nuclear
installations. Those developing countries defined
their positions in the light of Israel's actions, and in
the light of the threats of the Governments of Tel
Aviv and Pretoria against Arab and African States,
were they to put into effect nuclear projects for
peaceful purposes.
4. That situation has shaken the confidence placed
in the system which prohibits the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, all the more so since countries have
been led to believe that the provisions established in
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons offer no guarantees to the non-nuclear
States in respect of a nuclear or non-nuclear military
attack against them or against their installations
devoted to peaceful purposes.
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5. If the General Assembly wished to give effective
attention to this question, it would have to take into
account the following considerations. First, the Is
raeli threat to attack similar installations in all
developing countries is a fact. Secondly, Israel has
not adhered to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons because Israel arrogates unto itself
the right to produce nuclear weapons in all freedom.
Published information indicates that Israel has nucle
ar capacity in the military field; ,et certain countries,
headed by the United States 0 America, deal with
Israel as if it were a State that had no nuclear military
capability. Thirdly, Israel accumulates nuclear mili
tary capability while enjoying American assistance in
establishing nuclear projects to supplement military
projects that have already been carried out, in
particular, the Dimona reactor. Fourthly, what ap
plies to Israel to a large extent also applies to South
Africa which, in collaboration with Israel, has carried
out a nuclear explosion, as all the world knows.
Nuclear co-operation between the racist entity in Tel
Aviv and the equally racist entity in Pretoria is being
extended and enlarged in all fields, especially the
nuclear field. This gives South Africa and Israel the
capacity to destroy peaceful nuclear installations in
vast regions of the world situated between Western
Asia and North Africa on the one hand, and the
entire African continent on the other. Fifthly, the
developing countries have the absolute inalienable
right of acquiring nuclear technology for peaceful
purposes. Any military or political or economic act
which represents a threat to that right is a first step
towards the restriction of the nuclear weapons non
proliferation system which is based on the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
6. Starting from this premise, the Get ral Assem
bly, like the Security Council, is in duty bound once
again to establish fully and unequivocally the right of
the developing countries to have access to nuclear
technology and to peaceful scientific research within
the framework of the IAEA system of safeguards.
7. We know that Israel and South Africa, despite
the resolutions of the General Assembly and the
Security Council, are intensifying their policy of
force and aggression to destroy the economic, social
and cultural infrastructures of the developing coun
tries which, for their part, defend their people, their
homelands, their independence, their sovereignty
and their territorial integrity.
8. What has enabled Israel to increase its threat to
destroy peaceful nuclear installations is a fundamen
tal error, committed as far back as the time when the
Security Council first began to consider the question
of Israeli aggression against the nuclear installations
of Iraq. On 19 June 1981 the Security Council
unanimously adopted resolution 487 (1981) which
merely Hcondemned" Israel. The Council at that time
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was unable to take the necessary measures against "Yet my feelings were mixed. The suspicion that
Israel under Chapter VII of the Charter. That Iraq intended to produce nuclear weapons was
imbalance, in the face of the situation which threat- hardly unrealistic. In that context, Begin's action in
ens all developing countries, whether they are parties destroying the plant where they might be made was
or non-parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation understandable and might well be judged less
of Nuclear Weapons, stems from pressure on the part severely by history than by the opinion of the
of the United States and the threat to use the right of day."*
veto against any resolution that would inhibit such 12. According to Israeli radio on 16 June 1981:
Israeli acts of aggression. The United States has "President Reagan announced in Washington
helped Israel to elude the sanctions which should that Israel was justified in its worry about the Iraqi
have been imposed on it by the Security Council, as nuclear reactor that its planes destroyed. He said
everyone expected. The Administration in Washing- that Israel must have honestly believed that its
ton violated its own domestic legislation which attack on the Iraqi reactor was a defensive action.
prohibits the use of American arms, except in cases In his statement made at his first press conference
of legitimate defense. It also violated its own domes- after the attempt on his life in March, the Presi-
tic legislation by permitting the use of American dent added that one must confess that Israel has
aircraft in acts of aggression. It is for this reason that the right to worry, in view of Iraq's record."*
Israel, following erroneous logic, thought that it could 13. According to Israeli radio on 17 June 1981:
bomb objectives that it believed increased the eco-
nomic, technological and cultural capacity of the "Arthur Goldberg, previous United States envoy
Arab countries, a point of view based on the Israeli to the United Nations and once a Justice of the
racist doctrine and on the need to keep the Arab United States Supreme Court, declared that ac-
nations barred from making progress, especially in cording to international law Israel had full right to
the technological field. The Israeli doctrine asserts strike the Iraqi nuclear reactor."*
that the weakening of the Arabs strengthens Israel; 14. Such statements show clearly the extent to
that the progress of the Arabs means delays and which the United States seeks to justify Israeli
backwardness for Israel. So long as this colonialist actions, actions which as a sop to international public
and racist doctrine of Israel remains, Israel, faced opinion it condemns in the Security Council but
with international reaction against its aggression, has which it blesses outside the Council, since they are
intensified its incursions against the economic, social c~mpatible with its interests and those of world
and cultural institutions of the Arab world. The most ZIonIsm.
recent sabotage operation was the total destruction of 15. Israel has respected neither Security Council
the economic, social, cultural and agricultural infra- resolution 487 (1981) nor the resolutions adopted by
structures in southern Lebanon after the Israeli the General Assembly. Those resolutions state that
invasion and after the cessation of military opera- Israel should place all its nuclear facilities, without
tions. During this aggresaive and criminal war, Israel exception, under IAEA safeguards and control. But
used weapons which have been prohibited globally. Israel has no intention of doing so because it is
9. The terrorist thinking which characterized the determined not to recognize that the Dimona reactor
Zionist gangs under the old Mandate has remained could produce nuclear weapons. Referring to the
the thinking of the Zionist State, which has adopted Israeli letter distributed as document A/39/349, in
State terrorism as the official policy against the which Israel rejected paragraph 4 of General Assem-
Arabs. Israeli practices inside the Arab territories bly resolution 38/9 on this same agenda item, a

. d' 1948 'd' fi bl f h paragraph in which the Assembly demanded "that
occuple SInce provl e lrre uta e proo t at Israel withdraw tiorthwith its threat to attack and
Israeli terrorism is both a means and an end. That is
why the bombing of the Iraqi reactor is but one link destroy nuclear facilities in Iraq and in other coun-
in the chain of State terrorism practised by Israel to tries", Israel has merely said that it has no intention
achieve a fundamental objective. Israel wants to of attacking nuclear facilities dedicated to peaceful
warn the Arabs against attempts to gain access to the purposes in any part of the world. The use of the
modem technology necessary for their development, word "intention" or the word "policy" does not
which could affect the balance in every other field. satisfy anyone, because those words have nothing to
That balance, according to Israel and its allies, must do with the demand that it "withdraw forthwith its
always tilt in favour of the Israeli usurper. threat". Israel's reply shows that it arrogates to itself

the right to assess the nature of reactors that might be
10. It is to be regretted that Washington should bombed. I would add that so far Israel has refused to
have encouraged Israel to pursue its policy of State accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
terrorism in connection with the matter under con- Nuclear Weapons, and this shows that its policy and
sideration, which cannot be divorced from other intentions are to continue to develop its nuclear
Israeli practices since the aim is the same-that is, to arsenal by all possible means, which accounts for the
prevent the Arabs from making progress in all fields theft of nuclear fuel from certain European and
through warfare directed against the Arabs, the American sources, for eventual use in the Israeli
destruction of their installations, the occupation of reactor.
their lands and the expulsion of their nationals. 16. In conclusion, for as long as Israel does not
Suffice it to mention some of the American reactions accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and place its
following the bombing of the Iraqi reactor in June nuclear facilities, whatever and wherever they may
1981. be, under IAEA safeguards, the Israeli threat will
11. Alexander Haig, the former Secretary of State in remain and have very serious consequences for the
h R Ad " . . h' . , I d people of the world, especially in the region of the '

t e eagan mInIstratIon, In IS memOIrs entIt e Middle East, and therefore threaten international i

Caveat: Realism, Reagan and Foreign Policy, 2 said peace and securl'ty For thl's reason we tieel that the !'
this by way of reaction to the Israeli bombing of the .
reactor: *Quoted in English by the speaker, :,
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General Assembly has an obligation to draw the 22. However, it is clear that there is still a long way
attention of the Security Council again to the need to to go before United Nations and IAEA resolutions on
take appropriate measures under Chapter VII of the this subject are implemented. Israel has not yet given
Charter of the United Nations to prevent Israel from satisfactory assurances that it will renounce its threat
resuming its attacks on nuclear installations in any to destroy nuclear installations in Iraq and other
part of the world. Moreover, the Security Council is countries. This fits quite logically into the general
duty-bound to take practical and institutional meas- policy of Israeli aggression directed at neighbouring
ures to put an end to the nuclear capability of Israel Arab States and aimed at a constant build-up of
and South Africa by applying strict international tensions in the Middle East region. For many years
controls to prevent those two regimes from commit- now Israel has been carrying out an expansionist
ting genocide against Arabs and Africans. We are policy directed against Arab States and peoples,
convinced that so long as measures and binding continuing illegally to occupy the Arab lands which it
sanctions are not taken against Israel and South seized in 1967 and stubbornly resisting the restora-
Africa in the nuclear field the world will suffer from tion of the inalienable national rights of the Palestin-
the nuclear blackmail of those two regimes, which are ian people. Still fresh in our memories are the
allied to imperialism. The strategic alliance between barbaric acts of Tel Aviv in Lebanon, where an
the United States and Israel is such that the Ameri- attempt was made to impose by force an agreement
can military arsenal is placed at the service of Israel's with Israel that would in fact have been capitulation.
ambitions and its policy of expansion and aggression. 23. It should be stressed here that Israel has been
There is no doubt that that alliance, which expands able to trample under foot the sovereignty and
constantly to cover every field, strengthens the wave independence of a number of Arab countries and to
of American and Israeli domination over the Middle bomb the Iraqi nuclear installations for one reason
East, one of the most important regions of the world alone-that is, the comprehensive support of Israel
from the strategic, geographic and economic points by the United States, which shares responsibility for
of view. This creates a situation which threatens the crimes systematically committed by Israel.
international peace and security in a manner unprec-
edented in modern history. 24. The expansionist policy of Tel Aviv becomes

particularly dangerous in the light of its well-known
17. That is why the United Nations, in the common nuclear ambitions. Those nuclear ambitions have
interest of all the members of the international been repeatedly condemned by the international
community, should, today and without further delay, community, which has demanded and continues to
face up to this situation and give proof of its sense of demand that Israel accede to the Treaty on the Non-
responsibility. It must assess the consequences of Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and that it put all
actions which could have disastrous effects on the its nuclear installations under the safeguards of the
interests of the whole world and on international IAEA.
peace and security. 25. Israel's refusal to heed these appeals eloquently
18. Mr. OVINNIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist testifies to the fact that its real objective is the
Republics) (interpretation from Russian): The Gener- acquisition of nuclear weapons in order to establish
al Assembly has once again been forced to return to its own domination in the region of the Middle East.
the question of armed Israeli aggression against the In this connection our attention is drawn to the
Iraqi nuclear installations devoted to peaceful pur- report by the Carnegie Endowment and the Congres-
poses and its serious consequences for international sional Research Service of the United States
peace and security. Congress, which was published only a week ago.

According to that report, Israel already has 20
19. The piratical Israeli raid was one of the mani- nuclear bombs. On the other hand, according to an
festations of a policy of State terrorism carried out by assessment published this year by the Center for
Israel against neighbouring Arab States. It struck a Strategic and International Studies of Georgetown
new blow to the caus~ of peace in the Middle East University, in Washington, by the year 2000 Israel
region and has had serious consequences for interna- could have accumulated some 60 nuclear bombs.
tional peace and security. But the problem does not These appraisals give us serious food for thought. It
end there. is difficult even to imagine what consequences might
20. Tel Aviv has once again demonstrated that it is result from these adventuristic plans if they are not
challenging the right of States to make use of the brought to an end.
benefits of nuclear energy for the purpose of econom- 26. The Soviet Union believes that the most deci-
ic and social development. Israel has also tried to sive measures possible should be undertaken to curb
undermine one of the most important international Israeli nuclear ambitions. The United Nations must
agreements in the field of the limitation of the achieve the implementation of its decisions aimed at
nuclear threat, namely, the Treaty on the Non-Prolif- limiting the chances of Israel conducting a policy of
eration of Nuclear Weapons, to which Iraq became a aggression and blackmail directed at the Arab coun-
party from the moment that it entered into force. tries.
21. The Soviet Union, like many other countries, 27. Mr. AL-BOAININ (Qatar) (interpretation from
firmly condemned the criminal acts of Israel against Arabic): The criminal Israeli aggression against the
the nuclear reactor at Tamuz. Such 'was also the Iraqi nuclear installation is not a passing event which
reaction of the international community. For several comes to an end when the event is over, as if nothing
years now, resolutions have been adopted by the had happened. For the international community it is
General Assembly and the Board of Governors and a very serious event, given its implications and
the General Conference of the International Atomic dangers. We must dwell on it, and discussions are
Energy Agency aimed at putting an end to the Israeli renewed year after year and will have to be until
threat to carry out a new attack on nuclear installa- Israel is punished for its criminal aggression and is
tions in Iraq and in other countries. prevented from repeating such acts of aggression and
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from continuing to defy the international community entail. First, it is a violation of the inalienable right
by threatening to repeat such actions against Iraq or of every people to follow the path of economic and
any other State which, according to it, should dare technological progress. It is a violation of the spirit
build nuclear installations for its peaceful needs. and letter of the Charter of Economic Rights and
28. The Iraqi nuclear reactor was not a military Duties of States [resolution 3281 (XXIX)]. Secondly,
target, and there was no effective state of war it runs counter to the objectives of the consolidation
between Iraq and Israel, yet Israel disregarded this, of co-operation among States, especially in the
and, on the basis of a fallacious pretext, namely, that scientific and economic fields. Thirdly, it adds a new
there was a state of declared war between Israel and factor to the many other factors of destabilization in
Iraq, carried out its destructive air raid against the the Middle East and hampers efforts to find a
Iraqi nuclear reactor as if it were a military target. peaceful and equitable solution to the Middle East
This is not the first time nor will it be the last for question. Fourthly, it endangers the role and activi-
Israel to arrogate to itself the right to claim certain ties of the IAEA and other international organiza-
justifications and invent excuses. Israel arrogated to tions which are engaged in the use of atomic energy
itself the right to qualify the nuclear reactor as being for peaceful purposes and seek to ensure safeguards
destined for the manufacture of nuclear bombs, against the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Fifthly,
contrary to what has been stated by international it could encourage other countries than Israel to
agencies such as the IAEA, whose experts inspected follow the same example in respect of the peaceful
the Iraqi nuclear reactor and drew up a document of nuclear activities of other States. Sixthly, that act of
information on the subject, entitled "Guarantees and aggression affects the disarmament cause, which is
the Iraqi Nuclear Centre". In that document the based on the principle of the non-use of force.
IAEA states categorically that it found no violation of 33. Moreover, as stated in that study, the destruc-
the safeguards agreements. tion of the nuclear reactor could have radioactive
29. We face a terrible situation. Iraq builds nuclear consequences to which the people not only of Iraq
installations for the peaceful uses of atomic energy but of the entire region could be exposed.
towards its own development, becomes a party to the 34. The threat to repeat such aggression is a clear
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and flagrant warning to Arab and non-Arab countries
and places its nuclear installations under internation- seeking to use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes in
al safeguards in order to establish the necessary the context of development and that threat could be
guarantees. In exchange, Israel builds a nuclear directed against other countries if they dare to
reactor, is not a party to the Treaty on the Non- encroach on what Israel regards as its vital field.
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and refuses to
place its nuclear installations under international 35. Those are some of the serious consequences and
safeguards. There is definite evidence that Israel implications of the Israeli aggression against the Iraqi
possesses nuclear weapons; there is no proof that Iraq nuclear installations and the threat to repeat such
possesses or intends to acquire or to manufacture aggression. The question arises: what was the interna-
nuclear weapons. Yet it is Israel that launches an tional community's reaction to this aggression?
attack on the Iraqi nuclear installations and threatens 36. This aggression was a flagrant act of defiance of
to repeat such an attack in the future. the international community. The international com-
30. Thus, we are faced with an irregular situation munity faced up to it by adopting, in the Security
created by an irregular State, Israel, which continues Council, the General Assembly and the specialized
to bring proof of its irregular character and the agencies, clear-cut resolutions. All the countries of
disrespect in which it holds all norms of behaviour by the world, without exception, also reacted to this
its acts of aggression and flagrant threats. aggression, including those that continue to maintain
31. My country is on the side of those who unani- friendly as well as normal diplomatic relations with
mously condemn Israel's barbarous act against the Israel. It was perfectly natural for all countries to
Iraqi installations, as an international precedent the condemn this aggression and warn the world, in view
very serious consequences of which cannot be fore- of its grave consequences.
seen. Six experts from many countries, including the 37. That was the reaction we had the right to expect
Soviet Union, the United States of America and from the international organizations and the world.
India, entrusted with a special mission by the Secre- But what was Israel's attitude? Israel not only flouted
tary-General, drew up a study of the Israeli act of the resolutions of the General Assembly and the
aggression and its consequences. In that study3 they Security Council, as well as the condemnations by all
stated that the installations that were bombed were States, but also defied them by threatening to repeat
part of Iraq's efforts to achieve economic, scientific its aggression. Is that not international terrorism,
and technological development. That raid led to loss beside which individual or collective terrorism pales?
of life and considerable material damage and entailed My delegation condemns terrorism in all its forms
the suspension of scientific programmes in Iraq in and at all levels, but especially terrorism carried out
the field of nuclear energy for at least five years. The by a State that has unjustly become a member of the
study adds that "the Israeli attack was dysfunctional international community. If countries adopt meas-
to the disarmament aims of the United Nations and ures against terrorism by individuals and groups,
the world community". then the international community must adopt meas-
32. My delegation supports all that is contained in ures against the terrorism by Israel.
that study. although we wish to add that the results of 38. My delegation urges the General Assembly and
the Israeli aggression against the Iraqi nuclear instal- the Security Council to face up to the terrorism
lation go far beyond what it contains. It is extremely practised by Israel, in the form of its aggression and
difficult to foresee the serious consequences of such threats of further aggression, by adopting more
an attack. Suffice it to mention some of those effective measures under the Charter in order to put
possible consequences and the great danger they an end to this unprecedented international terrorism
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and to make sure that Israel stops forthwith its acts of 44. This aggression threatens science and technolo-
aggression or its threat to commit aggression. gy in the whole Arab world, in whose heartland Israel
39. My delegation is convinced that the General has usurped a plac.e and ':Vhere it is surro~nded on ~ll

. . b sides by a populatIon whIch outnumbers It by a ratIo
Assembly and Sc;c~~rity CouncIl resolutIons can e of 40 to 1. This is an affront to and violates all the
effective only if all States respect them and imple- principles of modern civilization, the concepts of
ment them. Since there is not a single State that l". If' . I
approves the Israeli agroression against the Iraqi science and respect lor the ru es 0 mternatIona co-

)C operation. It is a rejection of all norms: an act of
nuclear installations, all States and especially those aggression against a sovereign State in the heart of its
providing assistance to Israel have the duty to . h' .. tt k d d
compel Israel to resn_A~ct the General Assembly and own terrItory were Its sCIentIsts were a ac e an

the means of progress and science of the Arab world
Security Council resolutions. represented by 22 States in this Hall were destroyed.
40. Mr. SHIHABI (Saudi Arabia) (interpretation This Arab world, which in the past has transmitted
from Arabic): I take this opportunity to congratulate knowledge and technology to the West, is now
you, Sir, on your unanimous election to the presid~n- threatened by the Israeli machine which attempts to
cy of the General Assembly. That was an expressIon hold back its technical and scientific progress. That is
of the Assembly's appreciation for yell personally as the height of aggression. If the United Nations was
well as for your friendly country, and for Africa, the not established to prevent such attacks, then what is
great continent that has struggled and continues to its raison d'etre?
struggle against all forms of injustice and all types of 45. The Iraqi nuclear reactor was the minor victim.
aggression. In the weeks since your election, we have. I h k'll d' th t k
witnessed you leading the proceedings of the General The mnocent peop e w 0 were I e In e a tac ,
Assembly with great ability, wisdom and efficiency, and the scientists whose lives w,ere abruptly ended in

order to kill their knowledgl~, were the human
and that deserves our gratitude and appreciation. victims. But Israel, which is trying to bar the Arabs
41. I have referred to forms of injustice and types of access to science, killing their scientists and prevent-
aggression, and the Zionist aggression of 1981 upon ing them from achieving a scientific and technologi-
the Iraqi nuclear reactor strikes us as being one of the callevel commensurate with the rest of the world, is
most provocative, because it summarizes, in one at the root of the issue. The Israeli reasoning in
criminal act, the intentions, methods and objectives justification of the attack is the most dangerous
of the Israeli design in the area. It further reflects the factor of all. By that reasoning, Israel proves itself to
danger of destruction that Israeli concepts pose to the be a danger to the Arab nations, a threat to the
international community as a means of interaction, region, to the developing world, and indeed, to all
and, moreover, constitutes a factor disruptive of the norms of behaviour within the international commu-
foundations of the family of nations. nity, not only from the point of view of day-to-day
42. Israel attacked the Iraqi nuclear reactor in the security and regional and international stability, but
heartland of Iraq, which has subjected its nuclear also from the standpoint of the dissemination of
programme to the provisions of the Treaty on the science, the accumulation of knowledge and the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons since 1970. crossing of the threshold to development, which
Meanwhile, Israel continues to refuse to subject its constitutes the most important stage in the destiny of
secretive nuclear production to verification and any nation.
inspection-for obvious reasons. Also, Zionist agents 46. In spite ofall this, Israeli authorities still receive
assassinated an eminfSnt physicist who had partici- assistance and enjoy technical and material support
pated in Iraq's peaceful nuclear research, and they to continue such aggression. Moreover, Israel and
did this while he was out of his country. Israel has South Africa, two entities that rival each other in the
declared that it will attack every Arab nuclear crime of racism, the violation of laws and the
facility, irrespective of the purpose of that facility. perpetration of attacks upon the lives of peoples,
What an ugly picture these designs ~f th~ Zi0!1ist offer mutual support in this field. But whereas South
establishment present. At the same tIme, It claIms Africa remains outside this Hall, Israel, regrettably, is
that it wants to live in peace and security in the midst still sitting amongst us, thinking that its seat here
of the Arab world, whose security and peace and justifies its crimes.
means of human and material progress and develop- 47. The responsibility for this dangerous and
ment are simultaneously being attacked by Israel. threatening situation is shared with the Israeli au-
43. Security Council resolution 487 (1981) strongly thorities by all those who did not respond to General
condemned this aggression and assigned the full Assembly resolution 36/27 of 13 November 1981, in
responsibility for it to Israel. Concomitant General which the General Assembly called upon all Member
Assembly resolutions of 1981, 1982 and 1983 con- States "to cease forthwith any provision to Israel of
firmed this same position. General Assembly resolu- arms and related material of all types which enable it
tion 37/189 B, in particular, stressed the importance to commit acts of aggression against other States".
of compliance by all Sta~es with the purpos~s ~nd This prohibition was reiterated in similar resolutions
principles of the DeclaratIOn on the Use of SCIentIfic adopted in 1983, but Israel still persists in following
and Technological Progress in the Interests of Peace the path of aggression and continues to receive
and for the Benefit of Mankind, in order to promote assistance, while it still challenges the international
human rights and fundamental freedoms. It noted community and all that the Organization stands for.
that "5cientific and technological progress is one of Mr. Sal/am (Yemen), Vice-President. took the
the important factors in t~e developm~nt of hu~~n Chair.
society". In spIte of all thIS, the ZIOnIst authorItIes
have never stated a position contrary to the one 48. This aggression is flagrantly directed towards
proclaimed by Israeli officials-namely, that they the Arab world as its principal target and against the
will attack Arab nuclear activities anywhere and developing world in its efforts to achieve growth,
everywhere. progress and advancement. Indeed, it is directed

l,
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against the entire international community, as repre- in flagrant disregard of United Nations resolutions
sented by the General Assembly, the IAEA and and world public opinion..
U~ES<;:O. Can t~ere be an uglier aggression than 55. As we all are well aware, that act of aggression
!hIS, dIrected agam~t a modest effort on the long destroyed the Iraqi nuclear reactor and impeded
Journey towa~ds SCIence, knowledge and ~rogress? technical and industrial progress to which Iraq
Does there eXIst. a stronger challenge than thIS for all aspires for its further social development and the
members of thIS Ass~mbly an~ for all that they improvement of the well-being of the Iraqi people.
represent for the famIly of natIOns? .... .,. 56. ThIS was a mIlItary adventure, an act of organ-
49. Are w~ gomg to take a sta~d m complIance wIth ized terrorism, to which Israel has accustomed us
~ur co~nl1tments to .halt t.hIS challenge? Is the since its creation. It is part of a long series of acts
mternatIOnal c0!TImumty. gomg to teach Israel a ceaselessly perpetrated against many Arab countries.
lesson for an ~ctIon t~at, If. allowed to go unch~cked Such acts tarnish Israel's history and add to the long
for a long penod of tIme wIthout det~rrence, wIll ~et list of acts of aggression by that country. It is a fact
a precedent that threatens the secunty of the thud that the Israeli nuclear arsenal now threatens that
world, in particular, and conse9uently will endanger entire part of the world. Suffice it to say that Israel
th~ s~cunty of every .State I!1 the world. whose has decided to attack and destroy all nuclear installa-
sCI.entIfic and technol~gIcal achIevements mIght not tions, even those for peaceful purposes, which might
SUIt some ~ther State. III no matter what corner of the pose any danger to Israel. The declared policy of
globe? ThIS concept IS ~ grave d~nger that threatens Israel is based on destructive, preventive attacks.
all States, meek and mIghty. It IS a theme that was . .. . .
used as a justification for fascism, that was nourished 57.. It IS our task m thIS mternatIOnal f~rum to. see
by racism and sustained by terrorism. I do hope that to It that the law replaces the ~se o.f force m rela~IO~s
while we recognize the aims and objectives of this be~ween .States and that the sovereIgnt~and ternton-
dangerous course, we shall face up to the challenge al mteg~Ity of States are respec!ed. !hIS would keep
that it represents our ~egIOn free from all outSIde mterference and

. conflIct.
50. Mr. AL-SABBAGH (Bahrain) (interpretation 8'1 .... .
from Arabic): For the fourth consecutive year, the 5. WhI e Isra~l prOclaImS .ItS desIr: t~ mamtam
General Assembly is studying the question of the pea~e and secunty III the MIddle. ~a~t, It does not
Israeli military aggression on Iraqi nuclear installa- heslt~te to persecut.e th~. PalestI!lIa~ people. and
tions and its serious consequences. The annual depnve. them of theIr l~gItImate, .malIenable nghts.
repetition of this discussion in no way diminishes the 59. GIven the aggressIve behavIO!1r of Isra.el, the
seriousness of the subject, and until the question has Gene~al. Assembly must sho~lder. Its colle.ctIve re-
been settled the item will be likely to appear again on sponsIbIlIty. Those States WhICh gIve techmcal, eco-
the agenda ~f the General Assembly. The IAEA, the nomic and military assist~nce to Israel mu~t cease to
organization which is competent and empowered to d.o so, becau~e I~rael contlr~es to reaffirm I!S aggres-
discuss the matter and which indeed has done so SIve, expansIOmst tendencIes, to the detnment of
has nevertheless not yet fou'nd a s~lution to th~ neighbouring countries.
serious political and economic aspects of this prob- 60. In considering this agenda item we should
lem. demonstrate greater interest in achieving positive,
51. I do not think that any Member of the United const~ctive me~sures, for there .is real danger of a
Nations wants to see this question become a perma- repetItIon ~f thIS act of. aggreSSIOn. Is.r~e~ has not
nent item on the agenda of the General Assembly. WIthdrawn ItS threat. It IS the responsIbIlIty of the
This was confirmed by the representative of Iraq General Assem!Jly to de~and th~t Israel undertake
during consideration of the question last year. not to repeat ItS aggreSSIOn. It IS not enough for

. f . fl Israeli officials to state that they will not adopt a
5~. 1'hat IsraelI a~ts ~ aggressIOn are a agrant policy of attacking nuclear installations for peaceful
vIo!atIon or. the pn~clples C?f the Charter of the purposes in neighbouring countries
Umted NatIons, of IllternatIOnal law and of the .....
norms of international conduct is perfectly obvious 61. The Secunty CouncIl, m re~olutIOn 487 (1981),
to everyone. This has had most serious consequences demanded that I.srael take certam !TIeasures but, .of
for international relations and specifically for the courset Israel dId not c0!TIply w~th the Secunty
special relations in connection with nuclear matters CouncIl's demand. The Umted NatIOns must ensure
and the development of nuclear energy for peaceful compliance with that resolution and take all neces-
purposes. sary measures.
53. Thus. legal measures should be taken to prevent 62.. Isra~l must accede to the Treaty on the No.n-
a repetition of the military aggression against nuclear Pr~hf~ratIon of Nuc~ear Weapons and place ItS
installations. especially since the Group of Experts on actIvltIe~ under the !AEA safeguar~s system. Israel
the Consequences of the Israeli Armed Attack against must respect the numerous resolutIOns adopted by
the Iraqi Nuclear Installations. in their report,3 the Assembly.
stressed the need to ensure the safe development of 63. Mrs. DIAMATARIS (Cyprus): For the fourth
nuclear power for peaceful purposes. Therefore. we year the General Assembly is devoting its attention to
believe that it is necessary to set up an effective world the Israeli attack against the Iraqi Osirak nuclear
system of safeguards concerning the use of nuclear installations, which remains one of the most unpro-
technology. It is also necessary to take strict and voked military acts in recent years. Fortunately, time
effective measures to prevent a repetition of such acts does not bring oblivion in such cases.
of aggression. 64. Last year, the General Assembly adopted reso-
54. Needless 'l0 save the Israeli raid. which took lution 38/9. in which it denounced the Israeli attack
place on 19 June 0(1981 and completely destroyed in the strongest possible terms and condemned
the Iraqi nuclear reactor. which was designed for Israel's threat to repeat such an attack as endangering
peaceful purposes, was premeditated. It was planned international peace and security. The whole world
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of nuclear weapons and international peace and
security.
74. The first factor, the aggression perpetrated in
1981, represents a violation of the Charter of the
United Nations, international norms and the rules of
international law. The members of the Security
Council categorically rejected Israel's attempt to
justify its aggression by saying it had resorted to the
right of self-defence under Article 51 of the CharLer.
The General Assembly also rejected that pretext in its
successive resolutions on the subject. International
law and legislation, confirmed by the international
Organization and its main organs, establishes two
fundamental conditions for the exercise of that right.
The first is urgent need and the second is proportion
ality in the use of force in existing situations.
75. Those two criteria are not m.et by the Israeli
aggression against the Iraqi nuclear installations. The
urgent need criterion demands that the danger be real
and imminent, leaving no choice or no time to think
of possible alternatives. No one with a minimum of
reason or logic could claim that international bodies
have not proved that the Iraqi nuclear reactor was
designed for peaceful purposes. The second criterion
must be discarded, since that aggression constituted a
violation of the sovereignty of three States, whose
airspace was violated, and because of the extent of
the destruction and losses caused by the aggression.
In any case, international law does not permit a State
to be the sole judge of whether it may have recourse
to such a right; only the Security Council and the
United Nations in general can Justify recourse to
such a right or deny it.
76. In view of those three elements, together or
individually, the three cases set out in Chapter VII of
the Charter apply to the act of aggression committed
by Israel: namely, threat to the peace, breach of the
peace and act of aggression. That being the case, the
Security Council has the right to apply sanctions
against Israel under that Chapter. Wc all know why
those sanctions were not applied.
77. With regard to the second aspect of the de
bate-namely, Israel's refusal to undertake not to
repeat such acts-we all remember the declarations
of Menachem Begin, former Prime Minister of Israel,
who repeatedly declared that Israel would destroy
any new reactor installed by Iraq on its territory. He
went even further, as did other Israeli leaders, by
threatening to destroy any nuclear installation estab
lished by any Arab State on its territory. The
intention to repeat that act of awession was evident
from the letter addressed on 12 Ju!y 1984 by the
representative of Israel to the Secretary-General
[A/39/349]. That letter contains no explicit or im
plicit ~ommitment not to repeat such an act of
aggreSSIOn.
78. That is also obvious from the declaration of
Israel's Minister for Scientific Research in August
1983, published in the American magazine Nucleon
ics Week in its issue No. 35 of 25 August 1983, which
speaks of Israel's determination to attack any Arab
nuclear installation that Israel, without reference to
the IAEA safeguards system or international law,
regards as being designed for the production of
nuclear weapons. In other words, Israel has arrogated
to itself the right to judge the situation, which shows
Israel's contempt for the established international
system and its machinery and international legiti
macy.

denounced the bombing and the destruction of the
Iraqi nuclear installations, which were devoted to
peaceful purposes.
65. The Government and the people of Cyprus
expressed their indignation immediately after the
attack by Israel, which added an extra burden to an
already aggravated political situation and opened
wider the chasm between the two sides of the as yet
unresolved Middle East problem.
66. Cyprus, having been itself a victim of foreign
invasion and occupation, considers it its moral
responsibility-indeed its duty-to come to the
support of Iraq and to reiterate its condemnation of
this Israeli aggression.
67. Iraq intended to use its nuclear installations for
peaceful purposes. Those installations were devoted
to the prosperity of the people of Iraq. Moreover,
Iraq is a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons and its nuclear facilities were
under the IAEA safeguards system at the time when
that unacceptable attack occurred.
68. This act of Israel can be justified neither on
moral grounds nor on technical grounds. It is a
flagrant violation of the letter and the spirit of the
Charter of the United Nations, the most relevant
paragraph of which states:

"All Members shall refrain in their international
relations from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of
any state, or in any other manner inconsistent with
the Purposes of the United Nations."

69. It is obvious, then, that Israel acted in disregard
of the Charter and of every principle of international
law and international relations; it acted in a lawless
fashion, with grave consequences for international
peace and the future of mankind.
70. No one can deny the inalienable sovereign right
of any State to proceed with peaceful nuclear pro
grammes that aim at the development of its econo
my, as long as they are in conformity with interna
tionally adopted steps designed to prevent the prolif
eration of nuclear weapons.
71. Cyprus believes that the United Nations must
reiterate its condemnation of Israel's aggression and
its refusal to implement repeated General Assembly
and Security Council resolutions.
72. We wish to draw the attention of this Assembly
to the dangerous precedent set by Israel's unpro
voked attack against the nuclear installations of Iraq,
and deplore Israel's non-compliance with United
Nations resolutions. On this point, my Government
believes that it is high time for steps to be taken to
strengthen the United Nations, so that acts of
aggression such as the one perpetrated against the
people of Iraq may not be repeated.
73. Mr. AL-SHAALI (United Arab Emirates) (inter
pretationfromArabic): The General Assembly is once
again considering this item because its previous
resolutions have not been implemented. Three fac
tors must be considered during the debate on this
question. The first is the Israeli aggression of 1981
against the Iraqi nuclear installations designed for
peaceful purposes. The second is Israel's refusal to
undertake not to repeat such aggression. The third is
the grave consequences of that aggression for the
established international system concerning the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, the non-proliferation
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79. As regards the third element of the discussion of [A/39/349]. In that letter, Israel, while paying lip
this question-the repercussions of the Israeli aggres- service to the inviolability .of peaceful nuclear instal-
sion-the lAEA reports confirmed the heavy damage lations, nevertheless implies that it has arrogated to
caused by that act of aggression to the IAEA system itself the right to determine which nuclear installa-
of inspection of nuclear installations in the States tions are for peaceful purposes and which are not.
parties to the international instrument concerned. By Thus Israel has once again defied the international
its action Israel called into question the IAEA system community by claiming a birthright of sorts to
and sought to make it ineffective. violate blatantly the sovereignty of independent
80. That act of aggression constituted a violation of States, to commit acts of armed aggression against
the sovereign right of all States, especially developing them and to blackmail at will the world with the
States, to carry out nuclear programmes for peaceful threat of nuclear conflict.
purposes in order to develop their economies and use 86. In its previous statements on the item under
their resources for the development of their peoples. consideration, the Bulgarian delegation touched on
8! c ~n the light of the consequences of the Israeli the more important political, legal and moral aspects
aggression against the Iraqi nuclear installations, it is of the situation created by the aforementioned armed
the major responsibility of the Organization to find aggression. More particularly, we have been empha-
ways and means to punish Israel and prevent it from sizing the extremely negative consequences of such
repeating its ae~'ession. My delegation is ready to an attack against nuclear installations in endangering
contribute, with other delegations, to the achieve- the safeguards system of the lAEA and the measures
ment of that objective. against further proliferation of nuclear weapons. At
82. Mr. ALEXANDROV (Bulgaria): We are faced this juncture, I should like to reiterate that it is high
with a question that reflects most glaringly the time that Member States of the Organization, whose
insecurity of the present international situation and primary responsibility is the maintenance of world
more particularly the danger of nuclear war, which peace and security, took all possible steps to avert

further adventures of this kind.has grown in the early 1980s. Moreover, the raid by
Israel's Air Force against the Iraqi nuclear reactor in 87. I would like also to stress that these Israeli
June 1981 has been entered in international annals as actions, which in themselves have a very negative
an unprecedented act of aggression that points direct- impact on international stability, cannot be viewed
ly to the principal source of 'Lension in various in isolation or apart from the overall strategy of
regions and in the world at large, namely, the policy violence and conquest pursued by Israel vis-a-vis the
of acting from a position of strength, a policy of Arab countries and peoples. These actions are made
aggression and State terrorism. possible thanks to the total military and political
83 F h I t': h .. support that the United States has extended to Tel

. or t east lour years t e mternatIonal commu- Aviv and its militaristic policy. It goes without saying
nity has repeatedly condemned that unprovoked
attack against particularly sensitive and important that neither this militaristic policy nor its open
t': '1" ft':' S Th f encouragement could ensure the security of any
n.aCl ltIes 0 a lorelgn tate. e competent organs 0 State, as illustrated, in particular, by the aforemen
the IAEA have unequivocally demonstrated that the
attempts at justification by the aggressor do not stand tioned piratical act, which has only exacerbated
up to scrutiny since they had uncovered no sign tensions in the area.
whatsoever that the aforementioned installations had 88. The road to strengthening the security of the
been producing nuclear materials for military pur- States of the Middle East region, including Israel,
poses. The vast majority of Member States de- passes through a comprehensive, peaceful settlement
nounced that Israeli act of aggression as unwarrant- of the conflict on a just and lasting basis. The Soviet
ed, provocative and extremely dangerous for peace proposals of 29 July 1984 [A/39/368], which in effect
and security in that troubled region and in the entire constitute a comprehensive, profoundly realistic and
world. Unfortunately there has been no change to constructive programme for the solution of the
this very day in the position of those responsible for Middle East problem, contain a major positive
that illegal and hostile act nor in the unswerving potential in this respect. These proposals are conso-
support they receive from their allies and mentors. nant in their essence with the principles set forth two
84. The evolution of this question has confirmed years ago at Fez at the Arab Summit ':onference.4

the alarming fact that Israel has continued to flout 89. At the same time, it is perfectly clear that until a
the basic provisions of the Charter of the United comprehensive settlement of the conflict in the
Nations, as well as important decisions of the world Middle East is reached, resolute measures should be
Organization dealing with this matter, such as Securi- taken to avert excesses which endanger peace in the
ty Council resolution 487 (! 981) and General Assem- region and throughout the world, such as the said
b~,/ resolutions 38/9 and 38/64, as well as other terrorist attack by Israel against the peaceful nuclear
relevant documents. Israel has refused to adhere to installations of Iraq.
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 90. Mr. AL-GHAFARY (Oman) (interpretation
Weapons and has continued to build up, in co- from Arabic): This is the fourth year, from the thirty-
operation with the racist regime of South Africa, its sixth session to the thirty-ninth session, that this item
military nudear arsenal with the sole aim of gaining has been placed on our agenda. It was placed also
total military superiority in the region and facilitat- before the General Conference of the International
ing its expansionism in that part of the world. A Atomic Energy Agency at two regular sessions, the
pinnacle of this aggressive policy is Tel Aviv's stated twenty-fifth and the twenty-sixth, and was put for
threat to attack and destroy nuclear facilities in Iraq consideration before the Security Council in the
and other countries. period from 12 to 19 June 1981. The feelings of
85. A typical example in this respect is the position outrage and alarm that swept the international
taken by the Government of Israel in its letter of 12 community in the wake of the brazen Israeli attack
July 1984, addressed to the Secretary-General on the peaceful Iraqi nuclear reactor reached such a
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) level as to lead the representative of Mexico, then stated at the thirty-sixth, thirty-seventh and thirty-
President of the Security Council, to declare in all eighth sessions of the. Assembly, remain unchanged.
sincerity when the issue was placed before the 96. The Ten repeat once more their call upon Israel
Security Council: "Few times in the life of the to comply fully with Security Council resolution 487
Council have more than 50 speakers come to fJ·nsid- (1981) in all its aspects. In this connection they have
er an item. Few times have so many voices 10een noted the recent statements of Israeli authorities,
raised to express the same things: alarm, indignation distributed in document A/39/349, which they regard
and condemnation."S as a positive step. The Ten ",:ould stress. ~gain the
91. The strength of that reaction resulted from the vital importance for all countrIes of reframmg from
fact that such an attack was in total disregard of any act of violence which might result in an escala-
humanitarian principles and international instru- tion of tensions in the Middle East.
ments which affect the existence of the United 97. The Ten would also reaffirm their conviction
Nations and its specialized agencies. The best evi- that all States have the right to the peaceful uses of
dence of this is that the international community has nuclear energy under appropriate safeguards and in
condemned the attack unanimously in resolutions strict accordance with the goals of the international
such as Security Council resolution 487 (1981), the non-proliferation regime.
resolution adopted by the Board of Governors of the 98. While realizing the seriousness of the Israeli act,
International Atomic Energy Agency on 12 June the Ten are not convinced, given the evolution of the
1981 and General Assembly resolutions 36/27, situation, that any useful purpose would be served if
36/87, 37/18, 37/19, 37/75 and so on. All of this this issue were to become a matter of annual
constitt:tes clear evidence, which requires no further discussion in the General Assembly.
verification, investigation or information. It proves go. Mr. SEKULIC (Yugoslavia): There is no con-
that there is no doubt about the aggressor and that troversy as to the nature of the act perpetrated by
explicit condemnation of that aggressor is the indis- Israel against the Iraqi nuclear installations, an issue
putable duty of all members of the international which we are considering in the General Assembly
community, in order to safeguard human freedom for the fourth time.
and existence and the right of each State to choose its 100. There is general agreement that this was an
path to self-preservation and well-being. unprovoked act of armed aggression, an act of State
92. Iraq is a party to and is bound by the Treaty on terrorism and a flagrant violation of sovereignty. The
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the political assessments of this act given by the Security
partial test-ban Treaty.6 Iraq has always placed its Council, the General Assembly, the Board of Gover-
nuclear activities under the lAEA safeguards system. nors of the International Atomic Energy Agency and
As for Israel, we all know that it refuses to do numerous Governments are very clear.
likewise. It is not and vows it never will be bound by 101. Any attempt to justify the attack on grounds of
any such explicit and clear international treaties and security and the right to self-defence is completely
instruments. This situation does not need profound unfounded and unacceptable. Israel had neither been
analysis because Israel's internal nuclear capability attacked nor had its security been threatened. The
and its external links with the racist regime of South nuclear installations near Baghdad, which were the
Africa and the like are common knowledge. It should target of the attack, were an integral part of Iraq's
lead all of us to condemn the aggressive State and its efforts to create conditions for the peaceful uses of
attacks against the pe~ceful nuclear facilities in Iraq nuclear energy and achieve economic, scientific and
and other countries, as well as its well-known acts of technological development. This is the sovereign
aggression since 1948, when it occupied the land of right of every country and is in accordance with the
Palestine. Treaty' on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap-
93. We call on the international community to give ons, to which Iraq is a party.
special attention and effect to actions which will 102. Iraq's nuclear activities were being carried out
deter such attacks, and to participate in discussions in compliance with the safe~uards and nuclear guar-
on such matters seriously and with a sense of antees of the IAEA. All thIS was confirmed in the
responsibility. We can only do this if we condemn the study elaborated by a Group of Experts from India,
Israeli aggression and oblige its perpetrator to under- Nigeria, Sweden, the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
take here not to carry out such attacks in the future publics, the United States of Amp.rica and Yugosla-
against any Member State of the internatio.nal Or- via, which was presented to the General Assembly
ganization and to agree to make full reparatIOns for last year.3
all losses which have resulted or could result from .
such acts, which are totally re1ected by all countries 103. On the other hand, Israel is not a signatory to

;} the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
that cherish peace and freedom. Weapons and persistently refuses to agree that its
94. Mr. McDONAGH (Ireland): I have the honour own nuclear installations be placed under interna-
to address ~he Assembly on the item under discussion tional control. Moreover, the report of the Group of
on behalf of the 10 member States of the European Experts confirms that Israel possesses enough fission-
Community. able material to produce nuclear weapons in a very
95. The deep concern of the Ten over the issue of short period, if it has not already done so.
the Israeli military attack on the Iraqi installatio~s 104. The claim that the attack was perpetrated in
and its serious consequences has been made clear m self-defence is totally unacceptable. In contemporary
their previous statements before the Assembly. The international relations the right of self-defence is
attitude of the Ten with regard to this attack was and often invoked to justify actions which are not only
remains clear. The Ten believe that it was a violation disproportionate to the acts of the State against
of the principles of the Charter and of the rules of which they are taken but, as in the case of so-called
international law. They have therefore strongly con- preventive attacks, are illegal and constitute a viola-

:, demned this attack in the past and their views, as tion of the basic norms of international law. We
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believe that the element of the use of armed force is the usurpation of and encroachment on the freedom
precisely the condition that has to be fulfilled sine and independence of others.
qua nqn if a State is to invoke the right of self-defence 112. Peace and co-operatio~ in the region could be
~s a clfcum.sta!1ce that preclude~ the ,,:rongfulness of established only on the basis of a comprehensive, just
Its act. ThIS IS c!early st~ted m .Artlcle 51. of the and lasting solution of the Middle East crisis. Such a
~harter .of~h~ UnIted NatIon~, WhICh determmes ~~e solution must include the exercise of the inalienable
nght to IndIVIdual and collect~ve self-defence only If rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination
an .armed ~ttac~ occurs agaInst a Member of the and to the establishment of their own State, the
UnIted NatIons. withdrawal of Israel from all Arab and Palestinian
105. Th~ complexity ~nd controversy ofthis issue, territories occupied since June 1967 and the estab-
and partlcul~rly.the frequency of ve~ dangen;lUs lishment of guarantees of equal security for all
attempts to dIsgUIse the use of force and InterventIon peoples and countries of the region.
by tue right to self-defence, make it incumbent upon .. .
the international community to deal with this matter 1~ 3. .The mterna~IO~al commumt¥ has.to .oppose
in a more comprehensive way. V:lolatIon or. the pnnclple of soverelgnt¥ In Int~rna-

, .. tIOnal relatIOns and every form of mternatIonal
106. Israel s atta~k represeD;t~ a senous 'Yarnmg and terrorism. This is indispensable, as the consequences
calls for the adoptIo~ of addl!lonal.le~allnstruments of such acts for peace and stability in the world are
and guar~ntees ~galnst pOSSIble SImIlar attacks on serious and indeed unforeseeable.
nuclear mstallatIOns used for peaceful purposes,
especially since such attacks according to the report 114. Mr. HAKTANIR (Turkey): The unprovoked
of the Group of Experts, 'can have grave conse- and thus untena~le Isra~ii attack ~gainst the Iraqi
quences not only for the region where the attack nuc~ear research mstall~tIOns.of O~trak ~as been the
occurs but also for neighbouring countries, with subject of protracted dISCUSSIons In van<:>us forums
broader implications for international peace and for nearly three and a half years now, oWIng both to
security. the al?pall!ng ~atl.!re of the attack itself and to its

Mr. Lusaka (Zambia) resumed the Chair. alarmIng l~phcatIOns as regards the development
107 P d· Co h· th S th and promotIOn of nuclear energy for peaceful pur-. rocee mg lrom suc VIews, e even poses
Conference of Heads of State or Government of '.
Non-Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi in 1983, 115., As IS ~ell kn<?wn, Turkey has condemned
categorically condemned the Israeli attack and invit- Israel s aggreSSIOn agamst Iraq s nuclear-p~we~ plant
ed the Security Council and all countries, as well as ~evoted. to peaceful uses as a .fla~ant vIOla!lon ~f
international organizations and agencies, "to take the InternatIOnal law and o~ the pn~clples e~shnn~d. m
effective necessary measures to deter Israel from the <;harter of the UnIted NatIOns. ThIS posItIon
threatening and the repetition of such acts of aggres- remams unchanged.
sion ~hich gravely endanger international peace and 116. Since we shall, later in this session, have anlple
secu~ty".7

• The Conference.also called for the ~arly opportunity to discuss the situation in the Middle
consIderatIOn and. c~ncll.!s~on of an InternatIOnal East and the question of Palestine, my delegation
~greeme!1t to prohIbIt mlhtary attacks on nuclear deems it fit not to expound, at this point, Israel's
InstallatIOns. policy and actions, which are responsible for the lack
108. Deeply committed to the principles of non- of peace, justice and stability in that part of the
alignment and of the Charter of the United Nations, world.
Yugosl~via has l?-ever.accepted or ~pp~oved the us~ of 117. We should none the less like to remind Israel,
forc~, Interv~ntl(?n, Interference ~n Internal affatrs, which all too often complains about actions directed
foreIgn dommatI<:>n and. occupatIOn. Consequently against it, that it has created and still feeds animosi-
my <;Jovernm~nt, Im~edlately after the attack on the ties which in truth are due to nothing else and
IraqI ~ucl~ar mstallatIons, resolutely co~demned the nothing less than the untold suffering it has caused
Israeh actIon ~s aD; act of Stat~ terr~n~m and. the and is still causing in the Middle East through its
most fl~grant VIolatIOn of sovereIgnty In InternatIon- aggressive policies.
al relatIons.
109. We support the legitimate demand by Iraq that 118. We are convinced t~at if a!ld when that
Israel should adequately compensate it for the dam- country manages to ma~shalllts en~rgles and be b.old
age resulting from the attack. We also consider it ~no1;ltgh to make a genu!ne eff~~ aImed a! vanqulsh-
necessary that Israel give guarantees that it will not mg I"S r~al rather.than ItS. fic~ltlous e~emles, su~h as
repeat the attack on nuclear installations and that it the IraqI nuclear InstallatIon In questIon, the MIddle
will respect the sovereign rights of States to scientific East WIll be ~ ~uc~ bett~r place for all those
and technical development. concerned to hve m, mcludmg Israel.
110. Confidence, which is the essential prerequisite 119. In thi.s con!ext and .with particul~r referenc~ to
for negotiations on peace and stability in the Middle the agel?-da Item In q.uestIon, the Turkish delegatI~n
East, cannot be built concurrently with the policy of would hke to renew It~ cal.l to Isra.el to corn.ply With
force and expansion. a.ll the elements emb~dled m Secunty CouncIl resolu-
111. It is utterly beyond comprehension that after tIon 487 (1981) .w~lch, as a !Jnammously adopted
almost 40 years of war psychosis in that extremely document, contams sound gUidance.
explosive region, some still do not see that the 120. I must add that Israel's unwarranted attack
sol~tion cadnndot be i~posefd b

h
y f~rl~~' that the contin

d
- wd.as alldt~e more spockin

d
g flhorlilt also invholvTed Israel's Ii

l
,,:,·

uatIon an eepenmg 0 ostI ItIes are not an trect Isrespect lor an c a enge to t e reaty on <

cannot be in the inter~ of any p~ople, including that the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the I!
of Israel. It seems that ·some have still not been IAEA system of safeguards, as has been underlined in '
convinced by < the truth of history that the freedom the study by the Group of Experts on the conse- !
and independence ofany nation cannot be secured by quences of the said armed attack by Israel.3 I
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121. In this context, we must also reaffirm the right form him of the action which Israel has taken or
of all States to use nuclear energy for peaceful envisaged taking in regard to paragraph 4 of resolu-
purposes, under appropriate international safeguards tion 38/9, in which the General Assembly "reiterates
and in accordance with the Treaty on the Non- its demand that Israel withdraw forthwith its threat
Proliferation of Nuclf:ar Weapons. to attack and destroy nuclear facilities in Iraq and in
122. We believe that if all Member States adhere to ot~er countries

n
• I~ his reply to. the Secretary-GeD;er-

the regime of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of al s note,.the ~sraeh representatIve made no mentIOn
Nuclear Weapons and fully observe the safeguards of Iraq; In hIS statement ye~terday to the General
system, the international community would have a Assembly he made no mentIon of Iraq.
reasonable prospect of ensuring that nuclear energy 128. The delegation ofYemen cannot accept such a
would be used for peaceful purposes only. reply and such distorted logic. The delegation of
123. Here it should be noted that Iraq, a party to Yemen repeats its condeJ?lnation C?f Israel,. which
the Treaty, had submitted details of its activities in refuses to Implement Secunty CouncIl resolutIOn 487
the field of nuclear energy to the monitoring and (1981) . as well as the relevant General Assembly
inspection of the IAEA. Therefore, by attacking the resolutlCns.
Iraqi nuclear-power plant, Israel has seriously dam- 129. The delegation of Yemen will insist that this
aged, inter alia, the international safeguards system. item be included on the agenda ofeach session of the
We cannot and should not permit this action to General Assembly until Israel withdraws its stated
constitute a precedent. Consequently, Israel should threat to attack nuclear installations in Iraq or other
be strongly urged to reconsider its stand vis-a.-vis the countries.
~reaty ~nd acc~de to it, thus perm~tting the appl~c~- 130. Mr. S. M. KHAN (Pakistan): The Israeli air
tlOn of InternatIonal safeguards to Its nuclear actIvI- attack on the Tuwaitha Nuclear Research Centre in
ties. Iraq on 7 June 1981 was a naked act of aggression
124. Mr. SALLAM (Yemen) (interpretation from which resulted in the destruction of the Tamuz-I
Arabic): The General Assembly adopted resolution reactor and damage to other facilities at the Centre.
38/9 in which it condemned Israel for continuing to As a direct result of this unprovoked and totally
reject the implementation of Security Council resolu- indefensible act, Iraq sustained a financial loss of
tion 487 (1981), which was adopted unanimously by several hundreds of millions of dollars. Further, the
the Council. Although three years have elapsed since Israeli attack set back the peaceful nuclear pro-
that heinous crime was perpetrated by Israel-the gramme of Iraq, a party to the Treaty on the Non-
destruction of the Iraqi nuclear installations-and Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, by at least five
despite the adoption by the General Assembly of years.
succe~sive resolutions demanding that Isra~l with- 131. The serious consequences of this attack were
~raw !ts threat to attack and .destroy nucJear l~stalla- not, however, limited to the direct losses sustained by
tIons In Iraq or other countnes, Israel totally Ignores Iraq. By attacking the nuclear facilities under lAEA
!he views <;>f the Organization and. continues to flout safeguards, of a party to the Treaty 'on the Non-
Its resolutIons and recommendatIOns. Pr<?liferation of Nuclear Weapons, Israel posed a
125. The delegation of Yemen listened to the senC?us c~alle~g~ to th~ international nucleat: non-
representative of Israel yesterday restating the main prohfer~tlOn regIme, wh~ch, on the one hand, alms at
points of his Government's position on this issue. In preventIng nuclear prohferation and, on the other,
my Government's view, however, his response on reco~izes the right of non-nuclear-weapon States to
this item is totally unacceptable. He tried to disre- acqUIre and develop nuclear technology for peaceful
gard the specific demand of the General Assembly purposes. Israel's action was tantamount to the
that Israel withdraw forthwith its threat to attack and denial of this right. Further, it called into question
destroy nuclear facilitie~ in Iraq in particular and in the belief that t~e ad~erence by a State to the Treaty
other countries in general. The first of the main on the Non-ProhferatIon ofNuclear Weap~ns and its
points of the Israeli Government's position was this: acc~p~ance of full-scop~ safeguard~ on ItS nucle~r
"Israel has no policy of attacking nuclear facilities faclhtIes shou~d be conSIdered suffiCIent to prevent It
and no intention of attacking nuclear facilities dedi- from developIng nuclear weapons. The Israeli attack
cated to peaceful purposes anywheren [see 55th was .ther~fore a serious threat both to the Non-
meeting, para. 25]. To us this paragraph means that Pr~hferatlOn Treaty and to the IAEA safeguards
perhaps right now Israel has no policy or intention of regIme.
attacking nuclear installations dedicated to peaceful 132. But, above all, the attack on Iraq's nuclear
purposes anywhere, but Israel does have a policy and facilities was a wanton act of aggression which
the intention of attacking nuclear installations d~di- violate~ Iraq's sovereignty and territoria~ integrity in
cated.to. no~-peaceful purposes anywh~re, an~ wlth- total dlsreg~rd of the Chart~r of the UnIted Nations
,?ut distInctIOn. Does Israel agree that ItS pohcy and and recognIzed norms of Inter-State behaviour. It
mtention should apply when its security is threat- therefore constituted a serious breach of internation-
ened? For what we are talking about here is, as we al peace and security, and called for an appropriate
know, a State that has nuclear reactors for non- response from the mternational community to re-
peaceful purposes. dress the situation and to contain its serious conse-
126. Thus, Israel's threat is that it ha9 a policy and quences.
the intention of attacking nuclear installations 133. Pakistan was amongst those countries which
throughout the world. It is clear that su~h statements promptly condemned this unprovoked and premedi-
can come only from an arrogant and msolent Gov- tated Israeli attack on Iraq's nuclear facilities. We
ernment and an equally arrogailt and insolent people, assured Iraq, at the highest level of our total
which claim that they are the "chosen peoplen

• solidarity in the face of this blatant aggression.
127. Bya note dated 15 March 1984, the Secretary- 134. The Security Council's response to the serious
General requested quite specifically that Israel in- situation created by the Israeli air attack was to adopt
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unanimously in June 1981 resolution 487 (1981), towards self-reliance and self-sufficiency, no matter
which condemned the Israeli attack, called upon how small that step. My delegation strongly con-
Israel to refrain in the future from any such acts or demns the military attack launched by the Zionist air
threats thereof and recognized Iraq's right to appro- force against the Iraqi atomic installations. In this
priate redress for the de!Struction it had suffered. The context, I wish to make three important observa-
General Assembly has also adopted a number of tions.
resoluti~ns since 1981 condemning Israel for. its 141. First, the atomic installations which were
premed.ltateq an~ unprecedented act of a~resslOn destroyed by the Zionist air force did not belong to
and r~Iter~tmg Its demand that Israel wIthdraw President Saddam Hussein himself or to the ruling
fOI1~~Ith . Its threat t<? attack and d~stroy nuclear clique around him; they were the property of the
facIlIties In Iraq and In other countnes. Iraqi people, and therefore, the Islamic Republic of
135. In September 1981 the General Conference of Iran feels duty-bound to defend them, just as it is to
the International Atomic Energy Agency adopted defend its own territory. We are, therefore, defending
resolution GC(XXV)/RES/381 which suspended im- the right of the Iraqi people, and it has nothing to do
mediately the provision of any assistance to Israel with the present conflict, which has so sadly been
under the Agency's technical assistance programme. imposed upon us.
The resolution sta~ed that the Israeli ~ction consti- 142. Secondly, the representative of the Zionist
t'!'t~d an attack agaInst the Agency and Its safeguards occupiers of Palestine tried yesterday [55th meeting]
regIme and called upon the States members. of the to take advantage of the prevailing conflict in order
Agency to end all transfers t.o Israel of fissIOnable to divert the attention of the international body from
matenal and technology, WhICh could be used for the real issue. Thus, he referred to the Iraqi invasion
nuclear arms. of my country, Iraqi chemical warfare, Iraqi attacks
136. Unfortunately, the world-wide condemnation on non-belligerent vessels in the Persian Gulf, and so
and the resolutions of the Security Council, the on and so forth.
Genera~ Assembly and the IAEA ha~e not produ~ed 143. According to Islam, the testimony of the
the desIred .results. Israel has not gIven .categoncal criminal has no legal validity. Thus, the evidence
and unamblguou~ !l~surances of not stagmg a~tacks presented by the representative of a criminal State,
on the nuclear facIlIties of.Iraq and other countnes..It the Zionist base, does not have any validity whatso-
has refused to pay repa~atIons to Iraq for the matenal ever from the legal and procedural point of view,
dam~ge and. l.oss of lIfe as a r~sult of. the attac~ because this evidence is presented by a criminal
despIte. provIsIons to that effect In Secunty CouncIl representing a criminal entity. This testimony is
r~solutIon 487 (1981) and General Assembly resolu- given by a criminal entity which has written the
tIon 36/27. shameful record ofSabra and Shatila. Such testimony
137. It is necessary, therefore, that the international has no legal validity from our point of view and
community should keep the issue under its consider- therefore we do not comment in any way on the
ation with the objective of preventing the recurrence substance of his testimony.
of simi!ar blatant acts of aggression in ~he. future with 144. Thirdly, some previous speakers have men-
the seno.us conseq?ences <?f the IsraelI aIr attack on tioned that, as they put it, Israel has no regard for
the IraqI nuclear Installations. international law and violated it in its attack against
138. Pakistan has consistently extended its support the Iraqi atomic installations. Most regrettably, this
to proposal" aimed at achieving these objectives. In argument was even produced by some of the Moslem
the Conference on Disarmament, Pakistan has delegations, which represent Muslim countries. To
worked in close co-operation with other delegations these Moslem brothers I wish to say that the very
with a view to negotiating an effective prohibition of existence of the so-called State of Israel is the most
attacks on nuclear facilities. Fortunately, there is a blatant violation of international law. How can
growing realization by the international community anyone expect an illegitimate entity which has come
of the harmful effects of radiation from attacks into being for illegitimate purposes to have any
against nuclear facilities. During the current year regard for international law? Do members not re-
several new and interesting ideas in regard to the member that the very creation of the so-called State
prohibition of attacks on nuclear facilities have been of Israel was, and still is, the greatest blow to all
put forward in the Conference on Disarmament. We legality and morality? Do they not see that the entire
therefore remain optimistic that, given the political nation of Palestine has become homeless, displaced,
will, it should be possible to reach an agreement on their homeland totally occupied? Do they not see that
the subject in the not-too-di'5tant future. Palestine has been annihilated and turned into a base
139. We also fully share the belief that the interna- for interna~ion~i ziop.i~m and glo~al imperialism? Is
tional community must maintain pressure on Israel It not. qUIte sImplIstic and naIve to. expect. the
so that it renounces categorically and unambiguously embodIment of lawlessness to resl?ec~ mternatIonal
its threats to attack nuclear facilities in Iraq and in !aw? On. what grounds wo~.l1d. the ZlOm~t base accept
other countries and complies fully with the other mternatlOnal law ~hen It. IS an entIty based on
provisions of Security Council resolution 487 (1981). lawlessness at the mternatlOnal level?
We have, therefore, joined other delegations in 145. I ask members to remember-and I believe
sponsoring draft resolution A/39/L.13. they do remember-that the most dangerous thing
140. Mr. RAJAIE-KHORASSANI (Islamic Repub- for all of us in the region ~nd indee~ ~or the.. 'Yhole
lic of Iran): I should like to begin my statement with a world wIll tak~ place only ~hen cnmmal reglIl~es,
strong condemnation of all military attacks against suc~ as the regI~e occupymg. AI-Quds, can hIde
the atomic installations of third-world countries behInd the law, mIsrepresent !heIr nature and appear
which, in spite of all their economic problems, are to show respect for mternatIonal law?
trying, in the face of so many difficulties, to build a 146. At that moment-the moment when burglars .

bi_~:_t~eiro=_t~::no::~n~~~move_onest~~__c:n prete~~ to be th::hamPio~ of compliance with _~~J~
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4See Official Records of the Security Co~ncil, Thirty-seventh

Year, Supplement for October, November and December 1982,
document S/1551O.

sIbid.. Thirty-sixth Year, 2288th meeting, para. 109.
6Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in

Outer Space and Under Water (United Nations, Treaty Series, vol.
480, No. 6964).

'See A/38/132 and Corr.l and 2, annex, sect. I, para. 109.

the law and criminals the advocates of morality and Assembly, which must adopt the measures necessary
humanity-the end of humanity and civilization will to deter the aggressive' Zionist entity lest that entity
have become a reality. We should all be happy to see repeat its acts ofaggression by attacking not only Iraq
that the Zionist criminal that has occupied AI-Quds but also any other State in the region which ventured
cannot just change its cloak and become a law- to build nuclear installations for peaceful purposes.
abiding entity. If it were otherwise the main struggle 154. Having attacked Iraq's peaceful nuclear facil-
could be forgotten. ity, Israel continues to threaten Iraq .and other
147. Please do not accuse the criminal regIme countries in the region. Moreover, Israel is attempt-
occupying AI-Quds of breaking international law. ing to acquire a nuclear force for military purposes in
What that regime does is not contrary to the princi- collaboration with the racist regime in Pretoria. That
pIe, for the principle is that legitimate entities defend is why Israel refuses to accede to the Treaty on the
the law and lawfulness generally because law under- Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. As usual, it is
lies their very existence: they are based on legality refusing also to abide by the resolutions of the
and lawfulness. And the same principle implies that Security Council and the General Assembly.
the illegitimate must, by nature, violate the law. 155. This clearly demonstrates its deliberate inten-
Hence, what the Zionist base has done in Iraq, or in tion to carry out further attacks and to expand its
Lebanon, or elsewhere, is not contrary to the princi- terr{tory. It also emphasizes the responsibility of the
pIe. IAEA and all the States Members of the United
148. Dear brothers, remember that the solution to Nations for the safeguarding of world security and
our problem is a united Islamic front. Make the full peace. It is their responsibility also to prevent Israel
restoration and revival of Palestine your main objec- from participating in nuclear research activities.
tive and do not content yourselves with United 156. Ir\~1 is a third world country which is striving
Nations resolutions, of which you already have to develop its capabilities in all fields; it therefore has
many. Remember that we have to liberate Palestine, the right to make use of nuclear energy. All States
and not simply by resolutions. Remember that the have the right to access to the benefits of scientific
so-called State of Israel-the Zionist entity which is and technological progress.
responsible for all the problems in our territory, in 157. Mauritania reiterates its condemnation of Is-
our region-is the strongest base of imperialism, rael, which launched a criminal attack against Iraq,
backed by United States imperialism. and which violated the airspace of other Arab
149. The Middle East is the most blatant, most countries.
outstanding victim of imperialism, and the powerful
h d f · . I' . h M'ddl E . h Z" 158. We must take a firm stand against Israel's

an 0 Impena Ism In t e 1 east IS t e lOmst insolent attempts to prevent the development of
base. This must be remembered by all, and particu-
larly by Moslem representatives: they must all re- technology in the Middle East.
member that each of the two candidates in the recent 159. On what authority does Israel arrogate to itself
presidential election in the United States competed the right to install a reactor for military purposes on
with the other in supporting Israel, because zionism its own territory while at the same time it destroys
is a very important determinant in the administrative another reactor designed for peaceful purposes?
machinery of the United States, and particularly in 160. If progress in the nuclear sphere in occupied
United States foreign policy. Palestine and South Africa is not stopped, the Middle
150. Fight the interests of imperialism, and the East and Africa, indeed, the whole world, may be
problems of the occupation of Palestine will be exposed to very serious danger.
solved automatically.
151. As for draft resolution A/39/L.13, we strongly
support it. We support the substance of that draft
resolution, so if it is revised or modified or altered
that will not affect our position in so far as the draft
resolution is in defence of the property of the Iraqi
people and against the Zionist base, which is our
comnlon enemy and the enemy of mankind.
152. However, we should have been much happier
had the draft resolution also condemned all military

. attacks against all atomic installations, wherever and
whenever such attacks might occur. Notwithstanding
that preference, we still fully support the draft
resolution without any reservations.
153. Mr. OULD BOYE (Mauritania) (interpretation
from Arabic): The aggression perpetrated against the
Iraqi nuclear installation was a very serious act that
must be firmly condemned once again by the General
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