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Anned Israeli aggression against the Iraqi nuclear installa
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nuclear energy, the non-proliferation of nuclear weap
ons and international peace and security: report of tbe
Secretary-General

1. The PRESIDENT (i!1terpretationfrom Spanish): In
connection with this item the Assembly has before it draft
resolution A/38/L.7. I propose that the list of speakers
be closed today at 12 noon. If! hear no objection, it will
be so decided.

It was so decided.
2. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): On behalf of the Iraqi
delegation, I wish to express to the Secretary-General our
thanks for the excellent "Study on the ~onsequencesof
the Israeli armed attack against the Iraqi nuclear instal
lations devoted to peaceful purposes" [A/38/337) of
7 October 1983. Through him, we also wish to convey
to the group of experts-Mr. Bo Lindell of Sweden; Mr.
Milan Osredkar of Yugoslavia; Mr. Nikolai Titkov of the
Soviet Union; Mr. Kalyan Vaidya of India; Mr. Charles
Van Doren of the United States; and last but not least,
the chairman of the group, Mr. Bolaji Akinyemi of
Nigeria-our deep appreciation of the invaluable contri
bution each of them made to the comprehensive study
before us.
3. It is to be noted that, as stated in the chairman's letter
of transmittal, the study was unanimously approved by
the group of experts. Three days after the approval of
the study, however, the expert from the United States,
Mr. Van Doren, informed the Secretary-General that,
after carefully rereading the study, he felt compelled to
change his position to an abstention. The spokesman for
the Zionist entity will try to make the most of Mr. Van
Doren's abstention. In our view, his belated change of
position does not reflect on the validity of the study or
alter the fact that it was unanimously adopted in the first
place.
4. The study speaks for itself, and calls for no detailed
comment on our part. We commend the group in partic
ular for attaching special importance to the general con
sequences of the Israeli attack, including the potentially
serious damage to international norms and institutions.
The study fully supports the position of the international
community, which has affmned that the Israeli attack was
directed not only against Iraq but also against the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons [resolu
tion 2373 (XXII), annex], lAEA and the lAEA safe
guards regime. The study also pOints out in paragraph 56
that: '",>-'

"Apart from the challenge posed to the raison d'Stre
of international institutions (such as the United Nations

. 42nd
PLENARY MEETING

Wednesday, 2 November 1983,
at 11.10 a.m.

NEW YORK

and lAEA), the Israeli behaviour put in jeopardy the
specific roles, objectives and programmes of interna
tional institutions discussed [in the study]."

5. Th~ representative of the Zionist ,~ntity will no doubt
address the Assembly to denounce yet again the inclusion
of this item in our agenda, as he has already done in
his note to the Secretary-General reproduced in docu
ment A/38/342. He will again make the allegation that
Iraq is misusing international organizations "for its own
partisan purposes". He should realize by now that the
repetition of such stupid allegations il, of no avail. The
debate on this item is the outcome of the unprecedented
and unprovoked Zionist act of aggression against Iraq
and a whole range of international norms and institutions.
It is a matter of cause and effect, and consideration of
the item will continue until the Zionists are made to
retract, clearly and unequivocally, their officially declared
threat to repeat their armed attack on Iraq or other
countrie1.
6. In a vain attempt to cover up this infamous threat,
the Zionist representative also stated in his note to the
Secretary-General that "Israel haS no policy of attacking
nuclear facilities". That statement is as ludicrous as it
is irrelevant to the facts and the situation as it now stands.
The Zionist entity has not declared that it has a policy
of attacking nuclear facilities; not even Begin and Sharon
were mad enough to spell out their policy in such pre
posterous terms. The formulation that they used in the
official statement issued on 9 Jupe 1981 announcing the
attack on the Iraqi facility reads as follows:

"Under no circumstances would we allow the enemy
to develop weapons of mass destruction against our
nation; we will defend Israel's citizens, in time, with
all the means at our disposal."

7. Shai Feldman-a Fellow at Stanford University's
Arms Control and Disarmament Program and on leave
from Tel Aviv University's Centre for Strategic Studies,
in an article entitled "The Bombing of Osirak-Revis
ited", published in the fall 1982 issue of International
Security, states that this Israeli theme "was soon crowned
as a 'doctrine' not only because it was immediately viewed
as such by numerous observers worldwide, but also
because Israel's leaders have repeated it on numerous
occasions.' ,
8. Lest we forget what those Zionist leaders have re
peated, let us recall their arrogance and what they actually
said. The headline in The Times of London of 10 June
1981, read as follows: "Defiant Begin says Israel would
attack Iraq again". The New York Times of the same
date quoted Begin as saying that "should the Iraqis try
again to build a reactor through which they can produce
atomic weapons, Israel will use all possibilities at its
disposal to destroy this reactor." He went on to say: "In
this case it was an act of supreme, morally supreme act
of national self-defence. Israel has nothing to apologize
for. Ours is a just cause. We stand by it, and we will
triumph."
9. The New York Times of 11 June 1~81 wrote that the
Chief of Staff, Lieutenant General Rafael Eytan declared:
"We will know what to do next time as well, and it is
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not definite that it will be in Iraq in particular. It may
be somewhere else." The New York Times of 12 June
1981 wrote: ·~Mr. Begin repeated his earlier pledge to
attack again if necessary. 'If any enemy tries to rebuild
or develop weapons of mass destruction' , he said, 'Israel
will destroy these weapons'."
10. Begin, in his paranoia and in his attempt to justify
the attack, transformed the safeguarded Iraqi facility into
a "weapon of mass destruction", which he would destroy
again if Iraq tried to rebuild it.
11. Jacobo Timerman, in his book The Longe...<1t War:
Israel in Lebanon, rightly points out that: "Now, for the
first time in history, a terrorist has the world's best armed
forces at his disposal, for his own use." I

12. But Begin's plans were not limited to the destruction
of Iraqi and Arab nuclear facilities. No less a Zionist than
Ben-Guiron himself, in a letter he wrote in 1963, which
was quoted in The Guardian of 30 June 1981, had the
following to say: "Begin is a thoroughly Hitlerite type,
ready to destroy all the Arabs".

. 13. Begin is gone now, but in his place ~7e have Shamir t

an even more implacable terrorist. It should be recalled
that Shamir was a leader of Lehi, known to the British
in Palestine as the Stern Gang, which broke away from
Begin's terrorist organization, the Irgun, because the
latter's methods were considered not violent enough.
14. Mr. Lenni Brenner reminded us in an article in the
30 September 1983 issue of the Middle East International
that it was Shamir, as operations commander of Lehi,
who planned the assassination of Lord Moyne, British
resident minister in the Middle East, who was killed in
Cairo in November 1944. He added that in 1948 Lehi
teamed up with Begin's Irgun to storm the Palestinian
village of Deir Yassin, where 254 old men, women and
children were massacred. In September 1948 Shamir, as
operations commander of Lehi, ordered the assassination
of Count Folke Bernadotte, the United Nations special
mediator for Palestine.
15. Mr. Lenni Brenner, by the way, is a Jewish Ameri
can, the author of a most thoroughly researched book
on Zionist collaboration with the Nazis and the Fascists
The book's title is Zionism in the Age 0/ the Dictat(l'.·s,
published this year by Lawrence Hill. It is highly recom
mended reading for anyone interested in zionism and the
situation in the Middle East.
16. "Time has not mellowed Shamir", Peretz Kidron
writes in another article in the 16 September 1983 issue
of Middle East International, entitled "The man who
thought Begin a softie". He tells us that Shamir's long
career in Mossad-the Zionist counterpart of the Central
Intelligence Agency-was terminated over his objections
to Ben Gurion's instructions to call off the terror cam
paign against German scientists working for Egypt's
armaments industry. That particular terror campaign has
now been turned against Arab scientists. I have already
mentioned this terrorist campaign in the statement I made
at the thirty-seventh session during the debate on this
item. New evidence has surfaced this year corroborat
ing what Iraq stated following the assassination of our
scientists.
17. After confIrming the fact that American intelligence
reported as early as 1966 that Israel had built an atomic
bomb, and that the Nixon Administration estimated that
Israel had between 12 and 16 nuclear warheads that could
be deployed, Seymour M. Hersh, in his scholarly book
on Henry Kissinger, states the following:

"That information was, of course, kept highly classi
fied; equally classified, according the a CIA report in
my possession, ~as the extent of American knowledge

of Israeli efforts to deny nuclear capability to other
countries in the Middle East by assassinating their most
sophisticated nuclear scientists." 2

18. In view of these murderous policies of the Zionists,
to come now and tell us that "Israel has no policy of
attacking nuclear facilities" in fact only confirms the
apprehensions that they intend to pursue the Begin
Sharon doctrine. In a major policy address delivered in
December 1981, Sharon formulated the doctrine in these
words: "The third element in our defence policy for the
19805 is our determination to prevent confrontation States
from gaining access to nuclear weapons.... We shall
therefore have to prevent such a threat at its inception."
That is from a Government Press Office publication
dated 15 December 1981. We also have to bear in mind,
as I stated in the debate of the thirty-seventh session of
the Assembly, that Sharon's ambitions are not limited
to the Middle East and that he thinks that Israel's strategic
interests extend all the way from Pakistan to central
Africa, and all the way to Latin America.
19. Considering their past record of unilateral and arbi
trary interpretation of their commitments, even under
such international and multilateral documents as Secu
rity Council resolution 242 (1967) and the Camp David
accords, it takes no great imagination to figure out how
the Zionist leaders will interpret their smoke-screen of a
statement: "Israel has no policy of attacking nuclear
facilities". There is nothing easier for them to do than
to say that of course they have no such policy, but they
will attack and destroy any facility-or anything, for that
matter-which they consider to pose a potential threat
to Israel.
20. The Zionist doctrine which threatens to launch pre
emptive attacks at will constitutes a standing violation
of the Charter of the United Nations, as well as of the
statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. The
United Nations and the Security Council are in duty
bound not to allow such flagrant violation to continue
with impunity. Action, effective deterrent and enforce
ment action, must be taken.
21. I should like to take this opportunity to introduce,
on behalf of the sponsors, draft resolution A/38/L.7, and
to make the following brief comments on some of its
paragraphs. The first preambular paragraphs are self
explanatory.
22. With reg2rd to the third preambular paragraph, I
should like to mention that resolution GC(XXVII)703 of
the General Conference of the International Atomic
Energy Agency was adopted by a two-thirds majority.
23. The fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs reflect
similar paragraphs ad.opted by the General Assembly in
resolution 37/18.
24. The seventh preambular paragraph recalls a cardinal
principle of the Charter of the United Nations.
25. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish): I
call on the representative of Israel on a point -of order.
26. Mr. BLUM (Israel): I should like to inquire whether
Iraq is one of the sponsors of the draft resolution on the
item under discussion.
27. The PRESIDENT: Since the representative of Israel
has raised a point of order and asked a question, I would
ask the representative of Iraq to pFoceed with his state
ment and to decide for himself whether he wishes to
answer thJ' question.
28. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): As I was saying, the
seventh preambular paragraph recalls a cardinal principle
of the Charter of the United Nations.

/
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29. The eighth preambular paragraph reflects a wide
consensus of opinion as to the serious effects which would
follow an armed attack on a nuclear installation.
30. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Israel, who wishes to raise another point of order.
31. Mr. BLUM (Israel): My point of order is a very
simple one. Draft resolutions are introduced by their
sponsors. That was the purpose of my question: to inquire
of you, Mr. President, whether Iraq is indeed a sponsor
of the draft resolution. If it is not, then it should not
introduce it.
32. The PRESIDENT: I should like to say to the rep
resentative of Israel that he will have the opportunity to
refer to any situation of this sort, but I do not consider
that this is a point of order. The representative of Iraq
may proceed.
33. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): In fact, Iraq did present
this draft resolution. It is perhaps an oversight that Iraq
is not included in the list of sponsors, because it did in
fact present the draft resolution to the Secretariat.
34. As I was saying, the eighth preambular paragraph
reflects a wide consensus of o,inion as to the serious
effects which would follow from an armed attack on a
nuclear installation. The second part of that paragraph,
which refers to the possibility of such an attack leading
to the initiation of radiological warfare, contain:; the same
words which were used by Mr. Eklund in the statement
he made before the Twenty-Fifth General Conference of
the International Atomic Energy Agency. It reflects the
considered opinoin of the then Director General of the
Agency.
35. On this matter, may I add ~hat the General Con
ference adopted a similar paragraph in its resolution of
14 October i983, which is referred to in the third pream
bular paragraph of the rlraft resolution.
36. Paragraph 1 is a repetition of paragraph 1 of Gen"
eral Assembly resolution 37/18 on the item.
37. I have already dealt with the Israeli statements to
which paragraph 2 refers, and I need not go into further
details on the nature and the inadequacy of thc.\se state
ments. Again, a similar paragraph was adopted by the
Gener~J Conference in October 1983.
38. Paragraph 3 states a self-evident fact. The official
Israeli threat to repeat its armed attack constitutes a
continued violation of the Charter of the Unit~JNations
and, indeed, of the statute of the Agency, which enjoins
the members of the Agency to act in accordance with the
principles and purposes of the Charter.
39. Paragraphs 4 and 5 repeat similar paragraphs in
resolution 37/18.
40. As to paragraph 9, we believe that the item under
discussion should continue to be included in the agenda
of the General Assembly as long as the Israeli threat
stands and as long as the Zionists refuse to comply with
the relevant resolutions.
41. Finally, I should like to remind members that the
IAEA resolution was adopted by a two-thirds majority.
42. The sponsors of the draft resolution before us urge
all delegations which are truly concerned about the cred
ibility of the Organization and of lAEA, as well as about
the future of international co-operation in the field of
peaceful uses of atomic energy, to vote in favour.
43. Mr. BLUM (Israel): The nature of the Iraqi miCIear
enterprise and the action taken by Israel on 7 June 1981
have been discussed ad nauseam by the United Nations.
Indeed, a considerable amount of time and energy has
been repeatedly devoted to the discussion of this item.

\

Iraq apparently intends-for its own political and parti
san reasons-to make this issue a permanent feature of
discussions in this forum. The negative effects of Iraq's
continuous misuse of international organizations for
its own narrow objectives have already been vividly
demonstrated and it is regrettable that the General Assem
oly should have been required to deal once more with
this issue. This transparent exercise needlessly bur
dens the international community; indeed, the repetition
of the Iraqi initiative has aroused much world-wide
dissatisfaction.
44. In keeping with the practice of previous years, the
subject of item 28 on the agenda of the thirty-eighth
session has been defined in a biased manner patently
hostile to Israel. As such, it is unquestionably designed
to prejudge the outcome of the debate. Yet, nothing
tangible can emerge from additional resolutions on this
issue.
45. My country will not be dragged into these repetitious
discussions on the matter. Therefore, I shall not repeat
Israel's position at great length. I would, however, refer
representatives to my statements in the Security Council
on 12 and 19 June 1981 3 and in the General Assembly
on H November 1981,4 as well as to the detailed docu
ment of the Government of Israel circulated at my request
as the annex to document A/36/610 of20 October 1981.
46. In contradistinction to the speaker before me-a
well-known specialist in the use of foul language and
name-calling-I propose to address myself to the issue
on the agenda that is before us, rather than engaging in
the kind ofobsessive tirades to which we have been treated
by the spokesman of the Takritian entity.
47. It is my purpose to demonstrate that Iraq's conduct
and policies are designed to hamper any attempt at under
standing and grappling with the essential issues involved.
48. The General Assembly was asked last year to spend
more of the limited resources of the United Nations on
a group of experts, at a time when the Organization is
in such dire rmancial straits that it cannot find even
smaller sums of money to fund constructive projects. The
group of experts predictably produced a biased study
-reproduced in document A/38/337-which clearly
reflects the manner in which its terms of reference were
dermed. The following comments will bear out the quality
of that study.
49. Iraq was invited to present its views to the group
of experts. !srael was not invited to do so.
50. The study characterizes Israel's operation as an
impediment to Iraq's development of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes. Surely the war unleashed by Iraq on
Iran over three years ago has had incomparably graver
consequences for the development of these two countries,
as well as for other States dependent on Iraqi and Iranian
oil supplies. This war has also had severe detrimental
effects upon the new inte/national economic order and
on the ecology of the Gulf. For example, the Oil Spill
Intelligence Report and the World Environment Report
of UNEP revealed that Iraqi rocket attacks on Iranian
oil wells in the Nowruz oil fields resulted in the spil
lage into the Gulf of about 265,000 barrels of crude oil,
hetween February and April 1983. The spillage washed
ashore along the coasts of several countries in the area,
causing extensive pollution. In addition, the marine life
has been severely affected.
51. On 20 July 1983, the Foreign Minister of Iraq was
quoted as r.aying that Iraq planned to escalate the attacks
against Iranian oil facilities in order to weaken the Iranian
economy. Is this the measure of Iraq's solicitude for its
peaceful development or that of other nations? There can



680 General Assembly-Thirty-eighth Session Plenary Meetings

be little doubt that a United Nations committee of experts
is most urgently called for in order to assess the conse~

quences of this war upon the well-being of the world.
52. The Iraq-Iran war hac; also caused tens of thousands
of deaths on both sides during the past three years. Iraq
carries a heavy responsibility for this devastation and
destruction-
53. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish): I
call on the representative of Iraq on a point of order.
54. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): It appears that the rep
resentative of the Zionist entity is labouring under the
impression that we are discussing the Iran-Iraq war. That
is a separate item on the agenda of this session. If he has
anything to say, he can say it while the Assembly is
debating that particular item. We would request him
through you, Mr. President, to adhere to the item befor~
the Assembly.
SS. The PRESIDENT (interpretation/rom Spanish): I
should like to make a comment to the Assembly, so that
our work may be conducted in the most orderly way
possible.
56. In the future, when a representative wishes to r~ise

a point of order, I shall ask him to inform me of the rule
of procedure on which he is basing himself, so that we
may.be able to proceed with our debates ~ith the greatest
pOSSible respect fer every speaker. Havmg said that, I
would add that I would not have wished the representative
of Israel to be interrupted, just as I would not wish any
other representative to be interrupted.
57. I now ask the representative of Israel to continue
his statement.
58. Mr. BLUM (Israel): Having been interrupted Ori a
point of order, I should like to point out that the spokes
man of the Takritian entity has again resorted to his well
known practice of referring to my country by a designa
tion other than its official name. I should be very grateful
to you, Mr. President, if you could in the future instruct
him and similar representatives to stick to the rules and
to the norms that have been accepted in the Organization
over the past 38 years.
59. Now, with your permission, Sir, I shall continue my
statement.
60. The Iraq-Iran war has also caused tens of thousands
of deaths on both sides during the past three years. Iraq
carries a heavy responsibility for this devastation and
destruction. The study of the group of experts tenden
tiously presents Iraq as a victimized and underdeveloped
peace-iovin~ nation w~ch was prevented from achieving
ItS economIC and SOCial progress due to Israel's action
in June 1981. This stands in total disproportion to the
enormous economic burden of the Iraq-Iran war, which
amounts to approximately $1 billion per month. It is pre
posterous that a group of experts should forget this major
and largely self-induced dissipation of resources when
discussing Iraq's concern for its peaceful development.
61. Israel was blamed for not entrusting its security
concerns to the "collective security system of the United
Nations". However, the best evidence for the vacuity of
this argument is to be found in the more than 300 local
wars and dangerous confrontations since 1945 which have
been dealt with ineffectually and in a partisan manner
by the United Naticns system.
62. In my note verbale dated 29 June 1983 addressed
to the Secretary-General and subsequently reproduced in
document A/38/342 of 1 September 1983, it was stated
that "Israel has no policy of attacking nuclear facilities
and its views on the substance of the issue were amply
stated and hardly need reiterating". Nevertheless, the

group of experts in its study omitted all reference to this
statement.
63. It is also revealing that the group of experts, in
dealing with the issue of the establishment of a nuclear
weapon-free zone in the Middle East, made no refer
e!1c: whatsoever to the principle of free and direct nego
tiatIons among the States of the region. This principle
was widel¥ e.ndo!sed by various groups of experts com
posed of distmgwshed members who came from countries
representing different political backgrounds, including
the non-aligned nations- I refer the Assembly to docu
ments A/l0027/Add.l,s A/CN.1O/38 and A/38/42.
64. The studyof the group of experts is clearly deficient.
Eit?er the group of experts was negligent in the discharge
of ItS mandate or else predetermined conclusions dictated
the group's choice of facts and arguments, except for the
inescapable scientific aspects of health hazards, on which
one chapter concurs with the Israel evaluation. The com
position vf the group of experts largely accounts for
this situation: four out of the six experts are nationals
of countries which have no diplomatic relations with
Israel. Of the remaining two, one subsequently asked the
Secretary-General to record his position regarding the
study as an abstention rather than approval. Thus, one
can only conclude that had the issues been dealt with
impartially and objectively very different conclusions
would have been reached in the study.
65. We urge that the energies of the United Nations be
devoted to supporting positive international initiatives
and that a determined effort be made to prevent Iraq's
misuse of the United Nations and of lAEA as forums
for introducing in a repetitious manner extraneous polit
ical issues as part of agenda item 28.
66. There is no justification for Iraq's conduct. To
avoid any possible misunderstanding, I repeat that Israel
has no policy of attacking nuclear facilities, and its views
on the substance of the issue have been amply stated and
hardly need to be reiterated. Moreover, Israel fully sup
ports international efforts to arrive at an early agreement
regarding the status of nuclear facilities.
67. Israel believes that a serious effort sbould be made
to support direct negotiatiuns among the countries of the
Middle East for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon
free zone on the pattern of the Treaty for the Prohibi
tion of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco).6 Such a framework can be created only
through the incessant search for understanding between
the S~ates in the region rather than through plopaganda
exercises.
68. Israel has over the years given effective expression
to its views by supporting resolutions aimed at preventing
nuclear proliferation, by introducing its own draft reso
lution A/C.1I35/L.8 of 31 October 1980,7 on the estab
lishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle
East along the aforementioned lines, and by joining in the
consensus in favour of resolutions 35/147 and 37/75.
Israel has repeatedly expressed its readiness to begin at
any time and without any preconditions negotiations with
the S~ates of our region. If this challenge is successfully
met, a historic contribution will have been made towards
advancing the cause of peace in our sorely tried region.
69. For all the reasons that I have mentioned, Israel
rejects draft resolution A/38/L.7 in.its entirety and calls
u~on all St~tes. to join us in opposing it, for the sake of
thl3 Orga,mzatlon's futu.re and of peace in the Middle
East. " I,
70. Mr. SAHNOUN (Algeria) (interpretation from
French): A little over two years ago the international
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community learned with shock and indignation that one
more act of aggression, particularly serious in its many
implications, had just been perpetrated by the Israeli air
force against an Iraqi nuclear installation whose peaceful
purposes were common knowledge. That unspea.kable
act, which constituted a flagrant violation of the rules
of international law and of the principles that constitute
the very basis and raison d'etre of the Organization,
provides evidence, if any is needed, of the warmongering
nature of the Israeli regime and its profound contempt
for the international community. The Israeli speaker who
has just preceded me has provided confinnation, if it should
be necessary, of that total contempt for the provisions
of the Charter and the resolutions of the Organization.
71. In violating the air space of two Arab States, Mem
bers of the Organization, and in destroying the Iraqi
nuclear installation, the Israeli leaders wished, beyond
the act itself, to demonstrate to the other countries of
the region that none of them would be safe from the
Israeli policy of aggression and intimidation. This aggres
sion is all the more serious since those same leaders, not
content with their refusal to heed resolution 487 (1981),
unanimously adopted by the Security Council, threatened
a further attack on any country of the region, including
Iraq, that might wish to embark on a nuclear programme
for peaceful purposes. Because of that unacceptable
threat, independent and sovereign States find themselves
compelled to renounce any nuclear programme for fear
of seeing all tht~r efforts reduced to naught.

Mr. Pradhan (Bhutan), Vice-President, took the Chair.
72. In fact the Israeli regime, which may possess the
nuclear weapon and which has always refused-for a
reason-to submit its nuclear installations to the super
vision of lAEA, while Iraq has complied strictly with that
obligation, now assumes the right to decide on the devel
opment policies of sovereign States in place of the Gov
ernments and peoples of those States. On the other hand,
the Israeli leaders feel that they have every right to con
tinue to carry out with impunity and without supervision
their plans for the development of nuclear energy for
military purposes, as well as t~ir collaboration in this
and other fields with the racist regime of Pretoria.
73. For several years now and with increasing frequency
we have heard the Israeli leaders and their re.:presentatives
here endeavour, with characteristic cynicism, to justify
their adventurist policy of aggression on the basis of the
unacceptable "theory of preventive aggression". That
theory is unacceptable, first because it is contrary to all
the principles of international law and flagrantly contra
venes the provisions of the Charter. It is unacceptable
also because it could generate severe disturbances in
international relations. On the basis of that theory all
abuses would be allowed and all acts of war would be
justified. On the basis of that theory any State perceiving
in the activities of its neighbour a threat to its own security
could claim legitimacy for any action that it undertook
against that country. Thus to the many present dangers
to international security would be added other dangers,
all the more serious in that they are unforeseeable and
would allege to have a moral and legal justification. It
is obvious that the racist regime of Pretoria acts on the
basis of that theory in its acts of aggression against the
countrie • f southern Africa.
74. That is why such acts must be circumscribed, and
every possible step must be taken to ensure that they do
not recur. The Assembly, which, like the Security Coun
cil, condemned the Israeli aggression when ito.ccurred,
must shoulder its responsibilities and condemn that crim
inal act once again. It must reaffirm the right of every
State to develop in complete security its own nuclear

\

programme for peaceful purposes, in accordance with the
principles contained in the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States [resolution 3281 (XXIX)) and in the
Declaration on the Use of Scientific and Technological
Progress in the Interests of Peace and for the Benefit of
Mankind [resolution 3384 (XXX)).
75. That is the sense of the draft resolution submitted
by the representative of Iraq in the name of all the spon
sors, and we urge all the members of the Assembly to
vote for it.
76. Mr. ABULHASSAN (Kuwait) (interpretation/ram
Arabic): For the third consecutive year the General Assem
bly is seized of the item on armed Israeli aggression
against the Iraqi nuclear installations and its grave con
sequences for the established international system and the
right of States to use nuclear energy for peaceful pur
poses. The mere fact that this item has been on our
agenda for so long means that the international commu
nity cannot forget this act of aggression nor its numerous
negative effects on international relations as a whole.
77. The use of military power to -iestroy the economic
capability of an independent sovereign State makes clear
the policy of the use of force in international affairs which
Israel has, consistently pursued in the Middle East. There
fore, the Israeli armed aggression against the Iraqi nuclear
installations has to be viewed as one of the factors of
Israeli strategy based on military intimidation and expan
sion through the use of force, not only against its neigh
bours but also against all the States of the region. Since
that premeditated attack, Israel's violation.s have contin
ued to increase and expand. .
78. This Israeli act ofaggression against the Iraqi nuclear
installations clearly resulted in grave consequences for
international relations. These consequences are as follows.
79. First, this act has thrown doubt on the usefulness
and effectiveness of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons [resolution 2373 (XXII), annex), to
which the international community attaches great hopes
as a means of building confidence between peoples, so
as to guarantee them a secure future. It is well known
that Iraq is a party to this Treaty.
80. Secondly, it has also raised doubts about the credi
bility of lAEA, whose statute was intended to provide
for arrangements to protect the efforts of States in devel
oping nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.
81. Thirdly, this act of aggression has set a dangerou:)
precedent which could reduce respect for international
treaties and safeguards.
82. Fourthly, this act of aggression very clearly demon
strated the grave danger of the loss of life and even the
mutilation of succeeding generations if it were carried out
against active nuclear installations.
83. Fifthly, this act of aggression has limited the pros
pects for developing nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
in developing countries, to which we all attach great
hopes, inasmuch as this is one of the ways which would
enable all countries to make progress in the field of
energy.
84. This act of aggression, as became clear to the whole
world from the very first day, was in no way whatsoever
a reaction to a rnilitart threat posed by these peaceful
nuclear installations. This was affmned by the Director
General of IAEA. France, which participated in the estab
lishment of these installations, also affirmed that these
reactors could not be used for military purposes.
85. This act of aggression proves once again Israel's
insistence upon using its military might against non
military targets so as to guarantee its control and hegem
ony over all the States of the region.
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86. Israel's claim that this aggression was an act of self
defence is undoubtedly yet another attempt to distort and
falsify one of the sacred principles of the Charter of the
United Nations. It is also an attempt to justify a flagrant
act of aggression.
87. Israel, as usual, has refused to comply with the
resolutions which were adopted by the Security Council
and the General Assembly concerning this matter. More
over, Israel arrogated unto itself the right to carry out
similar acts in the future. This means that a sword of
Damocles is hanging over all the States which are trying
to use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. This consti
tutes a grave threat to international peace and security.
88. Kuwait, from this rostrum, calls upon the interna
tional community once again to take further measures
to guarantee protection against such acts of aggression
against peaceful nuclear installations.
89. The Secretary-General submitted a valuable study
[A/38/337] which he prepared with the assistance of a ~

group of experts on the consequences of the Israeli armed
aggression against Iraqi nuclear installations devoted to
peaceful purposes. The study has the complete approval
of my delegation, particularly when it calls for guarantee
ing the peaceful development of nuclear energy, because
this problem is not a matter of concern for nuclear
weapon States alone, but for all other countries as well.
The effects of an attack against nuclear installations
would not be restricted to the country subjected to such
an attack but would also extend to neighbouring countries
because the radiation that might leak as a result of such
an attack would go beyond the borders of the victim
country.
90. Proceeding from its belief that every measure be
taken to guarantee respect for international treaties and
that sanctions must be imposed, in accordance with the
Charter, against any State that violates those treaties,
Kuwait takes the view that failure to impose such sanc
tions against Israel has induced it to persist in its repeated
acts of aggression against Arab States, using all the weap
ons at its disposal, including its nuclear weapons.
91 .. Israel also refuses to place its nuclear installations
under an international safeguard system. All this makes
clear the extent to which these installations are in con
travention of all recognized safeguards and also proves
the nature of Israel's policy which is based on the use
of military force in all its forms to implement its expan
sionist purposes.
92. The international community has perhaps realized
the need to take decisive action to stop Israel's penchant
for aggression and to eliminate this Israeli threat which
prevents States from achieving their legitimate objective
of economic development.
93. We believe that the draft resolution before us is the
minimum upon which we should agree on this matter.
94. Mr. JAMAL (Qatar) (interpretation/rom Arabic):
The discussion in the General Assembly year after year
of the armed Israeli aggression against the Iraqi nuclear
installations in no way constitutes a waste of time of the
international community, as some might tl' '.le. The prob
lem is far from being solved. Although tl:,e attack took
place in the past, its consequences are still felt, whether
with regard to the concept of the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy in accordance with the principles oUhe Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the IAEA
safeguards agreements, or with regard to the established
right of States to develop their sGientific capabilities and
utilize nuclear technological data to ensure the social and
economic development of their countries and raise the
standard of living of their peoples. Therefore we can say

that the Israeli agg"ession is continuing, as long as its
consequences and tile Israeli threat are maintained.
95. Israel has refused and still refuses to comply with
the relevant United Nations resolutions, namely General
Assembly resolutions 36/27, 37/18 and, in particular,
Security Council resolution 487 (1981). Those resolu
tions, inter alia, demand that Israel pay adequate com
pensation for the serious loss of life and property sus
tained by Iraq. Tbey call on all States to cease forthwith
any provision to Israel of weapons which enable it to
commit acts of aggression against other States. It is quite
clear that Israel has contempt for those resolutions and
for all other resolutions adopted by the United Nations.
As for the States to which those resolutions, including
resolution 36/27, refer, all the evidence indicates that they
too have flouted these resolutions. Contrary to the pro
visions of resolution 36/27, the aid given by the United
States specifically to Israel, reached in 1982 $2 billion,
a record in foreign military sales and a record sum in
financial support.
96. Among the beneficiaries of American aid through
out the world, Israel receives the most economic, security
and military aid. The report of the United States Secretary
of the Treasury dated 24 July 1983 on the assistance given
by the United States to Israel pointed out the following:

"The main objectives of the assistance provided by
the United States to Israel include showing United
States political support for an ally and providing Israel
with what it needs for self-defence."

97. The same report goes on to say that Israel has been
exempted from paying a big percentage of the debts on
foreign military sales-a reduction of $750 million on the
sum of $1.7 billion due in 1983. The report adds that
Israel has been granted more aid than any other country
benefiting from foreign military sales, and has been pro
vided with high-level military technology that may be
exported. The report admits that this privileged position
enjoyed by Israel may have adverse effects on the United
States economy and its ability to control the proliferation
of that technology.
98. It is no wonder, in the light of these facts, that Israel
persists in its intransigence and its disregard of this Organ
ization and the noble purposes and principles of its Char
ter. Israel, by its armed attack against the Iraqi nuclear
installation at Tamuz, not only violated Iraq's sovereignty
but also allowed its bombers to violate the airspace of
other Arab countries. It has also arrogated to itself the
right to prevent Arab countries from achieving any prog
ress in the field of science and the use of nuclear tech
nology for peaceful purposes, maintaining its monopoly
over this technology, which it utilizes in secrecy and
without international control.
99. There is no doubt that the most serious result of
the armed Israeli aggression against the Ira.qi nuclear
installations is the unique precedent it set in international
behaviour. The fact that three years have elapsed since
that aggression occurred without progress in enforcing
the sanctions provided for in Security Council resolu
tion 487 (1981) and in the relevant General Assembly
resolutions, whether with regard to the payment of com
pensation to Iraq and deterring Israel from repeating
threats and attacks, or with regard to the call by the
General Assembly to all States to cease forthwith any
provision to Israel of arms which enable it to commit acts
of aggression against other States, will strengthen the false
convictipp of the Israeli rulers that Israel can continue
to disregard intemationallaw, the principles of the Char
ter of the United Nations and the resolutions of the
Organization ~thout ever being punished or deterred.
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100. This issue has a twofold aspect. The first part
concerns compliance with the international norms of
behaviour and responsibilities, as demonstrated by Iraq,
a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, which placed all its nuclear installations under
lAEA safeguards. The second part concerns contempt
for all rules and disregard of the international commu
nity, as demonstrated by Israel, which practises suspicious
nuclear activity, in collaboration with South Africa, with
no possibility of international control. But Israel has
proved-and this was not the first or the last time-that
brutal military force, even if it is based on falsehood,
is the final determining factor as long as United Nations
resolutions remain unimplemented and the unlimited
political, economic and military support from abroad
remains unaffected in the slightest degree by thost reso
lutions, despite the fact that they reflect world public
opinion and the judgement of the international commu
nity concerning the continuing Israeli crimes. Unless the
international community takes action against this brutal
aggressive force in accordance with Chapter VII of the
Charter, the Middle East, the scene of the IsrlJ.eli aggres
sion which began with the Zionist presence, will remain
a serious hotbed of tension threatening international
peace and security.

101. Mr. MANOLATOS (Greece): I should like to
address the General Assembly on behalfof the 10 member
States of the European Community on the item before us.

102. The Ten, in their previous statements on this item,
made clear the deep concern with which they have ap
proached the issue of the Israeli military attack on the
Iraqi nuclear installations and its serious consequences.
The attitude of the Ten with regard to this attack was
and remains clear. They believe that it was a violation
of the principles of the Charter of the United Nations
and the rules of international law. They have, therefore,
strongly condemned this attack in the past and their
views, stated at the thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh sessions
of the Assembly, remain unchanged.

103. The Ten repeat once mQre their call upon Israel
to comply fully with Security'Council resolution 487
(1981) in all its aspects. They stress again the vital impor
tance for all countries of refraining from any act of
violence which might result in escalating tensions in the
Middle East. At the same time the Ten reaffirm their
conviction of the right of all States to the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy, q.nder appropriate &afeguards and in
strict accordance with the goals of the international non
proliferation regime.

104. Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (mterpretation/rom Russian): Today the Gen
eral Assembly is once again considering the question of
the armed Israeli aggression against Iraqi nuclear instal
lations for peaceful purposes and its grave consequences,
and the report submitted on this question bythe Secretary
General.

105. In perpetrating, in the summer of 1981, the crimi
nal raid on the Iraqi nuclear research centre, Israel com
mitted a glaring violation of universally recognized
norms of international law and struck yet one more blow
to the cause of ensuring peace in the Middle East region.

106. The Soviet Union, like many other countries,
strongly condemned these criminal actions of Israel,
which were unanimously considered bythe Security (2oun
cil to be an unprecedented act of aggression.., Israeli
aggression against Iraq was also condemned by the Board
of Governors and by the General Conference of the Inter
national Atomic Energy Agency.

\

107. As is well known, at its thirty-seventh session the
General Assembly adopted by an overwhelming majority
resolution 37/18 strongly condemning Israel for the esca
lation of its acts of aggression in the region of the Middle
East and demanding that Israel withdraw forthwith its
officially declared threat to repeat its armed attack against
nuclear facilities. It also requested the Security Co,'ncil
to consider the necessary measures to deter Israel from
r~peating such an attack on nuclear facilities.
108. However, this resolution of the General Assembly,
like many other decisions of the General Assembly and
the Security Council, has not yet been implemented. Israel
persists in conducting an aggressive policy towards neigh
bouring Arab countrie§, engages in the annexation of
occupied Arab territories and insolently plays the master
on the territory of Lebanon. It stubbornly refuses to
recognize the inalienable right of the Palestinian people
to self-determination and to establish their own independ
ent State, which would open the way to a solution to the
key problem of the Middle East settlement and lay down
the bases for establishing a lasting and just peace in the
region.

109. There can be no doubt whatsoever that the con
tinuing trampling underfoot by Israel of the sovereignty
and independence of a number of Arab countries, and
inter alia the bombing of the Iraqi nuclear facilities, were
made possible by the comprehensive support given to
Israel by the United States, which shares responsibility
for the crimes systematically committed by Israel.

110. We have before us the report of the Secretary
General containing the study on the consequences of the
Israeli armed attack against the Iraqi nuclear installations
devoted to peaceful purposes. An expert from the Soviet
Union participated in the preparation of this study. The
study compellingly demonstrates that the piratical action
of Israel has grave adverse consequences for international
peace and security, for the prospects of achieving a set
tlement in the Middle East, and for the development of
international co-operation in the sphere of the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy. It is hardly necessary to dwell on
each of the major points in the study~ but I should like
to note ill particular that it states in its conclusion that
the Israeli attack attests to Israel's direct disrespect fOf,
and challenge to, the Non-Proliferation Treaty and the
IAEA safeguards system, posing a threat to further peace
ful nuclear development.

Ill. In this connection, the Soviet delegation would like
to emphasize once again that the Treaty on the Non
Proliferation of Nudear Weapons, which serves as a
foundation for the international non-proliferation sys
tem, is an important factor in ensuring international peace
and security. Based on the safeguards system of IAEA,
this Treaty serves as a solid barrier to the proliferation
of nuclear weapons and, at the same time, ensures inter
national co-operation in the area of the peaceful uses of
atomic energy. We shO'l.ild note that Iraq, whose nuclear
installations for peaceful purposes were subjected to
Israeli attack, has been a State party to the Non-Prolif
eration Treaty frC'ID the moment of its entry into force
in 1970. It accepted the IAEA safeguards regarding all
of its nuclear activities and has conscientiously been
carrying out the obligations incurred under it.

112. On the other hand, we must bear in mind that
Israel is stubbornly refusing to accede to the Non-Pro
liferation Treaty. The nuclear ambitions of Israel on
several occasions have been condemned by the General
Assembly, which demanded ~hat Israel place all of its
nuclearinstallations under IAEAsafeguardsandreqdested
the Security Council to take appropriate measures to
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ensure implementation of resolutions dea.ling with the
question of Israeli nuclear weapons.
113. The refusal by Israel to carry out those United
Nations resolutions eloquently attests to the fact that its
genuine objective is to equip itself with nuclear weapons
so as to establish its domination in the region of the
Middle East. It is difficult even to imagine the conse
quences to which these adventuristic Iplans could lead if
they are not stopped.
114. The bombing by Israel of the Iraqi peaceful nuclear
installation has highlighted yet another important ques
tion linked to ensuring the safe development of nuclear
energy, and it is this question, as is well known, which
attracted the attention of the Soviet Union, causing it to
put forward at the thirty..seventh session of the General
Assembly a proposal to increase efforts to eliminate the
threat of nuclear war and to ensure the safe development
of nuclear energy. The d~scussions at the last session
demonstrated that many countries support the view that
the problem of ensuring the safe development of nuclear
energy through a ban on premeditated destruction of
nuclear sites is in our time particularly important and
relevant, and affects the interests both ef nuclear and
non-nuclear States. The ideas contained in this Soviet
proposal were reflected in a great number of resolutions
adopted by the thirty-seventt, :':~ssion, and they were
supported as well in the New Delhi Political Declara
tion of the Non-Aligned Movement [see A/38/132 and
Corrs.} and 2).
115. In this context, the report of the Secretary-General
correctly notes that the premeditated destruction ofatomic
reactors or of some other peaceful nuclear installations
through the use of conventional or nuclear weapons can
lead to the dumping into the environment of an enormous
quantity of radioactive material. This can be compared
with the use of nuclear weapons.
116. As is well known, the question of the protection
of peaceful nuclear installations from armed attack is at
the present time the topic of discussion in the Com~ittee
on Difjarmament. Despite the generally complex nature
of this question, we should like to hope that at the session
of the Conference on Disarmament in 1984, the problem
of the protection of peaceful nuclear installations from
attack will be the subject of further intensive work and
will progress from the stage of discussion of general views
to negotiations on concrete questions, wi~h a view to
concluding as speedily as possible the working out of an
agreement on international measures to prohibit actions
leading to the premeditated destruction of civilian nuclear
sites.
117. Time has shown that despite the clearly expressed
condemnation of the piratical actions of Israel against
the peaceful nuclear installations of Irp.-:}, and despite the
decisions on this matter adopted by the Security Council
and by the General Assembly, Israel, in clear connivance
with its protectors, persists in carrying out its aggressive
policy. Nor does it ren.ounce the threat of repeating an
attack on nuclear installations when it sees fit to do so.
118. The Soviet Union believes that the General Assem
bly should adopt extremely decisive mf.asures to curb the
nuclear ambitions of Israel and to achieve the implemen
tation of its earlier decisions, aimed at limiting Israel's
opportunities to carry out a policy of aggression and
blackmail directed at the Arab countries, and aimed at
strengt~eilinguniversal peace and security.
119. Mr. AL-SABBAGH (Bahr,aih) (interpretation/rom
Arabic): The international community condemned the
premeditated Israeli attack of 7 June 1981 against the
Iraqi nuclear installations in the vicinity of Baghdad. This

act of aggression against a State Member of the United
Nations was considered to be a blatant breach of the
Charter of the United Nations, as well as a violation of
that State's sovereignty, independence and security.
120. The General Assembly condemned Israel for that
act of aggression. It also requested the Security Council
to take decisive action which would stop Israel from
repeating such an act of aggression which constitutes a
threat to international peace and security.
121. The Security Council adopted resolution 487 (1981),
in which it condemned the Israeli attack and requested
Israel not to carry out such acts in the future and to place
its nuclear installations under the safeguards regime of
IAEA.
122. The Security Council and the General Assembly
recognized Israel's responsibility for this act and they also
recognized that Iraq deserved appropriate compensation
for the destruction of its nuclear installations.
123. My country, along with all peace-loving countries,
rejects the excuses put forward by Israel a~ that time to
justify that act of aggression, as well as its attempts to
mislead the international community and to give it the
impression that the act carried out by Israel was in keep
ing with the principle of the right of self-defence, in
accordance with Article 51 of the Charter. Time has
shown the falsity of this pretext. World public opinion
quickly realized that it was a mere fabrication and a
distortion of the truth.
124. Israel did not stop at that aggression; it also af
firmed its intention to destroy any new nuclear reactor
built by Iraq. It also threatened to destroy any nuclear
installations built in any Arab State.
125. It has become clear that this act of aggression has
had grave consequences on the established international
system concerning the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
which are connected to the economic development and
welfare of an peoples, including the peoples of the Arab
States. That aggression has also had a clear effect on the
system of inspection of nuclear installations carried out
under the responsibility of IAEA in the States parties to
the Statute which established the aforementioned Agency.
126. Many of the States concerned have begun to ques
tion the usefulness and effectiveness of this inspection
system, especially after the illegal act of aggression against
a State member of IAEA. Since that act of aggression
it has become apparent that all States in the region pos
sessing nuclear and other technological programmes
intended for peaceful purposes are beginning to fear
similar acts of aggression against their programmes. By
undertaking peaceful nuclear programmes, those States
are seeking to develop their economies, to c3tch up with
developed countries, to achieve well-being and prosperity
for their peoples and to build a brighter future for suc
ceeding generations. There is no doubt that this is a
natural, legitimate right belonging to every State in the
world.
127. The world has realized that Israel's aggressive
conduct poses a real threat to international peace and
security, that Israel is pursuing a policy of international
terrorism and that the action under consideration is a
blatant violation of all the norms of intemationallaw and
of the principles governing relatjons among States.
128. Once again we reiterate our call to all States to
desist from providing Israel with sophisticated lethal
weapo~,thatwould force Israel to stop its acts of aggres
sion ~gatnst Arab States and would also put an end to
its expansion into and annexation of the occupied Arab
territories, its expulsion of Palestinian citizens from their

/
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cities in the West Bank, and its colonization of Arab lands
by Zionist Jewish settlers.
129. The valuable study by the Group of Experts on the
Consequences of the Israeli Armed Attack against the
Iraqi Nuclear Installations [A/38/337] has demonstrated
that Israel considers the acquisition of nuclear weapons
to be an important factor in its foreign policy, which is
aimed at achieving military supremacy in the Middle East.
130. Another group of experts had already confirmed
that Israel already possesses sufficient fissionable material
for the production of nuclear weapons.
131. French sources have outlined the capabilities and
objectives of the Iraqi nuclear reactor and have made it
clear that it could not have been used for the manufacture
of nuclear weapO:ls.
132. The study before us confirms that there are no
nuclear installations in Iraq not subject to IAEA safe
guards. Iraq has ,;:,,;,,ovided full data on the designs of
all installations containing nuclear materials. In J~.nu

ary 1981, IAEA inspected the Iraqi nuclear installations
and confirmed that all nuclear materials in IraQ were
registered and subject to safeguards. .
133. We are requesting the United Nations to back up
the will of the international community. Therefore, we
must denounce Israel's policy in the region, a policy based
on the imposition of total hegemony through force of
arms and on nuclear blackmail.
134. Mr. LOPEZ DEL AMO (Cuba) (interpretation
from Spanish): At the 49th meeting of the thirty-seventh
session of the General Assembly, speaking on the issue
now before us, we observed that in the vote on the rele
vant resolution adopted at the thirty-sixth session the only
two negative votes had been cast by Israel and the United
States of America. The same occurred at the thirty
seventh session. That is clear evidence of the complicity
of the Government of the United States of America with
the terrorist act perpetrated by Israel.
135. In an attempt to justify their action, th' Zionists
invented the theory of the so-called pre-emptive attack.
Their Yankee allies have affirmed that to be Israel's right,
that the attack was an act of legitimate self-defence. One
year later, under the same pretext, the Zionist troops
invaded Lebanon, where they remain to this day, as they
do in the rest of the occupied ,Arab territories.
136. Thus far, Israel has refused to heed the demands
of the international community, and is able to do so
thanks to the political, economic and military support
given it by the United States of America. Both Israel and
the United States believe that it is possible to commit
crimes throughout the world with impunity.
137. Now the Reagan Administration has proclaimed
a new doctrine-the doctrine of "vital interests"-to
justify its own military interventions whenever it sees fit
to perpetrate them, whether in the Middle East, in the
Pacific, in southern Africa, or in the Caribbean and Cen
tral American regions. This typically Hitlerian doctrine
was most recently applied in the brutal invasion of the
small island of Grenada, where the United States air
force, emulating its Zionist ally, bombed a civilian hos
pital, causing many deaths among the patients and the
medical staff.
138. The invaders' treatment of the Cuban workers in
Grenada was similar in cll aspects to that of the Zionist
settlers in the occu~~ed Arab territories: the same spirit
of hatred, crue!ty, and disdain for the most fundamental
human rights and feelings. Intoxicated with their victory
over the tiny island, they are now threatening to invade
Nicaragua and attack Cuba on any pretext.

139. Together with South Africa, Israel and the United
States form a trinity of aggression and of contempt for
international law. Using the same arguments, the apart
heid regime oppresses the black people of South Africa,
illegally occupies Namibia and part of the territory of
Angola and commits aggression against neighbouring
countries that will not bend to its dictates.

140. In considering the Israeli armed aggression against
the Iraqi nuclear installations, my delegation wishes to
draw attention to the fact that that event is part of the
global policy of aggression against the independent coun
tries of the third world carried out by international impe
rialism. In the face of these actions, our peoples must
increase their solidarity, strengthen their relations even
further and close their ranks.

141. My delegation repeats its condemnation of the
armed Israeli aggression against the Iraqi nuclear instal
lations and calls for the necessary measures to be taken
to prevent a repetition of such acts. My delegation also
reiterates the right of all countries to use the advances
of science and technology for their own development,
including£heir right to use nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes. Let us say "No" to State terrorism.

142. Mr. RAJAIE-KHORASSANI (Islamic Republic of
Iran): Today we are dealing with an act of aggression
perpetrated by the imperialist base in the Middle East
against the nuclear installations of Iraq. Two years ago
an act of aggression was perpetrated against the Iraqi
nuclear installations. which were the property not of the
person of President Saddam Hussein or his regime but
of the Iraqi people. That act of aggression was in line
with the rest of the Zionist projects anc' policies in the
Middle East against the Muslim people and, indeed,
against the oppressed countries of Africa and Latin
America. It was just one in a series of episodes, all of
which are very well known to us all.

143. The unnecessary comments that the representative
of the enemy made about the Iran-Iraq war are nothing
but part of a malicious plot to provoke our Arab brothers
against us. That plot will not work. Fortunately. our Arab
and Muslim brothers know very well our positior' ' :Jwards
the Zimtist base. and th~re is no need to reiterate that
position at length. We simply believe, as we have always
said, that an Islamic front in the Middle East against the
Zionist base will solve both our problem in the area and
the present problem of the United Nations.

144. It may nc)t be necessary to refer to the irrelevant
matters raised by the enemy representative. but my dele
gation cannot fail to comment on some of the hypocritical
issues that he presented. He called the present agenda item
an Iraqi initiative. The present issue is not simply an Iraqi
initiative; it is the concern of all Muslims. It relates to
one episode in a very long series of Zionist aggressions
against the Muslim peoples in the area and against the
oppressed nations in the rest of the world. He spoke of
pollutic.n. We, too, believe that pollution is a very impor
tant matter, but the pollution caused by the Zionist pres
ence in the area is more dangerous to all of us than any
other pollution, and we believe that the primary task is
the cleansing of that pollution from the area.

145. The Zionist regime has a'lways tried to take advan
tage of the Iran-Iraq conflict il1J order to divert the atten
tion of the international booy from the fact that the
fundamental problem in the Middle East is the very pres
ence of that base, the base of imperialism and zionism.

146. As J said in my statement during the recent Security
Council meetings on Namibia, the problem of zionism-
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of which Palestine is just the major victim, not the only
one, and of which the aggression against the Iraqi nuclear
installations is just one aspect-is a perennial problem,
which the United Nations cannot solve simply by passing
resolutions, because the United Nations itself is as much
a victim of zionism as were the Iraqi nuclear installations.

147. What the General Assembly can do as a minimum
is at least to show sympathy for the victims and to con
demn the aggressor. That is all that we hope to achieve
today.

148. My delegation strongly supports draft resolu
tion A/38/L.7, ofwhich it wishes to become a co-sponsor.
Our position demonstrates our support for the Muslim
people of Iraq against the Zionist entity, and has nothing
to do with our conflict with the Ba'athist regime ruling
Iraq. We regret that the Muslim countries have not yet
resolved the problem of the Zionist aggression against
Palestine and against our area as a whole on a purely
Islamic basis. OUl Muslim brothers must remember that
the so-called State of Israel is nothing but a base for
United States imperialism. The United States claws in our
area must be clipped. The United States is the main source .
of supply of Israeli weaponry and the main support of
the Israeli economy. It is the Israeli backbone. Therefore,
we must struggle to eradicate all the bases of United States
interests in the area. Then the problem of Israel will
automatically be solved as well.

149. This draft resolution is not enough. We hope that
the Muslim countries in the area will soon consider the
fmal solution. My delegation wishes again to address all
the representatives of the Muslim countries, reminding
them that the danger of zionism and Zionist aggression
prevails everywhere-in Africa, in Latin America, in fact
in all the oppressed countries ill the world.

ISO. The courageous move by the Muslim countries
towards a united front against zionism will awaken the
rest of the world, particularlv some of the countries in
Africa and Latin America. r. ilq will realize the danger
and will reconsider some of the surprising positions they
have adopted regarding Israel. My delegation cannot fail
to express its strong regret that some of the Muslim
countries have already recognized this illegitimate base
of imperialism and have established relations with it.

IS1. The PRESIDENT: I -shall now call on those rep
resentatives who wish to speak in exercise of the right of
reply.

152. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): Members here must no
doubt have taken note of the fact that the statement by
the representative of the Zionist entity was nothing but
an attack against the United Nations. In fact, nothing
has undermined the United Nations as much as the Zion
ists' flagrant violations of the Charter of the Organization
and its various resolutions. The Zionist entity holds the
record for the number of those violations. The statement
was also an attack against the group of experts and their
study and hence an attack on the Secretary-General him
self, who is responsible for that study.

IS3. As I had anticipated, the representative of the
Zionist entity raised the question of Mr. Van Doren's
abstention. It appears from Mr. Van Doren's letter to
the Secretary-General that there were other reasons, in
fact, which motivated the change in his position. Surely
he had read the study carefully, in the first place, before
he had agreed to its unanimous approval. Be that as it
may, I should like to quote from a report, again prepared
by Mr. Van Doren, for the .Arms Control Association,
entitled "Iraq-Israel and the Middle East-Proliferation
Problem" and published in .June 1981, in Arms Control

Today, in which Mr. Van Doren states as follows con
cerning the question of pre-emptive strikes as a means
of dealing with proliferation problems:

"By abandoning the constraints of international law,
they materially increase the risk of international chaos.
If one State feels free to destroy a nuclear facility in
another country, what barriers has it left to retaliation
in kind, or to resort to the same expedient against other
States?

"They undermine efforts to deal with the problem
through international law and diplomacy. The in(~.ntive

to accept international constraints and safeguards with
respect to genuinely peaceful, non-explosive nuclear
programs will be reduced if, despite such acceptance,
other States feel free to destroy such programs."

154. The Zionist call for direct negotiations among the
countries of the reBion for the establishment of a nuclear
weapon-free zone on the pattern of the Treaty for the
Prohibition ofNuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty
of Tlatelalco)6 is a demonstration of sheer hypocrisy
and cynicism. The situation in the Middle East is totally
different from that in Latin America. The Zionist entity
is the only party in the region which has not adhered to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
it is the only party which has not placed all its reactors
under the international safeguards regime; it is the only
party that has acquired nuclear capabilities in the region.
If its call were genuine, it would have he~ded Security
Council resolution 487 (1981), placed all its nuclear instal
bIt; l1S under the safeguards regime and adhered to the
l' :l-Proliferadon Treaty.

:I. • During the debate of the thirty-seventh session of
the Assembly, the Zionist representative raised points of
order similar to the one he raised today concerning the
manner in which he was designated. My reply at that time
was, and continues to be, that the so-called Israel for
which he seeks recognition is not recognized by the United
Nations. The United Nations does not recognize the
annexation of Jerusalem or its being designated as the
capital of that entity, nor does the United Nations recog
nize the entity's annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights,
or the Zionist claim to sovereignty over the whole of the
West Bank and the Gaza Strip, which are being actively
incorporated to establish a "greater Israel". Until and
unless the Zionist representative declares from one ros
trum of this Assembly that his regime renounces those
annexations, he has no right to expect the United Nations
and the Members of the United Nations to acquiesce in
the Zionist interpretation of what constitutes, in their
view, this so-called Israel. His insistence on this matter
is an indication that the Zionists are trying to force on
the United Nations recognition of a de facto state of
annexation which was not envisaged when this entity was
recognized and admitted to the United Nations. This
instance calls for a statement from the President that
whenever the representative of so-called Israel is called
upon to speak here or in the various committees, it is to

.be understood that it is the Israel that was originally
. recognized and admitted to the United Nations.

156. The representative of the Zionist entity circu
lated document A/38/61, in which he quoted what I had
said last year. His quote reads: "Israel"-I had said
the "Zionist entity"-"is an aberration and the rep
resentative of Israel"-I had said "he"-"should not
expect his entity to be treated as a normal State in this
Organization.' ,

157. Well, I should like to quote from a passage in a
book that appeared just recently-in fact, it was pub
lished this year-which states:
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"The new government established by Menachem
Begin in 1977 . . . proclaimed the whole area of the
Land of Israel as an integral part of Israel's patri
mony, thus closing the dour on the Arab destiny for
the 1.3 million Arabs who are the kernel and essence
of the 'Palestine people' , recognized in the Camp David
agreements as the decisive factor in determining the
permanent status of the West Bank and Gaza. Not a
single country in the world community, including those
most in favour of Israel, was prepared to support the
idea that Israel's security required the imposition of
permanent Israeli jurisdiction over a foreign nation.
At least half the Israeli nation opposed the idea of the
incorporation of the population of the West Bank and
Gaza into Israel. There does not exist on the surface
of the inhabited globe a single State that resembles what
Israel would look like ifit were to incorporate the West
Bank and Gaza coercively into Israel." 8

Those words are those of Abba Eban, a leader and a
founder of the Zionis~ entity.
158. Mr. BLUM (Israel): I was under the erroneous
impression that we were discussing the destruction of the
peace-loving Iraqi nuclear reactor in June 1981. But I
stand corrected by such luminaries as the spokesman of
the gangster regime of Baghdad and the speake! that
preceded him. I shall come in a moment to that statement
in reply nlade by the spokesman for Snddam Hussein at
Takriti, but I should like very briefly to refer to something
that I rega.rd as much more serious.

159. It is accepted in many societies that it is the clowns
who speak the truth for those who dare not say it aloud.
I suggest that this function was fulfilled here today in this
Hall by a speaker who had the audacity. in reference to
my country, which he termed the enemy, to speak of a
"final solution' p. He said: "We hope that the final solu
tion will be considered by the Muslims in our area".
160. In another time and place anybody uttering these
words in relation to the Jewish people would have been
interrupted. The "fmal solution"-and I wonder whether
the clownish spokesman could have been unaware of it
was the term used by the Nazis to cover up the extermi
nation of 6 million Jews in Europe during the Second
World War. That was the "final solution"; and that is
the kind of "final solution" which, apparently, some
speakers have in mind. Some of them are more sophisti
cated and do not use exactly that terminology, but this
is what the~' mean.
161. I am surprised and appalled that no one in this Hall
interrupted that obscene speaker upon uttering these
words.

162. But, then, some relief was found in the words of
the spokesman of the Takritian entity, because he very
often provides the comical dimension to our discussions.
He behaves as if Israel were in need of recognition from
the butchers of Baghdad. Let him be informed that the
State of Israel-a Member of the United Nations-does
not require any kind of recognition from him or others
like him.

163. The only question that arises is whether he should
be permitted to depart from the accepted norms of our
deliberations in that we try to refer to each other by our
official designations. But if an txception is being made
in relation to my country, I think I am also permitted
to characteri'le his regime in the only realistic manner:
it is the gangster regime of Baghdad. The gangster charac
ter of that regime is well documented. I refer the spokes
man for the butchers of Baghdad to the recent Amnesty
International report of 18 October 1983.

164. The vicious repression of human rights and polit
ical freedoms in Iraq, including the widespread practice
of arbitrary arrest, torture and execution as a means of
both intimidation and reprisal, is extremely well docu
mented these days. There have been more than 500 exe
cutions of political prisoners in Iraq since 1978, and at
least 23 deaths under torture have been recorded there
in recent years.
165. Dut that is not surprising. After all, Saddam Hus
sein at-Takriti-the chief gangster of that regime-was
apparently responsible for murdering with his own hands
five of his top aides. I am quoting a Ba'ath brother of
Saddam Hussein at-Takriti, Mr. Mustafa Tlass-the
Minister of Defence of Syria-who has made that charge
in the newspaper AI-Baath of 9 April 1982.
166. As I said, the use of torture to extract confes
sions from political prisoners is widespread in Iraq. The
situation has become so severe that Amnesty Interna
tional found it necessary to publish a special report, in
April 1981, detailing medical and other evidence of the
frequent use of torture in Iraq. Both Amnesty Interna
tional and the United States State Department reports for
1981 note the common use of electric shock, hatings,
rape and mock executions. This is the kind of regime for
which our Takritian friend speaks here in the General
Assembly, and I think that members will now understand
why I said earlier that he provides the comical dimension
to our discussions.
167. The PRESIDENT: Two more representatives have
asked to exercise the right of reply.
168. Mr. AL-ZAHAWI (Iraq): The General Assembly
is quite accustomed to attacks, castigations and malign
ment from the Zionist representative concerning heads
of State. Four consecutive French Presidents-Presidents
de Gaulle, Pompidou, Giscard d'Estaing and Mitterrand
-have been denounced; Chancellor Schmidt of the
Federal Republic of Germany has been denounced; Chan
cellor Kreisky of Austria has been castigated; Lord
Carrington of the United Kingdom has been denounced
by the Zionists. The Pope himself has been denounced
by the Zionists. President Saddam Hussein of Iraq stands
in good company.
169. To come back to his own regime, he was not sat
isfied with what I quoted from Ben Gurion himself. In
order to enlighten him I shall read out some more of what
Ben Gurion wrote:

C'Begin is a tltoroughly Hitlerite type, ready to destroy
all the Arab'" If Begin takes over the country, he will
put his thugs into the army and police headquarters,
and will rule just like Hitler ruled in Germany . . . I
hav~ no doubt that Begin hates Hitler but his hatred
does not prove that he is different from him . . . when
for the first time I heard Begin on the radio, I heard
the voice and the screeching of Hitler."

That was quoted from The Guardian of 30 June 1981.
The Economist of 30 July 1983 reminds us also that
Ben Gurion said that the party of Begin was composed
of "thugs and political assassins".
170. Furthermore, to revert to Mr. Lenni Brenner and
his scholarly research of the background of this ruling
regime, he has the following to say, in the 30 September
1983 issue of Middle East International:

"Towards the end of 1940, an agent for a splinter
Zionist movement in Palestine made his way to Beirut
to meet with a German diplomat, Otto von Hentig. He
handed over to the German a memorandum proposing
that Hitler should enter into an agreement with this
Zionist organization. The bones of the proposal were
that Hitler would allow the Zionists to give military
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training to the Jews in the Polish ghettos and then
permit these Jews to leave Poland for Palestine. In
return the organization would attack the British in
Palestine, and when the Jewish State came into exist
ence run it on totalitarian lines and be bound by treaty
with the Third Reich. The relevance of this scheme
today is that one of the men who originated it is none
other than Yitzhak Shamir, Israel's Prime Minister
designate.

"
"The text of this proposal which was handed to von

Hentig in Beirut was discovered after the war in the
Glo:.£man Embassy in Ankara. It was published in 1974
in the original German by David Yisaeli in his book,
The Palestineproblem in German politics, 1889-1945."

171. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Iran.
172. Mr. RAJAIE-KHORASSANI (Islamic Republic of
Iran): I am sure, Mr. President, that you did not delib
erately call on me as the representative of Iran rather than
the representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran.
173. The enemy representative tried-but I believe he .
failed-to deceive the international body by just convert
ing the issue of the Zionist danger into a Jewish issue.
174. In accordance with the Holy Koran, all Muslims
believe not only in the Holy Kor,J1 but also in everything
that the Holy Scriptures revealed before it. This is what
the Holy Koran says: "And who believe in the Revelation
sent to th.ee and sent before thy time . . ." (Sura If,
verse 4.)
175. So we have nothing against Jews. We have nothing
against the religion of Moses-may peace be upon him
or other divine religions. We believe that the rest of the
international body has formally made a clear distinction
between zionism as a racist policy and a racist ideology
and Judaism, or the religion of Moses. I therefore do not
need to dwell any fmther on this. It is a fact that is fully
established.
176. I wish to raise, very briefly, a second point. The
enemy representative referred to the "final solution".
Here again he was trying to convince the international
body that all the allegations he produced are correct.
'i'hey are not correct. By the "final solution", I simply

.'

meant the liberation of Palestine-the total liberation of
Palestine. I did not have in mind-nor do I look forward
to-the killing of millions of Jews, or of any Jews. We
have a good number of Jews in Iran, with whom we are
living peacefully. They have their own papers. Their
knessets in Iran are much cleaner than those in the
occupied land which is called "Israel". I believe that the
allegations just produced here cannot work any longer.
Nevertheless, I think that the obseivations I have just
made should remove any doubt, if some delegations do
not know the fact for themselves.

177. The PRESIDENT: I now call on the representative
of Israel.

178. Mr. BLUM (Israel): I assume that the spokesman
for the Takritian entity mu.st 'be very delighted that the
representative of Iran has come to his support.

179. With regard to the statement that we heard from
the spokesman for the Takitrian entity, the real question
is not whether Saddam Hussein wishes to be in the com
pany of President Mitterrand or Lord Carrington; the real
question is the other way around: does President Mitter
rand or Lord Carrington, or the others whom he has
mentioned, wish to be in the company of Mr. Saddam
Hussein? That is the real question.

The meeting rose at 1.25 p.m.
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