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1. The PRESIDENT: I regret that through no fault of
ours, and particularly no fault of the delegations, we
have had to start our meeting rather late. That was not
because representatives were not here punctually—all
of them were—but because the documents were not
ready. In order to give time to all delegations to go
through the documents, I thought it more prudent to
wait until all members had the documents before start-
ing the meeting.

2. Mr. SUCHARIPA (Austria). Rapporteur of the
First Committee: I have the honour of presenting to the
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General Assembly the reports of the First Committee
on its work concerning agenda items 30 to 45 and items
120 and 121, which all relate to questions of
disarmament.

3. The First Committee this year held a combined
general debate on these items having regard to the
review of the implementation of the recommendations
and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its
tenth special session [resolution S-10/2] as well as other
disarmament items. The general debate on these items
took place at the 4th to 30th meetings of the First
Committee from 16 October to 5 November. Subse-
quently, the First Committee devoted 15 meetings,
from 6 to 27 November, and again part of one meeting
on 30 November, to an in-depth consideration of and
action on the draft resolutions that had been presented.
As a result of its deliberations, the Committee adopted
38 draft resolutions and one draft decision.

4. Before introducing the individual reports on the

various agenda items, [ wish to apologize to delegations

for the fact that it was not possible for the Secretariat to

publish all the reports in time for distribution to the

permanent missions. I have been assured, however,

{)hat ﬁ“ the reports are now available at the documents
ootn.

5. The report of the First Committee on agenda item
30, entitled **Implementation of General Assembly res-
olution 33/58 concerning the signature and ratification
of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibi-
tion of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco)’", is in document A/34/740, and the relevant
recommendation of the Committee is to be found in
paragraph 6 of the report.

6. The report of the Committee on agenda item 31,
entitled "*Chemical and bacteriological (biological)
weapons'’, is in document A/34/741, and the relevant
recommendation is contained in paragraph 7 of the
report.

7. Document A/34/742 contains the report of the
Committee on agenda item 32. entitled **Implementa-
tion of General Assembly resolution 33/60"". The rec-
ommendation of the Committee appears in paragraph 8
of the report.

8. The report on agenda item 33, entitled "*Implemen-
tation of General Assembly resolution 33/61 concerning
the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol II
of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)™ is to be found in
document A/34/743, and the relevant recommendation
is in paragraph 6 of the report.

9. Document A/34/744 deals with the report of the
First Committee on agenda item 34. entitled "*Consid-
eration of the declaration of the 1980s as a disarmament
decade’, and the relevant recommendation is in
paragraph 8 of the report.

10. The report on agenda item 35. entitled “*Imple-
mentation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of
Africa’. is contained in document A/34/745, and in
paragraph 10 of its report the First Committee recom-
mends tc the General Assembly the adoption of two
draft resolutions, A and B. entitled, respectively. "' Im-

plementation of the Declaration™ and **Nuclear capa-
bility of South Africa’.

11. Document A/34/746 contains the report on agenda
item 36, entitled ‘*Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-
free zone in the region of the Middle East’". The rele-
vant recommendation is to be found in paragraph 6 of
the report.

12.  The report on agenda item 37, entitled **Establish-
ment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia™, is
in document A/34/747, and the recommendation of the
First Committee is in paragraph 7 of the report.

13. The report on agenda item 38, entitled **Prohibi-
tion of the development and manufacture of new types
of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons'’, is contained in document A/34/748,
and the relevant recommendation is to be found in
paragraph 7 of the report. Here I wish to indicate that
after the vote in the First Committee, 11 delegations
indicated that if they had been present they would have
voted in favour of this draft resolution, and I regret that
this fact has not been mentioned in the report.

14. The report on agenda item 39, entitled **Imple-
mentation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of Peace™’, is contained in document A/34/749. In
paragraph 8 of this report, the First Committee recom-
mends adoption of draft resolutions A and B.

15. The report on item 40, entitled **World Disarma-
ment Conference’’, appears in document 4/34/750 and
the relevant recommendation appears in paragraph 7.

16. Document A/34/751 ¢ontains the report on agenda
item 41, entitled **United Nations Conference on Pro-
hibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conven-
tional Weapons which May be Deemed to be Exces-
sively Injurious or to have Indiscriminate Effects™": the
draft resolution recommended for adoption by the Gen-
eral Assembly appears in paragraph § of this report.

17. The Committee's report on item 42, entitled “*Re-
view of the implementation of the recommendations
and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its
tenth special session’’, appears in document A/34/752.
Under this item the Committee adopted 13 draft resolu-
tions entitled, respectively: ‘"Disarmament and inter-
national security": **Report of the Committee on Dis-
armament’’; ‘' Implementation of the recommendations
and decisions of the tenth special session™": **United
Nations programme of fellowships on disarmament™";
“"Monitoring of disarmament agreements and
strengthening of international security™': “*Freezing
and reduction of military budgets™': '‘Non-use of
nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war™": **Re-
port of the Disarmament Commission™": "*Disarmament
Week'': **Nuclear weapons in all aspects'": **Study on
the relationship between disarmament and develop-
ment ': *Committee on Disarmament": and ‘*Pro-
gramme of research and studies on disarmament .
These draft resolutions appear in paragraph 38 of the
report.

18. Furthermore. under the same item. the Commit-
tee adopted also a draft decision concerning a study on
a comprehensive nuclear test ban. The relevant recom-
mendations of the Committee are contained in
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paragraph 39 of its report [A/34/752]. 1 wish to point out
a minor error in this report. The last paragraph should
be numbered 39, instead of 21.

19. The report on item 43, entitled **Strengthening of
guarantees of the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States’’, is in document A/34/753 and the relevant rec-
ommendation of the Committee is in paragraph 7.

20. Document A/34/754 contains the report on agenda
item 44, entitled "*Strengthening of the security of non-
nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear-weapons’’. Under this item the First Com-
mittee recommends for adoption by the General As-
sembly two draft resolutions which appear in paragraph
10 of the report and are entitled, respectively, **Conclu-
sion of an international convention to assure the non-
nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons’’ and **Strengthening of the security
of non-nuclear-weapca States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons’’.

21. Under item 45, entitled “*General and complete
disarmament’’, the Committee adopted six draft resolu-
tions, on the following subjects: “*Conclusion of an
international convention prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons’"; “*Confidence-building measures’’; “"Non-
stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of
States where there are no such weapons at present’’;
Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes’’; “‘Study of the institutional
arrangements relating to the process of disarmament’;
and **Strategic arms limitation talks’’. The report of the
Committee on this item is contained in document A/34/
755 and the relevant recommendations are to be found
in paragraph 18 of the report.

22. The report on agenda item 120, entitled ~Adop-
tion of a declaration on international co-operation for
disarmament’’, is contained in document A/34/756 and
the relevant recommendation is in paragraph 6. Finally,
the report on agenda item 121, entitled *Israeli nuclear
armament’’, is contained in document A/34/757 and the
recommendation is contained in paragraph 7 of this
report.

23. The large number of proposals adopted by the
Comnmittee and the fact that no less than 105 statements
were made in the general debate on disarmament items
are again a clear expression of the intensified interest of
all delegations in these pressing issues as well as a
reflection of the serious efforts made by the General
Assembly to solve questions of disarmament within the
framework of the United Nations which, in the words of
the Final Document of the tenth special session, which
was devoted to disarmament, has, in accordance with
the Charter, a central role and primary responsibility in
the sphere of disarmament [see resolution S-10/2, sect.
II, para. 27]. Most, if not ail, of these proposals are
designed to ensure the earliest implementation of the
recommendations and decisions adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly at its tenth special session.

24. On behalf of the First Committee, it is my pleasure
to recommend to the General Assembly for adcption
the draft resolutions and the draft decision to which [
have just referred.

Pursuant to rule 66 of the rules of procedure, it was
decided not to discuss the reports of the First
Committee.

25. The PRESIDENT: Statements will be limited to
explanations of vote. The positions of delegations in
respect of the recommendations contained in the re-
ports of the First Committee to the Assembly are re-
flected in the relevant records of the Committee. May 1
remind members of the decision taken by the General
Assembly at its 4th plenary meeting, on 21 September
1979, that

*when the same draft resolution is considered in a
Main Committee and in the plenary Assembly, a
delegation should, as far as possible, explain its vote
only once, that is, either in the Committee or in the
plenary Assembly, unless that delegation’s vote in
the plenary Assembly is different from its vote in the
Committee. " [4th meeting, para. 349].

26. We shall consider first the report of the First Com-
mittee on agenda item 30 [A/34/740]. The Assembly will
now take a decision on the draft resolution appearing in
paragraph 6 of the Committee’s report. The First Com-
mittee adopted the draft resolution without a vote. May
I consider that the General Assembly wishes to do
likewise?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34/71).

27. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now consider the report of the First Committee on
agenda item 31 [A/34/741]. The draft resolution, en-
titled “‘Chemical and bacteriological (biological)
weapons’’, recommended by the First Committee in
paragraph 7 of its report, was adopted without a vote.
May [ consider that the General Assembly wishes todo
likewise?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34172).

28. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 32 [A/34/742]. May
[ invite members of the Assembly to turn their attention
to the recommendation of the First Committee in
paragraph 8 of its report, concerning the draft resolu-
tion entitled Implementation of General Assembly
resolution 33/60"". A separate vote has been requested
on operative paragraph 4. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was raken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Gre-
nada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau. Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast. Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
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Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Para-
guay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania.
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, China, Czechoslovakia, France, German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution was
adopted by 124 votes 10 none, with 13 abstentions.

29. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the vote the draft
resolution as a whole. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, Cen-
tral African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Demo-
cratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Repub-
lic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Fin-
land, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Ja-
pan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nether-
lands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal!, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.
Abstaining: China, France.

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted by 37
votes to none, with 2 absteations (resolution 34/73).

30. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now con-
sider the report of the First Committee on agenda item
33 [A/34/743]. The draft resolution entitled ‘‘Implemer-
tation of General Assembly resolution 33/61 concerning
the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol II
of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)’’, recommended
by the First Committee in paragraph 6 of its report, was
adopted without a vote. May I consider that the General
Assembly wishes to do the same?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34/74).

31. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now consider the report of the First Committee on
agenda item 34 [A/34/744]. | invite members to turn
their attention to the recommendation of the First Com-
mittee in paragraph 8 of the report. That Committee
adopted without a vote the draft resolution entitled
‘‘Consideration of the declaration of the 1980s as a
disarmament decade’’. May I consider that the General
Assembly wishes to do the same?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34/75).

32. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 35 [A/34/745].

33. I call on the representative of Portugal, who
wishes to explain his vote.

34, Mr. REBELO de ANDRADE (Portugal):
Portugal will vote in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/
34/1..16 bearing in mind the importance for peace of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in Africa and especially tak-
ing into account the tensions that characterize the situa-
tion in southern Africa.

35. However, the Portuguese delegation wishes to put
on record some reservations concerning various as-
pects of the draft resolution. In the first place, in the
view of the Portuguese delegation, the draft resolution
should not be based on the assumption of a threat that
has not been confirmed, namely, the explosion of a
nuclear device by South Africa. Furthermore, the
Portuguese delegation is of the opinion that the prohibi-
tion of collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear
field should not embrace collaboration for peaceful
purposes, and has doubts about whether, at the present
stage, the allusion to the Security Council to that effect
is warranted.

36. However, Portugal adheres to the spirit of the
draft resolution, which is to ensure the objective of a
nuclear-weapon-free Africa. That is why we have de-
cided to vote in favour of it.

37. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now take a decision on the two draft resolutions recom-
mended by the First Committee in paragraph 10 of its
report [A/34/745]. 1 shall first put to the vote draft
resolution A, entitled ‘‘Implementation of the Declara-
tion on the Denuclearization of Africa’. A recorded
vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
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Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub-
lic, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Ja-

an, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic

epublic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa-
pore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrai-
nian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Re-
public of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Up-
per Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Israel, Italy, Lux-
embourg, Netherlands, United Kingdom of Great Bri-
tain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Draft resolution A was adopted by 128 votes to none,
with 11 abstentions (resolution 34{76 A).

38. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to draft resolu-
tion B, entitled ‘‘Nuclear capability of South Africa’.
The report of the Fifth Committee on the administrative
and financial implications of this draft resolution is con-
tained in document A/34/809. The First Committee
adopted draft resolution B without a vote. May I take it
that the General Assembly wishes to do the same?

Draft resolution B was adopted (resolution 34/76 B).

39. The PRESIDENT: The next report of the First
Committee is on agenda item 36 [A/34/746]. The As-
semblv will now vote on the draft resolution entitled
“‘Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Middle East’’, recommended by the Com-
mittee in paragraph 6 of its report. A recorded vote has
been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Australia.
Ausiria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, Central Afri-
can Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Comorcs, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, German Demo-
cratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,

Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
pines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of America, Upper Volta, Uru-
guay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.
Abstaining: Israel.

The draft resolution was adopted by 136 votes to
none, with 1 abstention (resolution 34/77).

40. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 37 [A/34/747]. The
Assembly will now take a dzcision on the draft resolu-
tion entitled ‘‘Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in South Asia’’, recommended by the First Com-
mittee in paragraph 7 of its report.

41. 1 call on the representative of Sri Lanka, who
wishes to explain his vote before the vote.

42. Mr. FERNANDO (Sri Lanka): In conformity with
our position last year regarding a similar draft,’ the Sri
Lanka delegation will vote in favour of the establish-
ment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia as
proposed by the draft resolution submitted this year.
This vote reflects Sri Lanka’s continuing support for
the concept of establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones
in various parts of the world. We believe that effective
nuclear-weapon-free zones in various regions of the
world would contribute to creating conditions that
would strengthen peace and security in those regions.

43. While it supports the draft resolution, Sri Lanka
believes that consultations must be held by the States of
the South Asia region so as to ensure unanimous sup-
port and approval of the establishment of such a zone—
without which we do not believe that the purpose for
the establishment of the zone will be achieved. We
believe also that the limits of the zone should be ade-
quately defined.

44. My Government is mindful of and appreciates that
India, which is our friendly neighbour, supports pro-
posals for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones in well-defined and distinct geographical regions
of the world, provided that the initiatives for the
establishment of such zones come on an entirely volun-
tary basis from all the States of the regions concerned.

1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-third Ses-
sion, Annexes, agenda items 35 to 49, document A/33/431, para. 7.
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45. Although the Sri Lanka delegation will vote in
favour of this draft resclution, we are mindful of the
complex problems that surround this objective and the
necessity for holding intensive consultations.

46. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on the draft resolution recommended by the First Com-
mittee in paragraph 7 of its report [A/34/747]. A re-
corded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Burundi, Canada, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Comoros, Costa Rica, Democratic Kampuchea, Demo-
cratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Fed-
eral Republic of, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Malaysia,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
gines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,

audi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Thai-
land, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, United States
of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yemen, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Bhutan, India.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Ar-
gentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Ethiopia, Fiji, France, German Democratic Republic,
Greece, Hungary, Indonesia, Israel, Italy, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Maldives, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Norway, Poland, Sao Tome
and Principe, Seychelles, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia.

The draft resolution was adopted by 96 votes to 2,
with 40 abstentions (resolution 34[78).2

47. The PRESIDENT: I shall now call on those rep-
resentatives who wish to explain their vote after the
vote.

48. Mr. van BUUREN (Netherlands): The Nether-
lands voted in favour of the draft resolution on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South
Asia. Why did we decide to maintain our traditional
positive vote with regard to this annual initiative of the
delegation of Pakistan? It cannot be denied that the

rospects of achieving a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

outh Asia have not improved at all over the last year.
In this respect the Netherlands Minister for Foreign
Affairs, Mr. van der Klaauw, in his address to tne
General Assembly on 26 September [i0th meeting],

? The delegation of Mauritius subsequently informed the Sec-
retariat that it wished to have its vote recorded as having been against
the draft resolution.

expressed his particular and serious concern at the
situation and at recent developments in South Asia.

49. Itis true that nothing irreparable has happened so
far. In spite of recent press reports, the context of
which we all know, there still is room for hope that
reason will prevail and that the nations of South Asia
will succeed in keeping their countries free from
nuclear weapons. As Mr. van der Klaauw pointed out,
we have received repeated assurances from both India
and Pakistan on the peaceful nature of their nuclear
programmes.

50. In order to express our strong support for those
assurances of the political leaders of those two nations,
and convinced of the general validity of the concept of
nuclear-weapon-free zones as well as of the applicabil-
iltly of this concept to the region of South Asia, this year

so we have voted in favour of the Pakistani draft
resolution. Our support for this resolution should not,
however, be interpreted as an endorsement of attempts
to impose this concept on the States in region against
the wishes of one of the major Powers in the area. Nor
should it be seen as our taking sides in an issue on which
we realize very well that there still is no consensus
among the States concerned. Our positive vote shouid
be taken as an expression of the Netherlands position
that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones is
in itself desirable as a major contribution to the cause of
non-proliferation and, in this case, also as a particular
and strong appeai to all States in South Asia for
restraint.

51. When I stated, a few moments ago, that the
Netherlands strongly hopes that the peoples of South
Asia will succeed in keeping their countries free from
nuclear weapons, I was using that term to include other
nuclear explosive devices. Our support for this resolu-
tion should be interpreted accordingly. To us a nuclear-
weapon-free zone means an area exempt from all
nuclear explosive devices; as was expressed in General
Assembly resolution 3484 A (XXX), it is not possible to
develop nuclear explosive devices for peaceful
purposes without at the same time acquiring a nuclear-
weapon capability. This view has been repeatedly put
forward by the delegation of Pakistan also, here, in the
Committee on Disarmament and elsewhere.

52. To conclude, I wish to repeat the appeal that the
Netherlands Minister for Foreign Affairs made on 26
September. He said:

‘*We have received repeated assurances from both
India and Pakistan on the peaceful nature of their
nuclear programmes. While understanding their
economic need for energy, I would urge and invite
the two countries to confirm these assurances by
becoming parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or
by agreeing on all the necessary safeguard and
guarantee. measures which would eventually turn

outh Asia into a zone free of nuclear weapons or
other nuclear explosive devices.” [Ibid, para. 100.]

53. Mr. PHAM NGAC (Viet Nam): My delegation
supports the establishment of zones of peace and
nuclear-free zones in general. However, we are of the
view that the establishment of such zones must have the
agreement of the countries in the region and can in no
way be imposed upon them, especia%ly if they are non-
aligned countries. That is why, together with many
countries, my delegation could not vote today in favour
of this draft resolution and abstained in the vote.
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54. The PRESIDENT: We now come to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 38 [A/34/748). The
General Assembly will now vote on the draft resolution
entitled ‘‘Prohibition of the development and man-
ufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons’’, recommended by
the First Committee in paragraph 7 of its report. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Com-
oros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslo-
vakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Demo-
cratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ja-
pan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nor-
way, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United King-
dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 117 votes to
none, with 24 abstentions (resolution 34(79).

55. The PRESIDENT: We shall now consider the
report of the First Committee on agenda item 39 [A/34/
749]. The Assembly will now take a decision on the
draft resolutions A and B, appearing under the title
“Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian
Ocean as a Zone of Peace’’, recommended by the First
Committee in paragraph 8 of its report. The report of
the Fifth Committee on the administrative and financial
implications of draft resolutions A and B is contained in
document A/34/810.

56. We shall vote first on draft resolution A. A re-
corded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Aus-
tria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi,

Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Dji-
bouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Re-
public, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, auritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Para-
guay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Re-
public of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Up-
per Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against. None.

Abstaining: Belgium, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Den-
mark, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Mongolia, Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Portugal, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America.

Draft resolution A was adopted by 117 votes to none,
with 23 abstentions (resolution 34/80 A).

57. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion B. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central African Re-
public, Chad, Chile, China, Comoros, Costa Rica,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kam-
puchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Re-
%ublic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,

inland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Repub-
lic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Irag, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zea-
land, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa-
pore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrai-
nian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Re-
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public of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Up-
per Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America.

Draft resolution B was adopted by126 votes to none,
with 14 abstentions (resolution 34/80 B).

58. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 40 [A/34/750]. The
draft resolution entitled ‘*“World Disarmament Confer-
ence’’, recommended in paragraph 7 of the report, was
adopted without a vote in the First Committee. May [
take it that the General Assembly wishes to do
likewise?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34/81).

59. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now cen-
sider the report of the First Committee on agenda item
41 [A/34/751]). The draft resolution entitled *‘United
Nations Conference on Prohibitior or Restrictions of
Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be
Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indis-
criminatory Effects’’, recommended by the First Com-
mittee, is contained in paragraph 8 of its report. The
report of the Fifth Committee on the administrative and
financial implications of that draft resolution appears in
document A/34/811. The First Committee adopted the
draft resolution without a vote. May I take it that the
General Assembly wishes to do likewise?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 34/82).

60. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now consider the report of the First Committee on
agenda item 42 [A/34/752]. The Assembly will now take
a decision on the 13 draft resolutions recommended by
the First Committee in paragraph 38 of its report, which
appear together under the title ‘‘Review of the imple-
mentation of the recommendations and decisions
adopteq’by the General Assembly at its tenth special
session’’.

61. Draft resolution A, entitled ‘‘Disarmament and
international security’’, was adopted by the First Com-
mittee without a vote. May I take it that it is the wish of
the General Assembly to do likewise?

Draft resolution A was adopted (resolution 34/83 A).

62. The PRESIDENT: We now turi to draft resolu-
tion B, entitled ‘‘Report of the Committee on Disarma-
ment’’. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Aus-
tria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Demo-

cratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Repub-
lic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Fin-
land, France, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Re-
public of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Ice-
land, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
pines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Bri-
tain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Came-
roon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uru-
guay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Scviet
Socialist Republics, United States of America.

Draft resolution B was adopted by 130 votes to none,
with 11 abstentions (resolution 34/83 B).

63. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion C, entitled ‘‘Implementation of the recom-
mendations and decisions of the tenth special session’’.
The First Committee adopted it without a vote. May I
consider that the General Assembly wishes to do
likewise?

Draft resolution C was adopted (resolution 34/83 C).

64. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution D is entitled
**United Nations programme of fellowships on disarm-
ament’’. The First Committee adopted draft resolution
D without a vote. May I take it that the General Assem-
bly wishes to do likewise?

Draft resolution D was adopted (resolution 34/83 D).

65. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion E, entitled ‘“Monitoring of disarmament agree-
ments and strengthening of international security”.
The report of the Fifth Committee on administrative
and financial implications of this draft resolution is con-

tained in document A/34/812. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Com-
oros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Repubilic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Fiji, Finland, France,
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Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Ja-
pan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Nepal, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Sao To:mne and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
lZJrugbqay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
ambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Re-
public, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United States of America, Viet Nam.

Draft resolution E was adopted by 124 votes to none,
with 11 abstentions (resolution 34/83 E).?

66. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution F is entitled
“Freezing and reduction of military budgets’". A sepa-
rate vote has been requested on the fourth preambular
paragraph. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Lux-
embourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mozambi-
que, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,

Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa-
pore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of

. 3 The delegations of Iraq, Israel and the Netherlands subsequently
informed the Secretariat that they wished to have their vote recorded
as having been in favour of the draft resolution.

America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Re-
public, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, Yugoslavia.

The fourth preambular paragraph was adopted by
127 votes to none with 10 abstentions.

67. The PRESIDENT: A separate vote has been re-
quested also on operative paragraph 2 of draft resolu-
tion F. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, In--
donesia, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Para-
guay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of America, Upper Volta, Uru-
guay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Re-
public, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

Operative paragraph 2 was adopted by 127 votes to
none, with 9 abstentions.

68. The PRESIDENT: May I now take it that the
General Assembly wishes to adopt draft resolution F,
as a whole, without a vote?

Draft resolution F, as a whole, was adopted (resolu-
tion 34/83 F).

69. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution G is entitled
“‘Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of
nuclear war’’. A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Dji-
bouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Re-
public of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Up-
per Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bulgaria, Byelorus-
sian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Israel, Japan,
Mongolia, Poland, Spain, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

Draft resolution G was adopted by 112 votes to 16,
with 14 abstentions (resolution 34/83 G).

70. The PRESIDENT: We shall now turn to draft
resolution H, entitled ‘‘Report of the Disarmament
Commission”’. The First Committee adopted draft res-
olution H without a vote. May I consider that the Gen-
eral Assembly wishes to do likewise?

Draft resolution Hwas adopted (resolution 34/83 H).

71. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion I, entitled **Disarmament Week'’. The First Com-
mittee adopted draft resolution I without a vote. May I
consider that the General Assembly wishes to do
likewise?

Draft resolution I was adopted (resolution 34/83 I).

72. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion Jj, entitled ‘*Nuclear weapons in all aspects’. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Com-

oros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslo-
vakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Re-
public, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Repub-
lic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, L.ao People’s Democratic Re-
public, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamabhiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Againsi: France, United States of America.

Abstuining: Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, Den-
mark, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.*

Draft resolution J was adopted by 120 votes to 2, with
19 abstentions (resolution 34/83 J).

73. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Morocco for an explanation of vote after the vote.

74. Mr. CHERKAOUI (Morocco) (interpretation
from French): My delegation voted in favour of the
draft resolution that has just been adopted. In so doing,
it wishes to pay a tribute to the spirit of understanding
and flexibility shown by the authors of this text and the
points of view that were expressed in the course of
consultations with the Group of 215 of the Committee
on Disarmament. My country, which has never been of
the opinion that the participation of all the nuclear
Powers should be a sine qua non for any nuclear negoti-
ations, interprets the phrase ‘*with the participation of
all nuclear-weapon States’’ in operative paragraph 2 as
expressing a hope, and not a condition that must be met
before the beginning of the negotiations referred to in
the resolution.

75. The PRESIDENT: Next, we turn to draft resolu-
tion K, entitled **Study on the relationship between
disarmament and development’’. The report of the
Fifth Committee on the administrative and financial
implications of this draft resolution is contained in
document A/34/812. The First Committee adopted
draft resolution K without a vote. May I consider that
the General Assembly wishes to do likewise?

Draft resolution K was udopted (resolution 34/83 K).

* The delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland subsequently informed the Secretariat that it
wnshled_ to have its vote recorded as having been against the draft
resolution.

s Comgosed of the following countries: Algeria. Argentina. Brazil.
Burma. Cuba. Egypt. Ethiopia. India. Indonesia, Iran. Kenya. Mex-
ico, Morocco. Nigeria, Pakistan. Peru, Sri Lanka. Sweden, Ven-
ezuela. Yugoslavia and Zaire.
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76. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion L, entitled ‘*Committee on Disarmament’’. The
report of the Fifth Committee on the administrative and
financial implications of this draft resolution is con-
tained in document A/34/812. The First Committee
adopted draft resolution L without a vote. May I con-
sider that the General Assembly wishes to do likewise?

Draft resolution L was adoptc. (resolution 34{83 L).

77. The PRESIDENT: Draft resoiution M is entitled
**Programme of research and studies on disarmament’’.
May I take it that the General Assembly adopts this
draft resolution?

Draft resolution M was adopted (resolution 34/83 M).

78. The PRESIDENT: Finally, we come to the draft
decisien contained in paragraph 39 of the report o. .2
First Committee [4/34/752]. The report of the Fifth
Committee on the administrative and financial implica-
tions of that draft decision is contained in document
A/34/812. A recorded vote has becen requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Kam-
puchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Germzny,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti.
Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ire.
land, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamshiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
Netherfands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Omzji, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Para-
§uay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,

amoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegat,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Trggo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, %pe;r Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Ag:inst: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
yublic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Repub-
ic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist  Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Repubilics.

Abstaining: France, Portugal, United Kingdom of
g}reat:Bntam and Northern Ireland, United States of
Asmerica.

The draft decision was adopted by 126 votes to 9, with
4 abstentions.

79. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 43 [A/34/753]. 1
invite members to turn their attention to the draft res-
olution entitled ‘‘Strengthening of guarantees of the

security of non-nuclear-weapon States’’, recom-
mended by the First Committee in paragraph 7 of its
report. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egy%t, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Re-
%ublic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,

ganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Camercon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Albania.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bhutan,
Brazil, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Iceland, India, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 114 votes to 1,
with 25 abstentions (resolution 34/84).

80. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the report of
the First Committee on agenda item 44 [A/34/754]. The
Assembly will now take a decision on the two draft
resolutions recommended by the First Committee in
paragraph 10 of its report. The Assembiy will vote first
on draft resolution [, entitled *‘Conclusion of an inter-
national convention to assure the non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons’’. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Buigaria, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
C zechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Gre-
nada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
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Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Lib-
yan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mal-
dives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, §waziland, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Ven-
ezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bhutan,
Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Iceland, India, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan.
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Bri‘ain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Draft resolution I was adopted by 120 votes to none,
with 22 abstentions (resolution 34/85).

81. The PRESIDENT: Next, I put to the vote draft
resolution II, entitled **Strengthening of the security of
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons’’. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In {'avour: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Central African Re-
public, Chad, Chile, China, Comoros, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Fed-
eral Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Li ?'an_ Arab Jamahirixz'}, _Luxembourg, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, auritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
gines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,

audi Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Swe-
den, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Albania.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Ar-
§entjna, Bhutan, Brazii, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet

ocialist Repubhc, Cape Verde, Congo, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau,
Hungary, India, Madagascar, Mongolia, Mozambique,
Niger, goland, Sao Tome and Principe, Syrian Arab

Rezublic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam. -

Draft resolution Il was adopted by 110 votes to 1,
with 29 abstentions (resolution 34/86).

82. The PRESIDENT: I now call on the representa-
tive of Morocco, who wishes to explain his vote after
the vote.

83. Mr. CHERKAOUI (Morocco) (interpretation
Jrom French): In voting in favour of the two draft res-
olutions that have just been adopted, my delegation
wishes to reiterate its position that the international
action in question must take the form of a binding
international instrument, in this case an international
convention.

84. The PRESIDENT: We shall now consider the
report of the First Committee on agenda item 45 [A/34/
7535]. The Assembly will now take a decision on the six
draft resolutions appearing under the title ‘‘General and
complete disarmament’’ and recommended by the
Committee in paragraph 18 of its report.

85. Draft resolution A is entitled ‘‘Conclusion of an
international convention prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons’’. Since the First Committee adopted draft
resolution A without a vote, may I consider that the
General Assembly also adopts draft resolution A?

Draft resolution A was adopted (resolution 34[87 A).

86. The PRESIDENT: Drait resolution B is entitled
**Confidence-building measures’’. A separate vote has
been requested on operative paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5
taken together. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia.
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Dji-
bouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon,
Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Ja-
pan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico.
Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicara-
gua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
pines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay. Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire. Zambia.
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Against: None.

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Mozambique, Poland,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, Viet Nam.

Operative paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5 were adopted by
126 votes to none, with 12 abstentions.

87. The PRESIDENT: The First Committee adopted
draft resolution B as a whole without a vote. May I take
it that it is the wish of the General Assembly to do
likewise?

Draft resolution B as a whole was adopted (resolu-
tion 34/87 B).

88. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion C, entitled ‘‘Non-stationing of nuclear weapons on
the territories of States where there are no such
weapons at present’’. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Argentina, Bahamas, Bah-
rain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Gman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
pines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Sierra L.eone, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, Ukrain-
ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Camercon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Urvguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen.

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Ice-
land, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America.

Abstaining: Algeria, Angola, Austria, Benin, Brazil,
Burma, Congo, Cuba, Ghana, Ireland, Israel, Malawi,
Saudi Arabia, Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia.

Draft resolution C was adopted by 99 votes to 18,
with 19 abstentions (resolution 34/87 C).

89. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Mcrocco, who wishes to explain his vote after the vote.

90. Mr. CHERKAOUI (Morocco) (interpretation
from French): Approval by my delegation of draft res-
olution C, which has just been adopted, is within the
context of my country’s support for any initiative aimed
at the greatest Fossible reduction of the danger of the
proliferation of nuclear weapons. The objective we
seek remains the total elimination of nuclear weapons.
One of the measures leading to the attainment of that
objective is the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on
the territories of States where there are no such
weapons at present. That is why my delegation would
have abstained had operative paragraph 1 been puttoa
separate vote.

91. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion D, entitled ‘‘Prohibition of the production of fis-
sionable material for weapon purposes’. A recorded
vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In {favour: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bolivia, Bots-
wana, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Dosmini-
can Republic, Ecuador, Eggpt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Re-
public of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Ice-
land, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Leba-
non, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Lux-
embourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poriugal, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swazi-
land, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
Fublic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Repub-
ic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.
Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angela, Ar-

gentina, Bhutan, Brazil, Congo, Cuba, France, India,
Mozambique, Viet Nam.

Draft resolution D was adopted by 118 votes to 9,
with 12 abstentions (resolution 34/87 D;.

92. The PRESIDENT: We now turn to draft resolu-
tion E, entitled ‘*‘Study of the institutional arrange-
ments relating to the process of disarmament’’. The
report of the Fifth Committee on the administrative and
financial implications of the draft resolution is con-
tained in document A/34/813. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.
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In favour: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Burma, Burundi,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Demo-
cratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Diji-
bouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Gre-
nada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Para-
guay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, MNatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Zrincipe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Fmirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Renublic of
Tanzania, United States of America, Upper Volta, Uru-
guay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
Fublic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Repub-
ic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist
Republics.

Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Angola, Brazil, Congo,
Cuba, Ivory Coast, Niger, Sierra Leone. Viet Nam.

Draft resolution E was adopted by 121 votes to 9, with
9 abstentions (resolution 34/87 E).

93. The PRESIDENT: Lastly, we turn to draft resolu-
tion F, ertitled ‘‘Strategic Arms Limitation Talks™. A
separate vote has been requested on operative
paragraph 2. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cypr.. Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Dc..mark, Dominican_Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gagon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, In-
donesia, Iran, Iracj, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenyz, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Lux-
embourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pukistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome
and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of

Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,

Zambia.
Against: None.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia,
Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United States of America.

Operative paragraph 2 was adopted by 128 votes to
none, with 12 abstentions.

94. The PRESIDENT: The First Committee adopted
draft resolution F, as a whole, without a vote, May [
f.ﬁnsider? that the General Assembly wishes to do
ikewise’

Draft resolution F, as a whole, was adopred (resolu-
tion 34/87 F).

95. The PRESIDENT: We will now consider the re-
ggf of the First Committee on agenda item 120 [A/34/
56].

96. Mr. KOCHUBEY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re-
public) (interpretation from Russian): In the First Com-
mittee we indicated that we had joined the sponsors of
the draft resolution. That is not appropriately reflected
in the summary record. I wish that to be corrected and
the record to show that my country is a sponsor of this
draft resolution.

97. The PRESIDENT: The record will reflect the re-
marks_of the representative of the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic.

98. The Assembly will now vote on the draft resolu-
tion entitled **Adoption of a sec’aration on interna-
tional cg operation for disarmament’’, recommended
by the First Committee in paragraph 6 of its report. A
recorded vote has beer: requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour- Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Solivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape
Verde, Central African Re](J:ublic, Chad, Chile, Com-
oros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslo-
vakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,® Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Lib-

an Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
aldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Re-
ublic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
ganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of

® The delegation of Kenya subsequently informed the Secretariat
that it wished to have its vote recorded as an abstention.
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Soviet Sccialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstainig: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Repub-
lic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Zaire.

The draft resolution was adopted by 116 votes to
none, with 27 abstentions (resclution 34/88).

99. The PRESIDENT: I shall now call upon those
repzresentanves wishing to explain their vote after the
vote.

100. Mr. MENDEZ-MONTENEGRO (Guatemala)
(interpretation from Spanish): The delegation of
Guatemala wishes to explain its vote in favour of the
draft resolution in document A/34/756 on the adoption
of a declaration on international co-operation for
disarman:ent.

101. In the First Cormmittee we abstained in the vote
on the drafi resolution. My delegation has now voted in
favour of the draft because we accept the principles and
pu.poses of the draft resolution. However, we wish to
place on record cur reservations on section IV of the
operative part as regards the reference to means at the
end of operative paragraph 2, because this signifies
authorization by an Organization created for the
maintenance of peace, security and the peaceful settle-
ment of disputes, of the use of force.

102. Mr. RAHHALI (Morocco) (interpretation from
French): The delegation of Morocco abstained in the
vote of the draft resolution on the adoption of a declara-
tion on international co-operation for disarmament. [
wish to say that my country firmly supports any initia-
tive designed to promote concerted efforts and interna-
tional co-operation for the implementation of the deci-
sions and recommendations of the first special session
of the General Assembly to be devoted to disarmament.
Morocco agrees with most of the elements contained in
the draft declaration that has just been adopted. For
that reason we wish to pay a tribute to the delegation of
Czechoslovakia for its praiseworthy efforts. However,

{py delegation was unable to vote in favour of the draft
or the following reasons.

103. First, my delegation considers that in principle
the drafting of a declaration of such importance and of
such wide-ranging scope as the Czechoslovak text re-
quires careful preparation, and at this stafge we wish to
recall the manner in which important declarations have
been drafted in the past—for example, the Declaration
on Principles of International Law concerning F nendgf
Relations and_Co-operation amon%\lStates in accord-
ance with the Charter of the United Nations [resolution
2625 (XXV), annex] and the Declaration contained in
the Final Document of the tenth special session of the
General Assembly, devoted to disarmament [resolution
S-10/2, sect. .

104. Secondly, my delegation considers it preferable
and indeed necessary for such a declaration to be
adopted by consensus.

105. Mr. HULINSKY (Czechoslovakia): By adoPt-
ing the Declaration on International Co-operation for
Disarmament the General Assembly has reaffirmed its
determination to persevere on the road towards tie
strengthening of peace, security and mutual confidence
among States. We believe that with this Declaration the
United Nations has taken another step towards unify-
ing its efforts for the attainment of its most fundamental
objf(:cttwes* as set out in the Charter, among which the
task of saving succeeding generations from the scourge
of war ranks first.

106. Interrationalco- ﬁperation,in the field of disarma-
ment, just as in other elds of international life, is a

uestion of primary importance. The strengthening and

eepening of that co-operation, which is the purpose of
the Declaration just adopted, is the basic prerequisite
for progress. If the international community does not
embrace the task of mutual beneficial active co-
operation in the field of disarmament it may go too far
along the road of continuing armaments and dangerous
military confrontation. The Declaration should there-
fore serve as a political and moral code of international
co-operation in the field of disarmament. Its Furpose is
to be an effective instrument that will assist States in
unifying their efforts for the solution of the pressing
problems of disarmament and in finding common ap-
proaches to the achievement of that objective in a con-
structive spirit and on the basis of the political princi-
ples of mutual co-operation.

107. That basic idea, which was the intent behind and
a starting-point for the elaboration of the Declaration,
was expressed on 1 May 1979 by the President of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, Gustdy Husdk. The
idea was also an expression of the peaceful aspirations
of our people, which, like other European peoples,
experienced the immense suffering and dismption of
two world wars. It was also a reflection of the firm and
consistent policy of peace pursued by my country,
which, as was this year emphasized before the Assem-
bly by the Czechcslovak Foreign Minister, Bohuslav
Chrioupek, Las

“‘no aspiration other than to continue consistentl
along the road of peaceful, dynamic policies on whicK
we have started, to open up new horizons of broad
international co-operation, to direct people towards
what brings them closer together, and away from
what divides them, and to overcome patiently the
Sg‘t’llﬂicts among peoples. . .’ [10th meeting, para.

hat is why we, are also deeply concerned by the fact
that, instead of the needed progress in disarmament,

new programmes of increased armaments arise in direct
contradiction of all the peace efforts of the international
community. These very plans could in fact throw doubt
on the seriousness of the peace efforts exerted by the
United Nations, and on the authority of the Final Docu-
ment of the tenth special session of the General Assem-
blK’ devoted to disarmament. Therefore any steps
taken by the United Nations in support of the aims of
disarmament cannot, as sometimes happens, be des-
cribed as superfiuous.

108, The elaboration and adoption of the Declaration
on International Co-operation for Disarmament is an
important positive result of a long-term process of
negotiation in which the decisive role has been played
by the constructive approach and understanding of the
ove_rwhelml%m%gom of States Members of this Cr-

anization. The Czechoslovak delegation would like

rst of all to express its high appreciation and gratitude
to all those delegations that sponsored the Declaration

in the %?litical and security Committee of the General
Assembly, mspired by thé same concern, views and



97th meeting—11 December 1979 1799

motivations as inspire us. Hence our particular thanks
o to the delegations of Afghanistan, Angola, Benin,
uba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, the
German Democratic Republic, Grenada, Guinea,
Guyana, Hungary, Indonesia, Jordan, the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Madagascar, Mongolia, Mozam-

bici)u_e, Poland, Qatar, the Sudan, the S{{ian Arab Re-
g{u lic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist epublic, Viet
am and Yemen.

109. Equally, we want to express our genuine

ratitude to our closest allies and friends, the countries
%f the socialist community, for their full and un-

equivocal support for the Declaration during the whole
process of its elaboration and adoption.

110. Our sincere thanks go to all the countries of Asia,
Africa and Latin America that supported the Declara-
tion in the true spirit of the traditional mutual solidarity

and ¢ -op%ration. Specifically, we are grateful to the
non-aligned countries, whos€ valuable assistance and

Sligpgorit)played an important positive role in the drafting
of the Declaration.

111. We should like to believe that the countries of the
Western group, on whose positions degends to a large
degree the possibility of progress in the field of disarma-
ment, also understand the principal purpose of the Dec-
laration just adopted, despite their possible reserva-
tions of some of its provisions.

112.  The important idea of constructive international
co-operation among States for the achievement of the
aims of disarmament has found apgropriate expression
in the Declaration. We trust that this positive step will
facilitate the achievement of the necessary progress
and will contribute to intensive negotiations and to the
gradual attainment of the objectives of real disarma-
ment set out in the Programme of Action at last year’s
tenth special session of the General Assembly, which
was devoted to disarmament [resolution S-10/2, sect.
II1]. The next special session, to be held in 1982, will

pro(\j/ide the first measure of progress reached along this
road.

113. The PRESIDENT: I thank the delegation of
Czechoslovakia for the timely initiative it took leading
to the adoption of this important comprehensive Decla-
ration. We shall now consider the report of the First
Committee on agenda item 121 [A/34/757]. The Assem-
bly will now take up the draft resolution entitled *‘Is-
raeli nuclear armament’’, recommended by the First
Committee in paragraph 7 of its report. In explanation
of vote before the vote, I call on the representative of
Israel. I first call on the representative of Kuwait on a
point of order.

114. Mr. IMAM (Kuwait): Mr. President, ycu re-
minded us at the beginning of the meeting that those
representatives who explained their vote in the Com-
mittee could not do so in the plenary meeting, unless
they wished to change their vote. Could you ascertain
whether the representative of Israel wishes to change
his vote or whether his purpose is to disregard the ruling
of the General Assembly.

115. The PRESIDENT: I wish to point out to the
representative of Kuwait that the General Assembly
has not adopted a firm decision. It has adopted a recom-
mendation in that regard. It ha_ appealed to delegations
as far as possible not to explain their vote in the Com-
mittee and in the plenary meeting on the same item.
This, however, does not exclude the possibility of any
delegation, or a number of delegations, explaining their
vote on the same item both in the Committee and in the

plenary meeting, if they wish to do so. I cail on the
representative of Israel.

116. Mr. BLUM (Israel): I should like to say, on a
point of clarification, that my delegation did not explain
its vote in the Committee. The draft resolution con-
tained in document A/34/757, though draped in sheep’s
clothing, is a continuation of the Iragi initiative of a year
ago. That initiative was criticized by the Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute [SIPRI] and was
adopted with manifest reluctance at the thirty-third ses-
sion of the General Assembly.

117. By abandoning mention of conventional
weapons and by accusing Israel of either trying to ac-
quire or of possessing a nuclear capability, Iraq has now
shifted into a safer area of siander, where it can offer
hearsay, rumour and speculation as ‘‘irrefutable evi-
dence’’. The draft resolution does precisely this in its
first preambular paragraph.

118. No ‘‘increasing information and evidence’
whatsoever has been produced to substantiate the
sponsor’s allegation that Israel is ‘‘aiming at the acqui-
sition and development of nuclear weapons’’. Indeed,
attention is being deliberately diverted from the very
real efforts being made by Iraq, Litya and Pakistan to
establish a nuclear axis.

119. The condemnation of Israel in operative
Earagraph 4 is thus based on an empty allegation which

as not been proved, except perhaps to the satisfaction
of Iraq and its allies.

120. Other _operative aragraphs, articularl
paragraph 3, single out Isragl fo% sgema.l e?chortation%

and treatment. Israel has enumerated in the First Com-
mittee a long list of 87 Member States of the United
Nations which, in one way or another, are in the same
position as Israel. Operative paragraph 3 of this draft
resolution, therefore, discriminates clearly against
Israel, instead of addressing its call to the majority of
Member States of this Organization.

121.  The hypocrisy contained in this draft resolution
reaches its height in the list of the sponsors, the major-
ity of whom do not comply and have no intention of
cqrﬁplying with what Israel is called upon to comply
with.

122. ~ Operative paragraphs 6 and 7 underwrite the
continuation of the injustice of singling Israel out. The
Secretary-General is requested to establish a study
group to grepare a study of Israel's ‘‘nuclear arma-
ment’’ and only Israel’s, without regard to that of any
other country, and then to report to the next session of
the General Assembly and to the one after that, the
thirty-sixth session. To make matters worse, an impar-
tial study has been rendered impossible by the prejudi-
cial language of the terms of reference under which the
study in question is to be prepared, As if that were not
enough, over a quarter of a million dollars from the
United Nations’ overstretched budget is to be wasted
on this wholiy unwarranted project, when real
humanitarian and social needs have had to go
unattended.

123, Israel wishes to take this opportunity of reaf-
firming our consciousness of the danger to the survival
of mankind presented by the existence and proliferation
of nuclear weapons. Hence, Israel rcmains faithful to
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its commitment to prohibit and prevent the spread of
such weapons.

124. Evensince the problem of nuclear armament was
raised at the United Nations, Israel has consistently
supported resolutions with that aim. Thus, in 1968,
Israel voted in favour of General Assembly resolution
2373 (XXII) in the matter of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. We supported that
resolution in the belief that practical and satisfactory
solutions would be found for the prevention of nuclear
weapons proliferation.

125. As far as Israel is concerned, direct negotiations
with the participation of all the States in the Middle East
region could commence without pre-conditions at any
time and in any place. Such negotiations could contrib-
ute significantly to the implementation of a process
leading to the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middie East in the manner by which the
Tlatelolco Treaty for Latin America was achieved.”

126. In this connexion, it should be noted that in a
recent vote in the First Committee on another nuclear-
weapon-free zone, a significant group of States ab-
stained on the ground that ‘‘insufficient consultations
have taken place among the countries’ of the region
concerned. As one of the representatives explained in
that Committee on 21 November 1979, his couantry’s
abstention was in line with the ‘‘basic approach that
initiatives and decisions on nuclear-weapon-free zones
cannot be taken against the will of the States directly
concerned but must be freely and voluntarily pursued
by all of them’.

127. In the Middle East today, two paraliel processes
are taking place—peace-making and warmongering.
These processes have distinct ramifications with regard
to disarmament in the region.

128. On the one hand, there is an ominous threat to
peace in the region in the frenetic arms build-up by the
‘rejectionist’’ Arab States. The ‘‘Eastern Front”
alone—S%ria, Iraq, Jordan, Saudi Arabia and_ other
Arab Gulf States—created by those reiectionist States,
is at present e}sulvalent to the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization [NATO] in terms of manpower and tanks,
and already possesses twice as much artillery as
NATO. The staggering number of petrodollars ac-
cumulated by certain Middle Eastern countries has be-
come a significant and an independent factor, with a
momentum of its own, which both accelerates and esca-
lates the arms race.

129. On the other hand, during the last 12 months, we
have witnessed an historic breakthrough in the Arab-
Israel conflict with the signing of the Israel-Egypt Peace
Treaty.® As the current SIPRI Yearbook points out,
there is a self-evident link between that Treaty and the
reduction of the military budgets of Israel and Egypt.
For its part, Israel, in 1978, reduced its military budget
by 23 per cent. In these circumstances, we regret that
these significant measures contributing to confidence-
building in the Middle East have not been reciprocated
by other Arab States. We also regret that the First
Committee, devoted as it is to the cause of disarma-
ment, did not take the opportunity of commending the

7 Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America.
United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 634, No. 9068, p. 326.

® Treaty of Peace between the Arab Republic of Egypt and the
State of Israel, signed at Washington on 26 March 1979.

example set by Israel and Egypt to other States in the
region.

130. The draft resolution before us now is intended to
exploit, for partisan and belligerent ends, the genuine
concern felt by various States about the proliferation of
nuclear weapons. At its root, however, it is in reality
nothing but a vehicle for the continuation of the anti-
Israel political warfare conducted by the Arab States
and their supporters at the United Nations. Conse-
quently, the draft is in flagrant violation of the United
Nations Charter and all it stands for, since it turns the
Organization against its very raison d’étre, namely, the
promotion of international peace. Israel will, therefore,
vote against this draft resolution and treat it with the
disdain it deserves.

131. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on the draft resolution entitled “‘Israeli nuclear arma-
ment,”” recommended by the First Committee in
Egragraph 7 of its report [A/34/757). The report of the

ifth Committee on the administrative and financial
implications of the draft resoluticn is contained in docu-

ment A/34/814. A recorded vote has been requested.
A recorﬁed vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Chad, China, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Repub-
lic, Ghana, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Re-
public, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mo;ambiqtp;e, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and To-
bago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Came-
roon, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Belgium, Denmark, Guatemala, Honduras,
Iceland, Israel, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway,
United States of America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bolivia,
Burma, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile,
Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Fiji, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Haiti, Ireland,
Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Liberia, Malawi, Nepal,
New Zealand, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines,
Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain, Suriname, Swazi-
land, Sweden, Thailand, United Kingdom of Great Bri-
tain and Northern Ireland, Upper Volta, Uruguay.

The draft resolution was adopted by 97 votes to 10,
with 38 abstentions (resolution 34/89).

132. The PRESIDENT: A number of representatives
have asked to be allowed to exercise the right of reply.
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Before calling on them, I should like to remind them of
the General Assembly’s decision [4th meeting, para.
350] limiting to 10 minutes, in respect of any one item,
the time used for this purpose. I should also like to
remind them of another decision by the General Assem-
bly that any subsequent statement should be limited to
five minutes. I intend to apply those decisions strictly.

133. Mr. POJANI (Albania): The delegation of the
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania expressed its
viewpoint on disarmament problems in the course of
the debate that took place in the First Committee during
October and November last year. Now that the perti-
nent resciutions have been adopted by the General
Assembly and with your permission, Mr. President, the
Albanian delegation considers it necessary to present
briefly some o. the reasons and considerations by which
it was led during the vote.

134. First of all, we should like to point out, as we did
in the First Committee, that we have voted in favour of
the draft resolution on Israeli nuclear armament con-
tained in document A/34/757, and by this vote we wish
to reiterate the stand of our country in condemning the
warmongering policy and activities of Israel. We con-
demn that country’s aims and efforts to strengthen its
war machine and intensify its preparations for new
aggression against the Arab countries. We consider that
the efforts of the Israeli Zionists in the field of nuclear
armament further increase the dangers to peace and
international security.

135. The Albanian delegation would like at the same
time to express its strong condemnation of the activities
of the racist régime of South Africa in the field of
nuclear armament. The nuclear programme of the Pre-
toria régime is a great danger to peace and security in
Africa and in the entire world. The Albanian delegation
also condemns the collaboration of the imperialist Pow-
ers with, and their aid to the racists of South Africa in
carrying out their nuclear programme.

136. We deem it necessary to state at the same time
that the Albanian delegation has not participated in the
vote on draft resolution A—on the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa—
contained in document A/34/745 and this is in line with
our stand on all resolutions concerning the creation of
the so-called nuclear-weapon-free zones in various
parts of the world. As we have made clear on other
occasions, thie Albanian delegation does not participate
in the voting on such resolutions. We hold that the
creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones does not remove
the danger posed by nuclear weapons. That idea has
been and is being used by the imperialist super-Powers
to create the false impression that peoples can be safe,
provided they participate in the formation of a so-called
nuclear-weapon-free zone. This is despite the fact that
imperialists and social-imperialists—the most danger-
ous enemies of the people—reserve nuclear weapons
for themselves and exercise pressure and blackmail
through them.

137. The Albanian delegation would like to place on
record our stand regarding draft resolution F in docu-
ment A/34/755 on strategic arms limitation talks. Al-
bania should not be considered as having taken part in
the consensus on this issue. Our delegation cannot go
along with the *‘satisfaction’” expressed in this resolu-
tion regarding the demagogic statements of the two
super-Powers, the United States and the Soviet Union,
about their alleged readiness to reduce the existing

stockpiles of nuclear weapons. We think that the
agreement resulting from the second series of the
strategic arms limitation talks, known as SALT II, can
by no means be considered a forward step in the field of
disarmament.

138. We have voted against the draft resolution on the
conclusion of an international convention on the
strengthening of guarantees of security to non-nuclear-
weapons States, contained in document A/34/753, be-
cause we do not believe that suggestions made in that
draft resolution will remove or reduce the dangers
posed by the nuclear weapons and the policies of the
super-Powers for the non-nuclear-weapon States.

139. For the same reason, we have voted against the
draft resolution presented by the United States and
contained in document A/34/754. We consider that
these two resolutions aim at legalizing nuclear black-
mail on the part of the two super-Powers against non-
nuclear-weapon States.

140. The Albanian delegation has not participated in
the voting on a number of resolutions concerning dis-
armament. We have had the opportunity on previous
occasions to explain our reasons for taking such a
stand. We are of the opinion that it is quite clear by now
that disarmament cannot be accomplished. by discus-
sion and resolutions. It is an undeniable fact that the
more said about disarmament and the greater the
number of resolutions adopted, the more intensive the
arms race grows.

141. Thus, although resolutions are constantly being
adopted, the world is not moving towards disarma-
ment. It may even be said that a number of resolutions
on disarmament are used by the imperialist super-
Powers to camouflage their arms race and their
hegemonistic policy and preparations for war.

142. It is for the same reasons that we should like to
state that our delegation did not join the consensus ona
number of resolutions adopted today.

143. Mr. NUSEIBEH (Jordan): I wish to express at
the outset my delegation’s deep appreciation to all the
countries which have shown such incisive awareness of
what we are talking about. But I must also confess that
am totally baffled by the attitude of some of the
countries which have either voted against the draft
resolution or abstained in the vote.

144. I think that not all of us realize that we are liter-
ally playing with fire. If there is one issue that poses
imminent, present and continuing danger, it is Israel’s
nuclearization. In my opinion—and this is in answer to
the Ambassador of Israel—this question transcends
politics and conflicts in the Middle East, because it has
universal dimensions that concern the entire world and
it may very well, some day, somehow, bring about a
nuclear holocaust not only to the Middle East region
and beyond but also to the entire world.

145. We are convinced that, in transferring the con-
ceptual framework of the East-West strategic game to
the Middle East, the most serious consideration must
be paid to ensuring that the concept is not allowed to
affect regional conditions. We are now talking about
one of the most volatile and highly explosive regions of
the world, which is fundamentally different and must be
subject to far greater limitations and strictures.
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146. There is a difference—not in degree, but in
kind—between armaments for self-defence and nuclear
weaponry.

147. Whether Israel is maintaining its ratio of capabil-
ity or has indeed chosen the nuclear option and ac-
quired its own arsenal as a means of achieving its politi-
cal and strategic objectives is not the crux of the matter,
even though almost all knowledgeable people are
tlt:orqu%hly convinced on the basis of credible evidence
that it has.

148. In my statement before the 32nd meeting of the
First Committee, I cited almost incontrovertible evi-
dence derived from American intelligence, from re-
cords of the United States Congress, indeed from a
statement by a former President of Israel delivered on
television, and from a statement only a month ago bya
very senior Israeli military official who, on a visit to
South Africa, openly admitted that Israel had acquired
the nuclear capability. Therefore, we are not talkingina
vacuum; we are talking about reality. Indeed, our own
people under occupation have been told, and one of our
mayors was told by his counterpart: “If you do not
agree to our conditions, we shall let loose our nuclear
arsenal and let the world explode.”

149. Some have asked why it is that Israel has been
singled out. Israel has been singled out because there is
overwhelming—almost incontrovertible—evidence
that it has acquired a nuclear arsenal. '

150. Secondly, the Ambassador of Israel asked why
the parties concerned did not come to an agreement S0
as to achieve denuclearization of the area. My answer is
that this question pertains to the whole world; it is a
universal problem and does not concern merely two,
three or four parties. When we signed and ratified the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
[resolution 2373 (XXII), annex], we did not have to

negotiate with anyone, because it was a matter of uni-
versal importance to all.

151. Knowing full well that Israel has acquired a
nuclear capability and is building up its arsenal, as has
been proved in our discussions in the First Committee,
I think that the allocation of $160,000 is a very, very
small price to pay to save humanity from the horrors of
a nuclear war.

152. What can the world say when a great country like
India, with 700 million people, is told “"Do not developa
nuclear capability’’, when Brazil, a great country with
150 million people, is told not to develop a nuclear
capability, while Israel has been permitted—and in fact
has been aided—to acquire and enhance its nuclear
capability? How can we explain this double standard?

153. All that we ask is, to begin with, that the world
community be allowed to ascertain for itself, through
neutral inspection, the facts of the case. Secondly, we
are requesting that there should be international inspec-
tion of Israeli nuclear installations.

154. I know that in 1967 one Israeli Mirage was shot
down—and it was identified as Israeli—over the Di-
mona installation, because simply overflying that area
was considered dangerous and an intrusion.

155. Israel has refused international inspection; Israel
has refused to ratify the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

=

Israel is continuing to acquire by all means, fair and
foul, the fissionable material with which it can expand
its nuclear capability.

156. This is, in my opinion, one of the most moment-
ous decisions that the General Assembly has taken
today—and history will prove this—and we are grateful
to the vast majority of this General Assembly for realiz-
ing the terrible dangers that lurk behind Israel’s acquisi-
tion of nuclear capability.

157. Mr. BAFI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic):
We are now certain that Israel possesses the nuclear
weapon and that it chose that weapon as being essential
for the execution of its aggressive and expansionist
policy—a policy of occupation of Palestine and of the
territories of three neighbouring Arab States, in contra-
vention of the resolutions of the United Nations which
call for the withdrawal of Israel from those territories.
We need not repeat here the highly specific information
that was submitted by the representative of Iraq in the
course of the discussion of this item in the First Com-
mittee. Iraq and the 38 other countries which submitted
this draft resolution wish to eliminate the danger of
nuclear arms from the region of the Middle East, and
this is why those States have introduced the draft res-
olution in question in the First Committee, hoping that
the other States would understand the noble aims they
sought. In that connexion, the delegation of Iraq, on
behalf of the sponsors of that draft resolution, warmly
thanks all the States which supported it in the convic-
tion that the draft resolution contains valid material and
because of their profound understanding of the objec-
tives of the United Nations in the field of disarmament
and particularly nuclear disarmament. -

158. As for the countries which abstained during the
vote, we feel that that shows a positive and not a nega-
tive attitude.

159. Mr. BURWIN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (in-
terpretation from Arabic): I should like to apologize for
speaking at this late hour, but I think that it is necessary
to express certain truths clearly.

160, Co-operation between Libya and Pakistan in the
nuclear field is devoted to peaceful activities and Libya
has signed the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of

Nuclear Weapons.

161. On the other hand, co-operation between Israel
and South Africa in the nuclear field and their acquisi-
tion of uranium, by legal or by illegal means, is well
known. If Israel is right, why does the Israeli rep-
resentative fear studies on its nuclear armament? As
regards military budgets and quantities of arms, I wish
to state that the quantities which are at the disposal of
the Zionist entity, which only has 3 million inhabitants,
go well beyond the armaments of many countries with
populations of more than 50 million inhabitants.

162. In this connexion, the Israeli newspaper Davar
stated on 24 July 1978 the following:

““The American arms control agency has stated
that between 1967 and 1976 Israel was the second
largest importer of arms in the world. It has also
stated that, in 1976, 38 per cent of the gross national
product of Israel was devoted to armaments. The
share for security in the Israeli budget in 1967
reached 40 per cent of governmental expenditures.
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The proportion of military personnel to population is
larger in Israel than in any other country.”

163. The Israeli newspaper Al Hamismar quoted Shi-
mon Peres on 3 May 1977 as saying that the available
Isragli armaments far exceeded Israel’s immediate
needs. While giving his approval to the criticisms ex-
pressed, he could not ignore the strong efforts made
over the last three years to double the number of mili-
tary personnel. Thus, the human potential was in-
creased by 40 per cent, the number of tanks has been
increased by 50 per cent and the air and naval forces
have increased by 55 per cent.

164. The difference between Israel and the other
countries of the third world is that Israel, by various
means, is obtaining great quantities of arms as gifts and
aid from the United States of America. -

165. The New York Times of 15 September 1979,
reporc'ltmg the visit of the Israeli Minister of Defence,
stated:

‘*. . . the Administration last year agreed to sell
Israel 75 F-16s, but the Israeli Air Force is interested
in replacing its entire force of older American F-4 jets
in the 1990s.™"?

166. No mention is made of denuclearized zones and
they have not yet been created, in certain regions of
South Asia, for example. As for the Peace Treaty be-
tween Israel and Egypt, it did not bring peace. On the
contrary, it has contributed to making the problem
more complex, contravenes the resolutions of the Arab
Summit Conferences, the Islamic Conference and the
United Nations, and has been condemned at all levels,
and most recently by the General Assembly.

167. The representative of the Zionist entity has just
told us that he was going to deal with this resolution
with the contempt that it deserves. This is not surpris-
ing, because we are accustomed to that entity’s con-
tempt for the resolutions of the United Nations. The
time has come to apply sanctions against all those who
do not respect the wilYof the international community
represented by the General Assembly.

168. Mr. BLUM (Israel): It is not surprising that the
representative of Iraq, leading the Arab rejectionist
troika—Libya, Syria and Irag—has bellowed forth alle-
gations of an Israeli arms build-up. What better way
exists to divert members’ attention from the fact that
$48 billion has been spent on arms by Arab States since
73? The most dramatic build-up, according to the
New York Times of 4 March 1979, has been by three of
the so-called rejectionist Arab States, Syria, Iraq and
Libya, all of which refuse to negotiate with Israel.

169. Indeed, Iraq has set out to become the strongest
military Power in western Asia. In this context it has
been looking for ways to extend its spheres of influence.
In the first place, Iraq seeks hegemony in the Arab
world. It wilF be recalled in this respect that Iraq walked
out of the Summit Conference of the National Front for
Steadfastness and Confrontation, held at Tripoli in De-
cember 1977, insisting on even more extreme action.
Iraqg’s inter-Arab ambitions came a step closer to reali-
zation when a year later, in November 1978, the Bagh-
dad Conference of rejectionist Arab States set out its
objectives in its struggle against peace in the Middle
East. Secondly, Iraq seeks to dominate the Eastern
Front, a military alliance of Arab rejectionist States

? Quoted in English by the speaker.

bent on destroying the peace process now under way in
the Middle East. Andlj finally, Iragi hegemonism in
what is perhaps its most obvious direction, points to-
wards the Persian Gulf and the smaller Arab States
there. Because of its strategic location, Iraq wishes to
see itself in a position where it can dominate those
States, which are smaller in size and population. Iraq’s
ambitions centre, in particular, on the waterways of the
Persian Gulf and its littoral, since they control 65 per
cent of the world’s oil exports.

170. In this context, members may recall an amusing
incident that happened this summer. In the midst of the

asoline shortage, when New Yorkers were waiting in
ong lines to fill their tanks, none other than Iraq called
for an urgent meeting of the United Nations Committee
on Relations with the Host Country to air its special
grievance. I refer to document A/AC.154/180, of 6 J uly
1979. When the meeting was summoned, the rep-
resentative of Iraq complained that the gasoline
shortage was affecting the work of his Mission. The
Deputy Permanent Representative of Iraq, represent-
ing a leading radical among oil producers, therefore
requested special treatment for his diplomats. One of
his suggestions was to allow Mission vehicles the right
to go directly to the head of any gas line. Perhaps the
Iraqi delegation should have arranged to send an oil
tanker directly from the Persian Gulf for its own indi-
vidual use.

171. In order to realize its ambitions, Irac, has since
1973 embarked on a road of arms acquisition on a scale
affordable only by countries which can barter oil for
arms. The military balance reports of 1978-1979.
;S)ubh_shed by the International Institute of Strategic

tudies in London, records a 25 per cent increase in
Iraq’s military budget. The New York Times elaborated
on this hu%g increase in military expenditure in its re-
port of 4 March 1979. There we learn that Iraq has
doubled both its ground and air forces, increased its
anti-aircraft missile batteries from 3 to 50 and virtually
tripled its helicopter fleet. Moreover, a Reuters report
of 31 October 1979 gives cause for even greater con-
cern. The report informs us of the decision to send 75
Vietnamese combat pilots to strengthen the Iraqi Air
Force in return for a loan of $70 million.

172. Iraq’s army and armament constitute today the
backbone of the Eastern Front against Israel. The Iraqi
navy, too, has undergone considerable expansion. The
Christian Science Monitor recently quoted reliable dip-
lomatic sources to the effect that iraq is determined to
assert itself as a dominant Power in the oil-rich Persian
Gulf and has begun doubling the size of its navy.

173. It is not surprising that Iraq should take the lead
in making allegations concerning Israel’s armament. It
is, after all, a thinly veiled effort to conceal the fact that
much of the world’s latest and most sophisticated
weaponry makes its debut in the Middle East in the
bottomless arsenals of the Iragi army.

174. Libya has leapt into this debate. Libya is re-
ported by SIPRI to be the largest importer of arms in
North Africa. Only recently, the Washington Post of 30
July 1979 noted the sale of arms in the value of more
than $1 billion to Libya by the Soviet Union. Such arms
transactions continue despite the fact that Libya's army
is unable to absorb and integrate these huge arsenals of
sophisticated weapons. None the less, those weapons
do not lie idly around. Some 3,000 Soviet military advis-
ers and technicians, as well as North Korean pilots and
maintenance personnel, are reported by the New York
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Times of 14 October 1979 to be overseeing this vast
potential of destruction. Such a bottomless pit of
weaponry no doubt encouraged Libya’s ambitions for
hegemonism in certain areas of Africa. Libya has in-
stalled itself in the uranium-rich region of Aozou in
Chad since 1973 and, when the overthrow of Uganda’s
nefarious dictator Idi Amin was imminent, Libya dis-
patched weapons and soldiers in an attempt to save his
collapsing regime.

175. In view of the formidable quantities of arms de-
ployed in Libya and the way in which they have been
used, the remonstrances of that country’s representa-
tive must be taken with a grain of salt, to say the least.
This vast accumulation of the most sophisticated in-
struments of death best explains Colonel Al Qadaffi’s
boast that the Libyans—and I am quoting from a Lib-
yan news agency release of 8 October 1977—"‘are a
people that goes to war as easily as it goes to a party’’.

176. The representative of the Palestinian Arab State
of Jordan reminded us of the danger of flames that could
erupt in our region. I invite him to remove the blinkers
from his eyes to look around in all directions in the
Middle East and to ascertain for himself where these
dangers and these flames emanate from.

177. Mr. NAIK (Pakistan): In the statement that the
representative of Israel made earlier, before the adop-
tios of the resolution on agenda item 121, he referred to
what he described as a ‘‘nuclear axis” between Iraq,
Libya and Pakistan. I have asked tobe allowed to spe

in order to reject categorically this baseless assertion. It
is evidently a clumsy attempt on the part of the Israeli
representative to divert the attention of the world com-
munity from his country’s nuclear weapons program-
me.

178. I take this opportunity to declare once again that
Pakistan's nuclear programme is entirely for peaceful
purposes. It is based on entirely indigenous financial
resources and is not dependent on external financing or
assistance.

179. In conclusion, Pakistan’s commitment to the
cause of nuclear non-proliferation is second to none,
and indeed my delegation is grateful to the members of
the General Assembly who just a few minutes ago gave
overwhelming support to the initiative that Pakistan has
been taking on behalf of the cause of nuclear non-
proliferation in South Asia and in our region.

180. Mr. NUSEIBEH (Jordan): I started my state-
ment in the exercise of my right of reply by saying that
the subject matter before us far transcends politics or
re%ion_al conflicts. The representative of occupied
Palestine has tried to divert the attention of the General
Assembly to irrelevant issues and, even on that score,
he was totally inaccurate.

181. According to all credible reports which we, and I
am sure my colleagues, read and which the Israelis do
not deny, Israel’s military capability in the conven-
tional weapons field is now such that it is able to cope
with the combined forces of all the Arab States. The 3
million Israelis are in a position, according to the claim
made by monitoring experts, to deal with and to over-
come the combined forces of the whole Arab world. At
any rate, his statement is a purely diversionary one. Isit
not enough that the representative of occupied
Palestine should not only not repent of having uprooted

a whole people from its country and usurped its land,
but is continuin% in that vein in total disregard of inter-
national law, of international conventions, of United
Nations resolutions and is now lecturing us on interna-
tional law and on peace? We have done everything in
our power to bring about an equitable and just peace,
and all our efforts have been daghed by the ambition ofa
few lunatics who want nothing less than the total occu-
pation of the whole of occupied Palestine and Trans-
jordan at a later stage. Thisis a policy of hegemonism,
all the more dangerous because the Israelis have delib-
erately introduced the nuclear component into this
dangerous policy. Their policy is bound to undermine
non-proliferation. It is bound to undermine the moral
fabric of denuclearization. It is bound to encourage a
polarization in world affairs, in which those who feel
that they are threatened by nuclear weapons will be
seeking nuclear umbrellas for protection.

182. I hope that this General Assembly will realize
what a dangerous and serious situation we are facing
today when this nuclear danger hovers over our heads.
If the Israelis are thinking in terms of another Masada,
which involved between 100 and 200 people, they
should realize that we are now talking in terms of 100
million to 200 million—if not several hundred million—
victims of a nuclear holocaust, and this problem that I
have referred to is one of the issues of paramount im-
nortance that the General Assembly has confronted and
tackled during this current session.

183. They are still continuing to uproot our people.
They are seizing the lands on even the occupied West
Bank and in Gaza, which are only a tiny portion of
occupied Palestine, and yet the Israelis claim that they
are trying to bring about peace. We have done every-
thing in our power to bring about peace in accordance
with United Nations resolutions, but not the peace of
the grave, not the peace that comes from having an
entire population driven out of its country to live in the
wilderness of nowhere.

184. That is no peace 'f they want surrender, we will
never surrender. We shall regain our legitimate rights
and return to our country, and the nuclear capability
that Israel has acquired to prevent the redemption of
our rights is not going to prevent us from regaining
those legitimate rights in our ancestral homeland.

185. Mr. BAFI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic):

The allegations of the Zionist entity, in its continuing

attempt to include in the debate subjects which are not

ﬁart of the item—Israeli nuclear armament—are well
nown.

186. The international community has condemned the
Zionist entity because it has repressed the Palestinian
people and prevented it from returning to its homeland,
despite the United Nations resolutions recognizing its
right to self-determination and to the establishment of
an independent State, the latest of which is resolution
34/65 A, adopted by the General Assembly on 29
November last.

187. It is the Zionist entity, and not Iraq, which is
condemned by the overwhelming majority of the inter-
national community, because Israel continues to refuse
to withdraw from the occupied Palestinian and other
occupied Arab territories.
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188. As for Israeli nuclear armament, that too was
condemned by the United Nations last year. The Zion-
Ist representative is desperately trying, by lies, to cast
doubt on the clear policy of Iraq, which has faith in the
effective independence and sovereignty of every Arab
country and is striving, in a ridiculous manner, to
spread discord between Iraq and the brotherly Arab
countries, that have only one enemy, the occupier of
their land.

189. Mr. BLUM (Is: ael): The Iraqi representative has
again attempted to divert attention from his country’s
frenetic armaments race. The Iragi army has since 1973
. undergone the most impressive expansion of all the
Arab armies, and now has a total of 11 combat divi-
sions. Though Iraq has virtually unlimited access to
Soviet weaponry, it too has shown a tendency to di-
versify its sources of supply in order to acquire Western
technologies, particularly with regard to air power and
anti-tank weapons.

190. The Iraqi air force has nearly doubled its numeri-
cal strength since the Yom Kippur War. through the
addition of large quantities of the most sophisticated
Soviet fighters and bombers, including 90 MIG-23s,
Sukhoi-20s and TU-22s, which are capable of bombing
targets in Israel from Iraqi air bases. According to re-
cently published reports, negotiations are in an ad-
vanced stage with the USSR for the supply of Ilyushin-
76 transport aircraft and 36 Mirage F-1 combat aircraft
have recently been purchased from France.

191. The Iraqi land forces have expanded tremen-
dously, with the absorption of some 1,000 tanks—mostly
T-62s—hundreds of armoured personnel carriers and
artillery pieces, SCUD surface-to-surface missiles, a
variety of night-fighting and electronic warfare equip-
ment and an advanced anti-tank system based on MI-
LAN and HOT missiles, some mounted on French
Panhard armoured personnel carriers and others on
French Gazelle helicopters. Negotiations are in pro-
gress with the Soviet Union for the delivery of T-72
tanks and other sophisticated items.

192. The Iraqi potential for dispatckir:g an expeditio-
nary force to Israel’s north-eastern fisn: in time of war
has doubled since the Yom Kippur War. With a modem
fleet of West German tank carriers and an improved
road and rail network which today links Irag with
Jordan and Syria, the Iragis are now capable of rapidly
transporting a force of some five divisions—including
1,300 tanks, hundreds of armoured personnel carriers,
artillery pieces, surface-to-air missile batteries and
other equipment—to the arena of battle.

193.  This enormous arsenal of arms is not directed
against a military alliance such as NATO or the Warsaw
Pact, but against a tiny country upon which Iraq de-
clared war over 30 years ago and to the destruction of
which it has been dedicated ever since.

194. The representative of the Palestinian Arab State
of Jordan, in his now customary use of vulgar language
about my country and my people, has again displayed

that crude mentality of exclusivism which lies at the
root of the Arab-Israel conflict, namely, a complete and
total unwillingness to come to terms with Israel’s
existence—and even its right to exist—irrespective of
the territorial aspect of the Arab-Israe!l conflict.

195. Mr. GLAIEL (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpre-
tation from Arabic): 1 greatly admire the President’s
patience and the patience of this Assembly. The rep-
resentative of the Zionist entity has asked three times to
be allowed to speak and this has meant that we have lost
one hour on a single draft resolution, as much time as
we spent on all the other draft resolutions on disarma-
ment that we have adopted this morning. I believe
therefore that I am entitled to speak for one minute. I
had expected that you would have interrupted the rep-
resentative of the Zionist entity when he said that he
despised this draft resolution and would have pre-
vented him from continuing to speak when he made that
announcement. Some days ago, we saw a film on televi-
sion entitled **Mary and Joseph’’ that was produced by
an Israeli company. The film distorted Christianity and
distorted the truth regarding the Virgin Mary. It is the
duty of Christians to prevent Zionism from changing
history.

196. Mr. NUSEIBEH (Jordan): On a point of order, I
think I am justified in asking the Chair’s indulgence in
order to reply to the extremely abusive language that
was uttered by the representative of occupied
Palestine.

197. The PRESIDENT: The rules are the rules, and
our rules provide that on any given item, representa-
tives can only exercise the right of reply twice. You
have done so, as has the representative of Israel, [ am
not in a position to allow any representative who has
spoken twice in exercise of his right of reply to do so
again. I apologize to the representative of Jordan. He
knows the respect I have for him, but I must abide by
the rules.

192,  Mir. IMAM (Kuwait): I am sorry to speak at this
iate hour, but the representative of Israel has left me no
altzynative.

199.  The representative of Israel tried to sow dissen-
sion among the Arab States by claiming that Iraq was
seeking to ¢oatrol our part of the world. T would like to
assure this &ssembly that the only enemy we have in
the Middle East is Israel, and that Israel’s allegations
are designed merely to divert the attention of this As-
sembly from the issue before us, namely, the danger
posed by Israel’s nuclear armament. This danger poses
a threat not only to the security of the Middle East, but
o the security of Africa, in view of Israel’s nuclear
collaboration with South Africa, and to the security of
the entire world.

200. So the least the representative of Israel can do in
the future is to refrain from intervening in the domestic
affairs of the Arab States.

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m.





