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The meeting was resumed at 5.05 p.m.

The PRESIDENT {interpretation from Spanish): The next speaker is
Mr. Hans Blix, Director General of the International Atomic Energy Agency
{IAEA), to whom the Council has extended an invitation under rule 39 of its
provisional rules of procedure. I invite Director Blix to take a place at the
Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. BLIX: Under a series of Security Council resolutions, beginning
with resolution 687 (1991), the IAEA has been mandated, working together with
the Special Commission, to map nuclear programmes and facilities in Irag
intended for, or susceptible of being used for, nuclear weapons production or
the production of weapons-usable material; to remove, destroy or render
harmless proscribed items; and to plan and perform future ongoing monitoring
and verification of Irag's compliance with all the Security Council
resolutions in the nuclear sphere. I propose to focus on the Agency's work in
these three areas.

In the 11 months that have passed since the adoption of resolution 687
(1991), the IAEA has sent 10 inspection missions to Irag, removed 12 kilograms
of highly enriched unirradiated uranium from Irag, ordered and supervised the
destruction or rendering harmless of a considerable amount of proscribed

equipment and prepared a plan for the long-term monitoring of permitted

nuclear activities.
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This considerable activity would not have been possible without a certain
amount of cooperation by Irag, but the results would have come much faster and
with much less pain if Iraq had fully and spontaneously complied with its
obligations under the resolutions of the Council and the exchange of letters
with the Secretary-General of the United Natioms.

As described by the IAEA in the report submitted by the Secretary-General
on 25 January 1992, Iraq has often followed a pattern of denial of clandestine
activities until the evidence is overwhelming, followed by cooperation until
the next case of concealment is revealed. The denial of activities has in
many cases been accompanied by active concealment and deception. In a number
of cases serious confrontation occurred when Agency inspection teams were
denied the right to unrestricted access to sites or the removal of pertinent
documents.

It is perfectly clear that in the face of these attitudes the IAEA could
not have carried out the inspection programme and the mapping of the Iraqi
nuclear programme but for the firm and consistent support of the Security
Council. I should like to express the appreciation of the IAEA for this
support. The present meeting of the Council is testimony to the continuation
of this support in view of concrete difficulties which the Special Commission
and the IAFA are currently encountering. Like several speakers this morning,
I do hope that this meeting will contribute to a solution of these
difficulties. I shall describe these difficulties but also briefly point to
the results which have been achieved.

Important results have been obtained in the identification and mapping of
Irag's extensive efforts to acquire nuclear-weapons capability. After 10

months of work, including 10 inspections, after many sessions of intense
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questioning of Iraqi technical teams, after the screening of masses of
documents and after assessment of the analytical in?estigations of many
hundreds of samples taken in Iraq, a fairly consistgnt and coherent picture is
emerging of the Iraqi nuclear programme. Information Supplied by Iraq, often
after prior lack of cooperation, has been of great importance in several ways,
but the picture that we éraw is by no means a simplg reflection of this
information; it is based on direct observation and fnspection of nuclear
facilities, equipment and material, on authentic doéuments and proven
information from other countries and on our own expe¥ts’ considerable
experience of nuclear programmes. There are, howeve%,‘Still some gaps or gray
areas. In view of these gaps and Irag's track recof; of non-revelation,
inspections need to continue. Further information obtained about sites having
possible clandestine nuclear facilities must also be followed by inspection.
Indeed, we do not exclude that the need for further inspeétions can arise even
as future ongoing monitoring and verification begin. :

A general shortcoming in Iraq's attitude has beén the lack of full and
explicit acceptance of Security Council resolutions 707 (1991) and
715 (1991). I fear that this is an expression not only of reluctance but also
of resistance, whichnis incompatible with the bindin§ nature of these
resolutions. In raising this matter during his recent visit to the Government
of Baghdad, the Chairman of the Special Commission, Ambagéadof Ekeus, was
speaking not only for the Commission but also at the request of the IAEA. The
Security Council's insistence on the matter is imporéant, not'only as a
question of the authority of the Council but as a matter that underlies the
many specific points of non-compliance that we noted. A detailed list of such

points was prepared by the IAEA in document S/23514, now supplemented and

updated by information in document S$/23687.
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While, as the Deputy Prime Minister of Irag said, the IAEA noted some
improvements in the attitudes of the Iragi authorities in the course of recent
IAEA inspections, lack of cooperation and non-compliance still persist in the
provision of information concerning sources of procurement of critical
material and equipment. This information is of great significance since in
many cases it is the only means for independent verification of the
correctness of Iragi statements and is basic to future monitoring. Further,
the initial information needed to establish the future ongoing plan for
monitoring and verification, required to be supplied by Irag under resolution
715 (1991), has been provided only in a partial and incomplete way. The
Deputy Prime Minister of Iraq referred this morning to the readiness of his
Government .to cooperate to solve current difficulties. A statement by Irag of
readiness to provide procurement information and to complete the information
required under resolution 705 (1991) would eliminate important hurdles.

I now turn to the question of removal, destruction or rendering harmless
of proscribed nuclear items. A large part of the Iragi nuclear facilities,
including most of the facilities known to us to have been used in the
nuclear-weapons development programme, was either fully destroyed or heavily
damaged in the course of the Gulf War. This has been true in the case of
Tuwaitha, the main research-and-development centre of the Iragi nuclear
programme; of Tarmiya, the industrial complex for electro-magnetic isotope
separation (EMIS) enriched uranium production; of Ash Sharqat, the intended
second site for EMIS industrial-scale activities; of Al Jesirah, the large
chemical complex, where the natural uranium feed material for enrichment
activities was produced, and of Al Quaim, where uranium concentrates from

indigenous uranium-bearing phosphate ores were produced.
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In addition, by admission of the Iraqi authoraties, a number of items
such as components and equipment were subsequentlygdamaged or destroyed by the
Iragi military in an attempt to remove evidence ofvthe clandestine nuclear
programme. In spite of this extensive destruction:there are still sites,
facilities, equipment and material which suffered little or no damage and
therefore fall into the category of items requiring destruction, removal or
rendering harmless under resolution 687 (1991).

This is the case of the Al Atheef site, speci?icially designed for
weaponizatiog activities, and of some buildings inFTarmiya and Ash'Sharqat.
In addition, some of the equipment, machine tools énd materials, with little
or no repair or modification, might be useful to Iraq should it seek to
resurrect its nuclear-weapons programme.

The issue of destruction, removal and rendering harmless has been
discussed at length between the IAEA and the Specigl Commission, and we are
agreed to implement these activities on the basis ;f a common approach.

Progress to date in this area of destruction, removal or rendering
harmless can be summarized as follows:

First, the removal of highly enriched uranium suitable for direct use in
nuclear weapons has been given high priority. Thié materia}, in the form of
fresh and irradiated fuel elements for the Iraqi research reactors, has been
in the custody of the Agency since the first inspection, in May 1991. All the
fresh fuel was removed from Irag last November. Negotiations are being held

with French and British companies to remove the remaining irradiated fuel, for

which adequate funding is still required.
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Secondly, a large number of components of calutrons and ultracentrifuges
relevant to the production of enriched uranium have been assembled and
destroyed under the supervision of the Agency.

Thirdly, hot cells, glove boxes, remote-handling manipulators and other
equipment used in research activities for laboratory-scale separation of
plutonium from irradiated fuel have been destroyed or rendered harmless.
Dedicated equipment and machine tools used in the manufacturing of these
components have also been destroyed.

Fourthly, dual-use items - that is, equipment and machine tools which, in
principle, could be utilized in non-prohibited as well as prohibited
activities - are being inventoried and placed under Agency seal. The
destruction or release of these items is being dealt with on a case-by-case
basis. Obviously, release of any such items will only be made provided that
there can be effective future monitoring of their agreed-upon use.

Fifthly, buildings such as laboratories, plants and other facilities
where research and development, production or testing directly relevant to
activities prohibited under resolution 687 (1991) were conducted are currently
being assessed for destruction. This is, for instance, the case of
Al Atheer. A complete inventory of such facilities is being prepared. Any
request for use in non-proscribed activities would have to be evaluated in the
light of the possibility of effective monitoring of agreed-upon use.

Although the Agency has not so far met with resistance on the part of
Iragq to its request for destruction, removal or rendering harmless of

proscribed material, facilities or equipment, we are keenly aware that the
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Special Commission has encountered such resistance. The Security Council's
support for the authority of the Special Commissio# and of the IAEA to
determine what is to be destroyed, removed or rendéred harmless and Iraq's
corresponding duty to accept and to implement such ?equests is, therefore,
much appreciated. The elimination of facilities and equipment that would be

of use in a resurrection of the clandestine nuclear programme is clearly of

great importance.
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Large facilities and large amounts of equipment required for -the
production of nuclear-weapons-usable material and nuclear weapons by Irag have
been destroyed, removed or rendered harmless. New facilities cannot easily be
built without detection, and the import or production of new relevant
equipment will meet great obstacles. What certainly remains in Iragq, however,
is a large number of highly trained scientists and engineers who were engaged
in its nuclear programme. Information supplied to our inspection teams
suggests that these people are currently engaged in the civilian
reconstruction of the country. Needless to say, it is important that these
highly qualified cadres remain engaged in non-proscribed activities.

To conclude, it is essential that the measures prescribed by the Council
for Irag succeed, not only to allay fears about Irag reviving a programme of
weapons of mass destruction, notably nuclear weapons, but alsoc to demonstrate
that international verification is a viable means to create confidence. That
experience is necessary if actions taken in Irag are to represent steps
towards the goal of establishing in the Middle East a zone free of weapons of
mass destruction, as envisaged in paragraph 14 of resolution 687 (1991). The
IAEA is committed to successful implementation of the Council's resolutions on
Irag and looks to the Security Council for guidance and support in its efforts
to contribute to this result.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The next speaker is
Mr. Rolf Ekeus, Executive Chairman of the Special Commission, to whom the
Council has extended an invitation under rule 39 of its provisional rules of

procedure. I invite him to take a place at the Council table and to make his

statement.
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Mr. EKEUS: The Special Commission has one fundamental aim. That
aim is to be in the position to report to the Securzty Council as soon as
possible that Iraq has met in full all its obllgatlons under section C of
resolution 687 (1991) as elaborated upon in resolutlons 707 (1991) and
715 (1991). The speed with which the Special Comm1s31on can carry out 1ts.
responsibilities and report to the Council that its task is successfully‘and
fully executed does not lie solely within the Commission‘s control., It is
determined by the degree of cooperation which is received from Iraq and the
openness and transparency of that State. |

Let me examine the cooperation, openness and transparency which ls
required in relation to the provision of information:to which the Deputy érime
Minister referred this morning. Irag claims to have prov1ded a11 ‘the
necessary information. But thlS is not the case. Itaé—has indeed given
information. However, this 1nformat10n is neither complete nor systematlzed.
The Commission has evidence of the continued exmstence and concealment of
undeclared weapons and the means of their delivery. I:aq has not provided the
full, final and complete dlsclosure of all aspects of its prohlblted
programmes as required under resolution 707 61991). The‘very fact that Iraq
has not even acknowledged resolutlon 707 (1991) undermlnes the credlblllty of
the information it has provxded.

In that context, it must be stated that it is very dlfflcult for the
Special Commission to carry out a dialogue w1th Iraq 1f such a dlalogue.must
be carried out under the cloud of Iraq's outright refusal to give full, final
and complete disclosure in accordance with the language of resolution

1

707 (1991).

L3
H
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The credibility of Iraq is further reduced by the failure to furnish the

documentary and material evidence necessary to'verify the information.
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Instead of full, final and complete disclosure, Iragq has proposed a
dialogue in which the Special Commission would seek to elicit the information
from Iraq through an inquisitorial approach. Such an approach shifts the onus
of seeking and compiling the information onto the Commission, whereas the
Council's decisions properly place that onus on Iragq. It is Iraqg which has in
its possession the full information, not the Special Commission.

Thus, Iraq must provide, first, all information on the evolution of the
programmes and the links between all the elements in each programme; secondly,
all information on procurement to support the programmes, including a detailed
year-by-year breakdown of production and imports, and their sources; thirdly,
full records of the use of all relevant weapons and components thereof;
fourthly, credible detailed information on items destroyed unilaterally by
Iragq - I shall come back to that point; and, fifthly, sufficient credible
supporting documentation and physical evidence for all declarations made by
Iraq.

Just this morning in his statement before the Security Council, the
Deputy Prime Minister of Irag declared that Iraq has destroyed more than
270,000 items unilaterally. The Special Commission has requested, but not
received from Iraq, the list fully accounting for all these items, which
clearly relate to proscribed programmes. In the view of the Special
Commission, the unilateral destruction by Irag of these items is not in
conformity with resolution 687 (1991), which provided for disposal of
prohibited items only under international supervision. The number of items
involved indicates that many gaps remain in the picture of Irag's
prohibited-weapons programmes. It is up to Iraqg to fill those gaps by
complying with the requirements of resolution 707 (1991) to provide a full,

final and complete disclosure of its proscribed programmes.
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Concerning the Special Commission's responsibiiity for the destruction,
removal or rendering harmless of Irag's weapons and. capabilities in the
proscribed areas, I have to state that the destruction of ﬁeapons already

declared by Iraq is now under way with the cooperation of the Iragi

authorities - and that cooperation has been good.
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With regard to the disposal of the capabilities for the production of
such weapons we are, however, in another situation. It will be recalled that
under paragraph 9 (b) (ii) of Security Council resolution 687 (1991) Iraq is
required to destroy, under the supervision of the Special Commission, all its
proscribed missile capabilities, including launchers and repair and production
facilities.

As members of the Council know, a ballistic missile team recent;y had to
be withdrawn from Irag because of the refusal of the authorities in Iraqg to
proceed with the destruction of certain missile-producing capabilities. These
had been identified for destruction by the Special Commission after a long
process of exchanges with Iraq and careful and thorough consideration, on a
case-by-case basis, of every request made by Irag. As a result, a final
decision was made by the Special Commission and a list of items was
communicated to Irag in a letter dated 14 February 1992 (S/23673).

Iraq is continuing to refuse to comply with this decision and seeks to
confuse the issue, despite the statement of the President of the Security
Council dated 28 February 1992 on behalf of all the members of the Council,
which clearly reaffirmed that it is for the Special Commission alone to
determine which items must be destroyed under paragraph 9 of resolution
687 (1991).

For some months now the Special Commission has discussed and has notified
Iraq of how it intends to proceed in the matter of the destruction, removal or
rendering harmless of Irag's capabilities for producing weapons of mass
destruction. Irag has sought to argue that nearly every building and every
piece of equipment which has been devoted to its proscribed-weapons programmes

should be kept and should be converted to what it has said would be
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civilian use. Irag has argued that otherwise the Special Commission would be
depriving the country of its civilian industrial base. This argument does not
stand up to even the most cursory examination. There is not a single
structure or item which is or will be earmarked for destruction that has
formed part of Irag's civilian industrial base. These structures and items
have been devoted to the production of weapons of mass destruction and not to
the production of articles for civilian use. The Special Commission would be
failing in its responsibilities to the Security Couﬁcil if it did not ensure
that items used by Iraq for production of weapons o} mass destruction were
either destroyed, removed or rendered harmless. I# this latter sense, the
items must be modified to such a degree that they n§ longgr possess specific
features that render them capable of use by Irag in prohibited activities or
amenable to reconversion.

Thus we come to the third stage of the SpecialiCommission's
responsibilities, and that is the ongoing monitoriné and verification of
Irag's compliance with its obligations undef éectioﬁ C of Security Council
resolution 687 (1991). In this case, the existence;of an impasse is now amply
confirmed. By its resolution 715 (1991), adopted in October 1991, th;
Security Council approved plans for ongoing monitoring apd verification
submitted by the Secretary-General and by the Director General of the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Since Ndvember, the official
position of Iraq has been that stated in a letter tq the President of the
Council from the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Irag. This position was
reaffirmed to the Special Commission at the end of January 1992, That letter
states that the plans are aimed at objectives incomfatible with the letter and
spirit of the United Nations Charter, the norms of international law, and

international and humanitarian pacts and covenants. Most recently -
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during my visit to Baghdad - Irag ha; said that the statement does not amount
to a rejection of the plans. However, the Special Commission cannot
understand it otherwise than as rejection, in the light of the language to
which I just réferred. The rejection by Iraq is confirmed by the fact that
Iraq has so far failed to file with the Special Commission two declarations
which were required under the Commission' plans in November 1991 and January
1992. Without these declarations, which would provide the basic information
required to set up a satisfactory monitoring regime, such monitoring which
would comply with the Security Council's requirement, cannot be instituted.

Iragq has argued that the plans infringe upon its independence,
sovereignty and national security. However, the plans have been formulated on
the basis of existing international norms and those currently under
negotiation for the forthcoming international convention on the elimination of
chemical weapons, which is intended to have universal application.

To the extent that general provisiohs in the plans appear intrusive, this
is in large measure a result of the conduct of Iraq. The intrusive elements
were approved by the Security Council against a background of concealment,
movement of proscribed items and violation of the privileges and immunities of
inspection teams which are well known to the Council. If Irag cooperates, the
intrusive elements will not need to be invoked; in any event, the Special
Commission and the International Atomic Energy Agency have no need to excuse
or justify plans which have the unanimous endorsement of the Council in its
resolution 715 (1991), adopted under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter.

Prompt and successful implementation of all the stages of the work of the

Special Commission and of the IAEA require that their facilities, privileges
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and immunities are fully implemented. These facilities, privileges and
immunities flow from the Council resolutions, from relevant international
conventions to which Iraq is party, and from the expfess provisions of thé
status agreement between the United Nations and Iraq which entered into force
on 14 May 1991.

To take one example, from the beginning Iraq has interposed difficulties
in regard to the operations and landing rights of United Nations aircraft in
Iraq. These difficulties continue, and, where landing rights are concerned,
all the Specia} Commission's approaches to resolve them are met with silence.
This should not continue if Iraq has a real interest in the full cooperation

necessary to expedite implementation of section C of Security Council

resolution 687 (1991)
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The Deputy Prime Minister also referred to high-altitude aircraft
operations over Irag. I have to remind him that in resolution 707 (1991) the
Council specifically approved such aerial surveillance. The aircraft is
provided to the Special Commission by a Member State. A large number of
Governments provide us with information and logistical support. The Special
Commission makes use of personnel from many countries: so far we have used
inspectors and technical experts from 35 countries. We also use helicopters
and a heavy transport capability provided by one Government.

The aerial surveillance flights are undertaken with the full control and
command of the Special Commission. It is the Special Commission that
indicates which areas shall be covered. It is correct that a large number of
such flights have taken place over the Baghdad area. There is a very simple
explanation. In the vicinity of Baghdad there is a large number of facilities
to which resolution 687 (1991) relates. It goes without saying, that the
pilot carries a United Nations certificate, that the plane is provided with
United Nations insignia and that Iraq is notified in advance of each flight,
both of the time-frame within which the flight is to take place and the point
of entry and the point of departure from Iraqi territory.

The special mission headed by me which was sent to Irag recently under
the Council's aegis to secure unconditional agreement by Irag to implement all
its relevant obligations under resolutions 687 (1991), 707 (1991) and
715 (1991) failed to obtain that agreement. The failure by Irag to provide it
resulted in the condemnation and warning contained in the statement of

28 February 1992 by the President of the Council on behalf of the Council
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members. The Commission must act in accordance with the resolutions of the
Council and the statements of its President on behalf of its members. It
cannot negotiate away any of the provisions of the resolutions, the statements
or the plans approved by resolution 715 (1991), for instance.

In the absence of the undertaking by Irag to comply fully with the
Council's decisions, and until practical experience is gained to confirm that
such an undertaking is being honoured, the Special Commission will be
seriously hindered in the phases of its operations ;oncerning the
identification and destruction of prescribed items and it will be precluded
from instituting the ongoing monitoring and verification phase. In such a
situation the possibility of the Special Commission's certifying Iraq's
compliance with its obligations under section C of ;esolution 687 (1991) does
not even arise.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The next speaker is
the representative of Kuwait. I invite him to take a place at the Council
table and to make his statement.

Mr. ABULHASAN (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic): I am pleased
on behalf of the State of Kuwait to congratulate you, Sir, on presiding over
the Security Council's work for this month. We knoﬁ you as a seasoned
diplomat representing a friendly country with which we share many interests, a
country which works with Kuwait for peace based on 5ustice throughout the
world. We are confident that you will be successfui in conducting the
Council's business. |

I should also like to extend our thanks to our friend,

Ambassador Thomas Pickering, Permanent Representative of the United States,

for his presidency of the Security Council last month.
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The Council is meeting today to consider Iraq's compliance in
implementing the provisions of resolution 687 (1991). At this meeting, which
is attended by a high-level delegation from the Iragi regime, the Council also
aims to examine Iragi's claims to have implemented that resolution and
therefore to have the right to the benefits outlined in the resolution to be
given when it is fully implemented.

Kuwait is the main party whose rights are enshrined in the operative
paragraphs of the resolution, for whose implementation specific
responsibilities rest upon the Iragi regime. Kuwait wishes objectively and
impartially, and with a sense of historic responsibility towards the people of
Kuwait, its interests, security and stability, and towards the security and
stability of the region, wishes to make the following points.

First, resolution 687 (1991) is binding on Irag for two reasons. The
first is that the resolution was adopted under Chapter VII of the Charter and
under its umbrella and therefore is binding not only on Iraqg, as a main and
immediate party, but alsoc on all the other countries of the world. Secondly,
the Iraqi legislature, the National Assembly, accepted resolution 687 (1991)
unconditionally, thus negating all reservations and remarks made by Irag in
its preliminary letter of acceptance, which the Security Council rejected.

The second point is that, for all the reasons I have given, Iragq has
become absolutely bound to implement resolution 687 (1991), without any
negotiation concerning its provisions or any interpretation by Irag of them.
Implementation is, however, to be in accordance with the interpretationms,
mechanisms and reports prepared by the Secretary-General of the United Nations

and approved by the Security Council.
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Thirdly, a follow-up of Iraq's conduct and its behaviour in regard to the
operative paragraphs of resolution 687 (1991) demonstrates that it has reneged
on its absolute acceptance of the resolution and that it is attempting to
evade the obligations based upon the interpretation of these operative
paragraphs, under the pretext used by the Iraqi regime in its preliminary
letter of acceptance of resolution 687 (1991) - which, again, the Security
Council rejected at that time.

The following remarks are made because they fofm the general background
governing the implementation by Iraq of the provisions of resolution
687 (1991). I shall give examples of what I have qut said; in relation to
questions that concern Kuwait exclusively, in partiéular,in resolution
687 (1991), by making these points:

I turn first to the question 6f prisoners of w;r and missing persons who
are Kuwaiti or third-country nationals. |

First, paragraphs 2 (c) and 3 (c) of resolution 686 (1991) and
paragraph 30 of resolution 687 (1991) provide for the immediate reléase of all
prisoners of war and detainees who belong to Kuwait or who are third-country
nationals and request the assistance of the International Committee of the Red
Cross (ICRC) in this regard.

Second, immediately following the cease-fire, and with the assistance of
the ICRC, the Iragi regime set free 6,920 prisoners and detainees who were
Kuwaiti or who were third-country nationals.

Third, a large number of prisoners and detainees who are Kuwaiti or are
third-country nationals are still in Irag's prisons and detention camps. Full

lists of their names were presented to the ICRC last September. Iraq,

however, has never responded to the repeated requests of the ICRC to be
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allowed to visit them and register their names. Many meetings were held.
Some of them took place between coalition representatives and three
representatives of the Iragi regime, in the presence of the Red Cross; and
others, between the Red Cross and representatives of the Iraqi regime. These
meetings resulted in these main requests made to Irag on 16 October 1991:
publication of Kuwaiti and Saudi lists of all missing persons in all Iraqi
media and at various times; and visits in all freedom by the International
Committee of the Red Cross to detention camps in Iraqg, in accordance with
standard procedures of the ICRC. The Iragi response to these requests, on

12 November, was incompatible with the requests. It was therefore officially
rejected by the representatives of the coalition forces. Publication in only
one Iragi newspaper is not sufficient. A single visit by the ICRC to each
detention camp and prison, with prior notification, is inconsistent with the
rules. Moreover, resolution 686 (1991) and 687 (1991) provide no basis or
support for the principle of reciprocity regarding the procedures governing
this case.

Fourth, throughout this period, the ICRC has received no information as
to the whereabouts of the persons reported missing. Nor has it received any
detailed and documented information on the search operations launched by the
Iragi authorities. The ICRC is also still awaiting information on persons who
died during the detention.

Fifth, the ICRC, in paragraph 15 of its report to the Secretary-General
in document S$/23514, expressed its regret that it had been unable to reach an
agreement.,

Sixth, Irag submitted to the ICRC a list containing the names of

3,700 persons alleged by Irag to be Kuwaitis wishing to return to Kuwait. On
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the other hand, the Red Cross said it could not confirm their natiomnalities,
and these persons are claiming that they lived in Kuwait and have expressed a
desire to go back to their former place of residence. These persons are now
living in various places in Iraq and enjoying freedom of movement inside Iraqi
territory. Some of them do not fall into the category of detained prisoners
envisaged in resolutions 686 (1991) and 687 (1991) but, rather, fall into the
category of "family reunion". Kuwait has accepted each and every one of them
who fall into that category, but it‘has rejected the rest of them because they
are not Kuwaitis and do not fall into the category of “reuhion"; or their
names were not listed in the civil record, the Kuwaiti census which was
deposited with the United Nations and which includes:the names of all Kuwaitis
and others who had lived in Kuwait until 1 August 19§0 - ‘that is, one day
before the Iragi invasion of Kuwait.

The Iragi authorities are attempting to give world public opinion the
illusion that the Government of Kuwait does not want its sons back. Kuwait,
that kind, loving mother, would in no circumstances éver reject any of its
sons. But we cannot accept that persons who have nothing to do with Kuwait
should be planted in Kuwait. It is well known that when Iraq committed its
aggression against Ruwait it confiscated many passports and identity cards of
Kuwaitis and forged all of them to bear the names ofvthose whom it wanted to
plant in Kuwait so that they could sow the seeds of dissension.

Seventh, on 28 February 1992, four and a half months after the
presentation to Irag, through the ICRC, of the coalition propbsals regarding

the publication of names in newspapers and the visits to prisons and detention

camps in all freedom, the Foreign Minister of the Iraqi regime sent a letter
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in which he accepted these conditions. As a matter of fact, this acceptance
was belated and, at the same time, was a conditioned acceptance. The letter
from the Foreign Minister of the Iraqi regime was based on the allegation that
Iraq had implemented paragraphs 2 (c) and 3 (c) of Security Council resolution
686 (1991) and paragraph 30 of resolution 687 (1991). As is known, those
Security Council resolutions demand the return of all prisoners and
detainees. They do not talk about an intention to return them, let alone
agreement to publish their names or arrange for visits to prisons and

detention camps in order to locate them.
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With that rationale the Iraqi régime is attempﬁing to give the Security
Council the false impression that it has met its obligations with regard to
Kuwaiti detainees and third-country nationals.

Through you, Mr. President, I wish to put two Questions to the
representative of the Iragi régime on the matter of these prisoners. First,
why will Iraqg not accept the standard rules and procédures of the ICRC with
respect to visits to prisons and Iragi detention camps? Secondly, why has
Irag not yet given a serious response to specific cases set out in the
comprehensive.files on Kuwaiti and Saudi prisoners of war submitted as early
as last October? |

These innocent Kuwaitis and their families and these third-country
nationals are pinning their hopes on this meeting; théy expect the Council to
shoulder its responsibility to help them overcome the suffering they have
experienced sincé their detention. We ask the Council to make the Iraqgi
regime accept its responsibilities just as the Iraqi.regime asks the
international community to understand the suffering of the Iraqi people -
suffering ultimately due to the policies of that very regime. We in Kuwait
and in other countries whose nationals remain in Iraqi prisons and detention
camps call on the international community to understahd the suffering of those
detainees and to put pressure on the Iraqi regime to facilitate the ICRC
mission, in accordance with standard Red Cross procedures, to locate them, to
release them, to ensure their repatriation or to determine their fate,

Kuwait wishes to take this opportunity to express its gratitude to the
ICRC for the humanitarian role it has played, and to commend its efforts,
which have thus far been fruitless owing to the Iraqi regime's obduracy. We

call upon the Council to help the ICRC accomplish its lofty mission.
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I turn now to the demarcation of the boundary between Iraq and Kuwait.

In his report of 2 May 1991, on the basis of which the Iraq—Kuwait Boundary
Demarcation Commission was established, in accordance ﬁith paragraph 3 of
resolution 687 (1991), the Secretary-General specified the Commission's tasks
and course of action, and determined that its decisions would be final.
Consequently, the substantiée work carried out by the Irag-Kuwait Boundary
Demarcation Commission represents a legal demarcation of the international
boundary which is binding on both parties. Moreover, the Security Council in
paragraph 4 of its resolution 687 {1991), which is legally binding on Iragq,
decided to guarantee the inviolability of the boundary as demarcated.

Kuwait notes that Irag's delegation in the Commission has participated in
the majority of its work, contributed to formulating the Commission's internal
rules of procedure and shared in preparing the records and reports of its
meetings. That is further evidence of Irag's acceptance of the binding nature
of the Commission's decisions. While RKuwait is of the view that the work of
the Boundary Demarcation Commission is progressing in a constructive, if very
slow, manner, some statements and comments made by the representative of Irag
during Commission meetings, which appear to have been based on instructions
from his Government, make us doubt the seriousness of Irag's commitment to the
binding nature of the work of the Commission, and make us wonder about Irag's
intentions with respect to that work - especially since the main objective of
the Commission is to guarantee stability and security along the border. In
that connection, I draw the attention of the Council to two paragraphs of an
official intervention in which, during a meeting held in Geneva in August
1001, the Iragi representative rejected, completely and in detail, the

establishment by the Secretary-General of the Irag-Kuwait Boundary Demarcation

Commission.
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That and other positions do not further or conform to Iraq's obligations
under resolution 687 (1991). Through you, Mr. President, I should like to ask
a specific question of the representative of the Iragi regime: What is the
meaning of that statement made by your representative in the Boundary
Demarcation Commission, particularly the part at thévconclusion referring to
Irag’'s objection to the whole process from the outset and describing the
Commission as a strange creature?

The presence of that Iraqi statement in the meeting records of the
Boundary Demagcation Commission is further demonstration of Iraq’'s lack of
commitment to resolution 687 (1991). Therefore, clarifying Iraq's position on
this question is of the utmost importance to the seéurity and stability of the
entire region. For our part, we reiterate our full respect for and commitment
to all decisions of the Boundary Demarcation Commission. We should like also
to express our appreciation for the scientific and professional methods used
by the Commission and for the neutrality and objectiVity with which it is
conducting its business. 7

I turn now to the return of stolen Kuwaiti property. Since
26 March 1991, when the Secretary-General appointed an official responsible
for coordinating the return of Kuwaiti property stolen by the Iragi regime,
Kuwait has submitted detailed lists of property stolén from 25 ministries,
institutions and government establishments. Some of this property was
included in inventory lists prepared by the Iraqi occupying authhorities and
found after the expulsion of the Iragi forces from Kﬁwait.

The special coordinator appointed by the Secretarf—General, and his

staff, are to be commended for their notable efforts to return the pProperty

which Iragq declared its willingness to return. Property belonging to the
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following institutions has been returned: the Central Bank of Kuwait, the
Central Library of Kuwait, the National Museum of Kuwait, the Kuwait News
Agency and Kuwait Airways Corporation. Some airc?aft and military helicopters
have also been returned. Some other property belonging to the Ministries of
Defence and Health are being returned; the modalities of the return are being
set up. It must be said, however, that most of the property was deliberately
destroyed.

Kuwait has several points to make on this subject.

First, to date the Iragi authorities have not commented on the fate of
property belonging to other ministries and government institutious.

Secondly, the Iragi authorities have officially rejected their liability
for the return of property stolen from the private sector. The value of this

property is estaimated to exceed hundreds of millions of dollars.
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Some of these were stolen and removed to Iraq under inventory lists prepared
by Iragi ministries, accompanied by the signatures and seals of governmental
agencies that had come to Kuwait to supervise the operations of theft and
transport. We have some of the photocopies and some‘of the originals left by
the Iraqi regime after it had been expelled.

If Iraq does not complete the return of both public and private property,
it will be in violation of the provisions of resolutions 686 (1991) and 687
(1991). 1It is liable for compensation of properties destroyed during the
theft and return operations,

Having reviewed the extent of Iraq's compliance with the provisions
relevant to Kuwait of resolutions 686 (1991) and 687 (1991), I should like to
add the following points, which demonstrate Irag's léck of seriousness for the
letter and spirit of those resolutions.

First, the Secretary-General said in his report.on the United Natipns
Irag-Kuwait Observation Mission (UNIKOM)

"The continued presence of Iragi police posts on the Kuwaiti side of
the line shown on UNIKOM'S map remains a matter of concérn. I have
instructed the Chief Military Observer of UNIKOM to persevere in his
efforts to have these police posts Pulled back behind the.line."

(872310 ara. 35)

Despite the efforts made by UNIKOM, Iraq still insists on keeping these
posts, and informed Major-General Greindl that it would not pull back the
posts because of the political implications resulting therefrom.

There is no question that the continued presence. of the seven Iraqi
police posts inside Kuwaiti territory represents a violation by Iraqg of
Kuwait's sovereignty and territorial integrity. Moreover, Iraq's stubborn

refusal to remove the posts contravenes its announced commitment to cooperate
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with UNIKOM. The Iragi position as such cannot be described as full
compliance with resolution 687 (1991).

Secondly, Irag still rejects resolutions 706 (1991) and 712 (1991), which
authorized the export of $1.6 billion of Iraqi 0il to finance the purchase of
foodstuffs and medicines and to pay its contribution to the compensation fund
as laid down in a main paragraph of resolution 687 (1991).

Such intransigence and rejection on the part of Irag of the two
aforementioned resolutions is harmful to the Iragi people and adds to their
pain and suffering. That attitude is a denial of the rights of large numbers
of people affected by the Iraqi invasion and aggression against Kuwait, who
would benefit from the compensation fund.

The nationals of many countries have been affected by Iraq's refusal to
accept resolutions 706 (1991) and 712 (1991). These continued practices by
Irag represent a major violation of resolution 687 (1991), which gave rise to
reparations and the establishment of a compensation fund and its financing
mechanism.

The most blatant example of Iraq's violation of Security Council
resolutions is the fact that it declines to reveal, destroy and accept the
monitoring of all stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction.

In the final paragraphs of his report, the Secretary-General made it
perfectly clear that Irag has thus far failed to meet its obligatiomns. This
grave situation implies two risks: the continued aggressive intentions of
that regime towards its neighbours and towards security and peace in the
region; and the intent to make use of such capabilities, if they escaped
destruction, the Iragi regime having decided to reveal its intention of

rejecting the remaining provisions of resolutions 687 (1991) and of reneging

on everything it had accepted. The Iragi regime's record is replete
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with broken promises. Its abrogation of the Algiers!Agreement with Iran and
its eight-year war with that country bear witness to the nature of this
regime, its promises and the extent of its respect fqr its commitments.

In this meeting the Council is called upon in thé presence of the Iraqi
high-level delegation to guarantee that peace and seéurity in the area are not
obstructed by the capricious, aggressive nature of this regime.

Guarantees that deter the regime's capability of aggression are a victory
for peace, security and stability in the region and éill render a service to
the people of Iraq and promote security and prosperiéy for all the peoples in
the area. |

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the

representative of Kuwait for his kind words addressed to me.

I shall now set aside a period'exclusively for Airecting questions at His
Excellencf Mr. Tariq Aziz, Deputy Prime Minister of Iraq, who, in accordance
with his request of this morning, will deal with thesé questions at the
meeting tomorrow morning.

Sir David HANNAY (United Kingdom): I listened.with very great care
this morning to the lengthy statement made by the Deputy PrimeVMinister of
Irag. While I was somewhat disappointed that it did not reflect a more
wholehearted response to the unanimous view of this Council, which is seeking
to achieve full compliance by Iraq of its obligations, I nevertheless would
welcome the opportunity to ask one or two questions about various sections of
his statement. I noted that he referred to a quotation from the report by
Mr. Ahtisaari about Iraq having been propelled back ipto the pre-industrial

age. I am only bound to say that at the time Mr. Ahtiqaari wrote that report,
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and entirely unbeknownst to him, Irag was in fact still pursuing a nuclear
weapons programme, which is not normally an appurtenance of a State in the

pre-industrial age.
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Now, a number of the questions related to thevweépons of mass destruction
are very important and of great concern to the Council. The first question I
would like to ask the Deputy Prime Minister to consider is whether the four
points on page 9 of the English text of his statementvare completely
unconditional and unqualified, or whether the 8 liées of text below the four
points are in fact the left hand taking away what ﬁhe right hand has just
given. I think it is extremely important that the Council should know that
these four undertakings are entirely unqualified and unconditional.

My second question in this comnection would relate to point four of those
four points, where it is stated éhat Iraq is ready to reach a practical
mechanism regarding the issug of the equipment covered by the provisions of
paragraph 8 of resolution 687 (1991). I would like to ask whether the fact
that this reference is only to paragraph 8, which réfers to cheﬁical and
biological weapons and ballistic missiles but not té nuclear materials and
nuclear matters, which are dealt with in paragraph iz, is a deliberate
omission or simply an oversight? It is obviously a mafter of some
considerable significénce if this undertaking does pot felate to nuclear
matters, as it appears not to do on the face of the text.

Then, I would like to address the ideas put forward by the Deputy Prime
Minister for involving the Council in discussions about the handling of
weapons of mass destruction. I think it must be clear from what was read out
by our President at the beginning, and in particula;'from the‘statement by the
Council on 28 February, that the view of the Council is that it is not the
business of the Council to get involved in the detailed decisions that have to
be taken by the Special Commission and the International Atomic Energy Agency

(IAEA). But I would like to assured - and this is the point of my
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question - that if, as a result of further contacts between the Deputy Prime
Minister and his delegation and the Special Commission and the IAEA, certain
determinations and decisions are taken by the Special Commission and the IAEA,
Iraq will accept those decisions and determinations as fully binding and will
implement them? That is also very important for the Council to know.

On matters outside the scope of the weapons of mass destruction section
of Security Council resolution 687 (1991), the Deputy Prime Minister referred
to a number of products which it was impossible to import into Iraqg because of
lack of funds, and I would like to ask the Deputy Prime Minister whether, if
the Council - as my delegation hopes it will - renews resolutions 706 (1991)
and 712 (1991), the Government of Irag will be prepared to resume the contacts
with the Secretariat which it was holding in the months of December and
January with a view to implementing a scheme which would enable humanitarian
supplies to reach the people of Iraq.

And finally, I would like to express the extreme regret of my delegation
that the Deputy Prime Minister 4id not at any moment address Iraq’'s
obligations under Security Council resolution 688 (1991). These are serious
matters which have given great concern to the Council, which has noted a risk
to international peace and security arising from the way in which the
population of the north and the south of Irag was treated last year, and I
would like to ask the question as to when the Government of Iraq intends to
1ift the economic blockade on a part of its country so that any humanitarian
supplies which are sent by the United Nations agencies or others are able to
reach all parts of the Iragi population and are not prevented from reaching
those whom the Government of Irag does not wish them to reach.

Those are the questions I would like to put, and I will look forward with

lively interest to hearing the answers tomorrow morning.
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Mr. PICKERING (United States of America): I want to assure you at
the outset, Mr. President, that I do have some queséions, but I would ask your
permission also, in the course of presenting my questions, tb comment briéfly,
if I may, on the statement we heard this morning, which does not lend itself
very well to questions, because the questions have hore to do with what was
not in the statement than with what was in it.

In any event, let me begin by saying that we were disappointed in ﬁhat we
heard from the Deputy Prime'Minister this morning, and that pérhaps might Be
guilty of being a serious understatement. The approach whichrhe made to the
Council did not, in our view, either address the issges nor did it Qery much |
advance the process.

The statement itself aépeared to be directed towards trying to destroy at
least in part the confidence‘of the Security Council in the Special Commission
and in the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and their work. In
several areas it suggested that the Council now had to put itself into the
process of actually implementing its own resolutions. . Even worse, perhaps, it
suggested that thevCouncil”enter into a negotiating #rocéss with Irag for the
implementation of what we all know to be mandatory résolutions of the
Council. This perhaps reflects a continued fundamental misunderstanding on
the part of Irag about mandatory resolutions and a serious miséalculation of
the intention and purpose of the Council in dealing with Iraq's programmes of
weapons of mass destruction in particular.

Specifically, the Deputy Prime Minister suggests that with respect to the
declarations required of Iraq'under’resolutidn 687 (1991), Iraq Qould be ready
to sit down with the Council and the Special CommissionAand apparently
negotiate out Qhat it is that Iraq will declare. This is not the approach of

the Council nor, obviously, the purpose of its resolutions.
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Secondly, with respect to the issue of the destruction of its weapons of
mass destruction and the programmes in Irag for the production of thoser
weapons, it seeks a similar negotiating-oriented approach. It suggests that
there is confusion about what the Special Commission and the International
Atomic Energy Agency have asked to be destroyed. It suggests that the Council
put itself into the middle of this process to decide what elements must be
destroyed. It ignores the firm position on the part of the Council that the
Special Commission and the IAEA will be the technical mechanism for the
designation of what should be destroyed or rendered harmless or removed in the
Iragi programme and in the production base which supports that programme. We
understand the Special Commission conducted several rounds of conversation
with Iraqgi technical experts and has come up with final lists on certain
ballistic missile and related production items which Irag now refuses to
destroy. We fail to see how further conversations and negotiations are a real
answer to the problem. The problem is really full compliance with the
resolution as it stands and the designations made carefully by the Special
Commission.

Finally, we appear to have roughly the same proposal coming out of the
statement this morning with respect to the issue of long-term monitoring.
Again, long-term monitoring plans presented by the Council to Iragq and
approved in resolutions which are mandatory are clearly not subject to
negotiation. Such efforts are not in keeping with mandatory resolutions, and

we continue to expect a full and clear Iragi commitment to comply.
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A drawn-out discussion and negotiation of compliance with resolutions is
certainly not in the interest of regional peace and stability, and it>i§
not - at least in our view - the intention of the members of the Council, nor
is it is provided for in the resolutions with which:Iraq must comply.

It is disappointing that the Iraqi statement méde no serious effort to
address the numerous outstanding questions in the minds of the members ofrthe
Council, some of which I will turn to in a minute. At the end of his
statement the Deputy Prime Minister must clearly have understood this, and we,
on our part, welcome his commitment to address these questions - with, one
hopes, his answers - tomorrow morning. We look forward in that regard to
hearing what he has to say. B}

Finally, other portions of the statement merely seem to repeat the old
and tired arguments of the past. In that respect we:saw very little thﬁt was
new in the statement, and it did not serve to advancé tﬁe procesé of Iraqi
compliance, which is, agaih,,deeply disappoihting.

We aré also disappointed, as are others, that néwﬁere in the Iraqi
statement this morning did we see references to resoiutioh 688 (1991), to the
United Nations important fble in préviding humanitarian assistance to Ehe
citizens of Iraq, or é éiscussion of what Iraq will do to alleviate the

plight, particularly of the Kurds and the Shi‘a.
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This only serves to lend greater credence to our fears about Iraqg’s
refusal to observe universal standards of human rights and its oppression of
the Kurds and Shi'a, its own citizens, unfortunately in their own country.

On the other hand, we react positively to the one small portion of the
statement in which the Deputy Prime Minister seemed to break new ground by
promising, starting today, to publish the names of missing persons in several
Iraqi newspapers once a week for a2 period of several weeks. We cou;d only
hope that Irag would comply rapidly with the rest of its obligations with the
same degree of directness. This especially includes providing unrestricted
access to the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) to all Iragi
prisons and places of detention.

Iraq has made frequent references to its sovereignty and to internal
affairs. However, Irag knows as well as all of us that the Council is
operating with regard to its resolutions on Irag under Chapter VII. Such
resolutions are mandatory and fall under the last portion of paragraph 7 of
Article 2 of the Charter, which makes it clear that the principle of
non-intervention "shall not prejudice the application of enforcement measures
under Chapter VII", The measures that Irag complains of are clearly
enforcement measures under Chapter VII.

It is clear that the author of all this destruction and difficulty is
Irag itself. Iraq was frequently warned by the Council to cease its
aggression and to abandon its illegal occupation of Kuwait. Iraq brought
these measures upon itself and Irag now holds the key to their relaxation. It
is clear that Irag must comply with the Security Council resolutions. Attacks
on the views of the members of the Council and attacks on the cohesion of the

Security Council and most particularly on the independence of its individual
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members are not the way to achieve a change in the present situation.
Similarly, attacks on the Special Commission and thé IAEA do not assist.

As I said this morning, Iraq should begin by committing itself to full
compliance and then to immediately taking on the follow-up actions rapidly and
expediently to carry out that compliance. Unfortunately, nothing we have
heard here today so far suggests that Iraq understaﬁds this need. It is clear
that Iraqg has not yet fully complied with the resolutions. But again, we hope
to hear tomorrow as we did not today that Iraq inteéds to do so.

Now I should like to turn, in the light of our:session planned for
tomorrow morning, to a few questions which we believe clearly need answers.

First, on weapons of mass destruction, is Iraq ready to make full, final
and complete disclosure of its programmes of weapons of mass destruction, and
when will it do so?

Secondly, is Iraq prepared to commence destruction of its ballistic
missile production and repair facilities, as requested by the Special
Commission's letter of 14 February and under United Naﬁions supervision, and
will it do so immediately?

Thirdly, will Iraq return to the IAEA the hucléar documénts seized from
and never returned to the sixtéenth Special Commission inspection team in
September 1991, and will it do so immediately?

Fourthly, will Iraq today provide unconditional acceptance of the
long-term monitoring and verification plans laid out;in resolution 715 (1991)
and make the required declarations of its equipment gnd facilities? When will
Irag begin to observe the full range of privileges and immunities to be
accorded to the Special Commission and to the IAEA?

With respect to the‘boundary demaréation and border posts, does Iraq now

recognize its obligations to accept the work of the Boundary Commission to
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demarcate the Irag-Kuwait border? Will Irag remove immediately its border
police posts from the Kuwaiti side of the border on the map used by the United
Nations Irag-Kuwait Observer Mission?

With respect to detainees, refugees and humanitarian interests, will Iraq
resolve as soon as possible the matter of missing Kuwaitis, Saudis, and
missing third-country nationals from the Gulf war by conducting detailed
documented searches for those missing and sharing the full results of those
searches with the ICRC; by providing to the ICRC information on Kuwaitis and
third-country nationals who died while in custody; by granting the ICRC
unrestricted access to all Iragi places of detention in its effort to trace
the missing? When will Irag meet the humanitarian needs of the Iragi people
by implementing resolutions 706 (1991) and 712 (1991)? When will Iraq permit
the establishment of United Nations humanitarian centres throughout Iraq,
including Kirkuk and Mosul? When will Iraq guarantee the United Nations
humanitarian programme unrestricted access to vulnerable groups throughout
Iraq?

As to Iragi economic blockades within its own country, when will Irag
dismantle the checkpoints blocking roads into northern Irag and lift the
blockade in northern Irag? When will Iraq allow Iragqi citizens formerly
resident in the Kirkuk area to return to their homes and businesses? Will
Iraq cease attacks on civilians, including artillery bombardment of urban
areas? And when will Irag and the Iragi military end their encirclement of
the southern marsh area, a de facto blockade confining up to 500,000 persons,
and permit the United Nations to visit?

On the return of property, when will Irag make a final accounting of and

return of all both military and non-military property taken from Kuwait? And,

finally, when will Irag begin providing the Secretary-General and appropriate
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international organizations a monthly statement of Iraq's gold and foreign
currency reserves, as required by resolution 706 (1991)?

Mr, MENON (India): The Deputy Prime Minister ofEIraq,
Mr. Tariq Aziz, has provided the Council with details of his country's
position on various aspects relating to the implementation of Council
resolutions. I should like to refer to one issue bf humanitarian concern that
members of the Council and Mr. Aziz have spoken of;— the repatriation of
Kuwaiti and other nationals from Iraq. My delegat;on raises this issue
consistent wi;h its stand that the overall humanitgriah éspect demands special
attention and redress.

It appears to my delegation that, besides the problem of identification,
registration and actual repatriation, there is a clear dive:gence of views on
what has been done so far and what’ further needs to be done. The Deputy Prime
Minister has stated his country's willingness to scrutiﬁi;e fhis issue in
detail with the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) and with other
authorities concerned with a view to expediting repatriation. Concentrated
and effective action in this regard is of great iméortance, éiven the
suffering and anxiety of those involved. L |

Against this backdrop, the question we would iike»to pose is the
following: Could Mr. Aziz throw further light on thisn§ith a view to
confirming that Iraq will be able in the very near future to éxpedite full
repatriation of Kuwaiti and other nationals in coopération with the ICRC?

Mr. MERIMEE (France) (interpretation from French): I regret to have
to say that my delegation cannot regard as acceptab;e the comments maderby>

Mr. Tariq Aziz, for they do in fact challenge the resolutions of the Security

Council and the mechanisms laid down and endorsed in those resolutionms.
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Having made this general comment, my delegation would confine itself to
three questions, which, we think, relate to the most important issues.
My first question is on the obligation that Irag has to give a full and

complete picture of its military programme. From the various reports, inter

alia that from the Special Commission, we think that this full picture has not
been provided. The Freanch delegation's question is as follows: When will
Irag be able to provide this full picture?

My second question is just as straightforward. Nhén will Iraq make known
to the Security Council its unconditional acceptance of the monitoring plan
approved under resolution 715 (1991)? My delegation would be happy if, at
tomorrow's meeting, the Iragi delegatioﬁ could solemnly enter into that
commitment.

My third and final point is that my delegation noted that Mr. Tariq Aziz,
in his statement this morning, refrained from mentioning resolution 688 {1991)
or the particular difficulties obtaining in some regions of Irag. My
delegation would like to know the reasons for the impediments which the Iraqgi
Government continues to put in the way of the opening of United Nations
humanitarian centres in Kurdistan and in the south of the country. My
delegation asks the Iragi Government when it will open those centres and when
it will 1lift the blockade it has imposed on part of its population.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): As there are no
further speakers on my list, I shall now suspend the meeting until tomorrow,

Thursday 12 March, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting was suspended at 6.45 p.m.






