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LETTER DATED 13 JANUARY 1998 FROM THE PERVANENT REPRESENTATI VE
OF | RAQ TO THE UNI TED NATI ONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESI DENT OF
THE SECURI TY COUNCI L

On instructions frommy Governnent and with reference to the letter dated
12 January 1998 from M. Richard Butler, Executive Chairman of the Speci al
Conmi ssi on, addressed to you concerning the conposition of the inspection team
headed by the United States national Scott Ritter, | should |like to provide the
following clarifications:

1. In his letter dated 9 January 1998 addressed to M. Riyad al - Qaysi,
Under - Secretary at the Mnistry for Foreign Affairs, the Executive Chairman

hi nsel f stated that the inspection teamsent to Irag was to be led by Ritter and
woul d consi st of 16 persons. 1In the letter he added to this "and others as
requi red fromthe Baghdad Monitoring and Verification Centre (BWQC)". This is
an expression that is used in all of the notifications sent to us when an

i nspection teamis to cone from New York

2. It is normal for any inspection teamconing to Irag from New York to be
assisted by persons working at the BWC. However, their participation is nostly
of a logistic nature (with themacting, for exanple, as drivers, equipnent
operators, personnel used to encircle a site to be inspected on the outside and
to observe entries and departures, etc.) and, as is clear fromits nature, such
participation is not connected with the substance of the inspection itself. The
participation of a nunber of such persons does not alter the true nature of the
conposition of a particular inspection teamentrusted by the Executive Chairnman
with a specific mission or specific tasks. Those fromthe BWC who are used do
not performany task of inportance in the franework of an inspection, such as
aski ng questions, evaluating inspection results, submtting reports or other
nmaj or tasks.

3. The statenent nade in Butler's letter to the effect that the Iragi side
failed to specify the nature of the sites inspected by the teamis untrue. In
any event, the nanmes of the sites indicate what they are and no special effort
is required to assign themto a category. They were:

(a) The Tourismand Hotels Institute;
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(b) The Ibn al-Quff Mlitary Hospital

(c) The Air Force Medical Centre

(d) A Ceneral Security facilities conplex;

(e) Abu Ghraib prison

(f) An Intelligence Service (Mikhabarat) site;

(g) The Directorate of Ceneral Security headquarters.

4. The nodalities for entry to sensitive sites were applied at the foll ow ng
| ocations: the General Security facilities conplex; the Intelligence Service
(Mukhabarat) site; and the Directorate of General Security headquarters. The
following sites were inspected in the normal manner: the Tourism and Hotel s
Institute; Ibn al-Quff MIlitary Hospital; the Air Force Medical Centre; and
Abu Chrai b prison

It should be noted that, for the inspection of all the sensitive sites we
allowed entry to a larger nunmber of inspectors than is the normfor such sites,
which is four persons. N ne inspectors entered the General Security facilities
conpl ex and the Directorate of General Security headquarters, and six inspectors
entered the Intelligence Service (Mikhabarat) site.

5. In visiting the sensitive sites in question, only four BWC personne
participated together with the menbers of the team sent under the | eadership of
Scott Ritter. They were a Jordanian interpreter, an American and two Frenchnen
one of themfromthe International Atom c Energy Agency. This confirnms that it
was the original, unbalanced, teamthat carried out the actual inspection
activities.

6. The statenent nade in the letter to the effect that the official Iraqg
statenent was issued prior to the conpletion of the work of inspection on

12 January is untrue. The inspections on that day were conpleted at 4.40 p. m,
and the official lragi statement was issued at 6 p.m

7. Irag affirms that the conposition of the team sent under the |eadership of
Scott Ritter |acked bal ance and was inconpatible with the nodalities for the
conposition of United Nations teans. Such conduct on the part of the Ofice of
t he Special Comm ssion in New York is unacceptable.

One matter that nust be nentioned and considered is that the reasons for
i nspecting these sensitive sites as related by Scott Ritter to his Iragi escorts
rai se serious questions concerning the m ssion assigned to this unbal anced team
Chief Inspector Scott Ritter said that the reason for his inspection of the
Tourismand Hotels Institute, the Ibn al-Quff Hospital and the Air Force Medica
Centre, which are near or adjacent to the Special Conm ssion's BWC, was to
ascertain the presence of any neans of spying on the BWC. Sophisticated
equi prent was used in these inspections, including a radar device for
under ground detection and ot her m scellaneous sensors, and they found nothing to
support these allegations.
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The reason for their inspection of the General Security facilities conplex
and the Directorate of General Security headquarters was, as stated by
Scott Ritter, to determ ne whether there were sections for tel ecomuni cations
nonitoring and to ascertain, as he clainmed, that there was no espionage activity
agai nst the Special Comm ssion.

Wth regard to the Directorate of General Security headquarters he
nentioned anot her reason, saying that there were itens of equipnment of Polish
origin that were inported in 1994 and 1995 in an undecl ared nmanner for a
pesticide plant that could be nodified as a plant for the production of chemnca
agents. This accusation is, of course, groundless, and this fact coul d have
been verified by the Polish authorities. The justification that he gave
concerning the connection of General Security with this matter, nanmely that it
had provided protection for the novenent of the alleged plant fromthe Jordani an
border to Baghdad, is a pretext that was fabricated in order to establish a
connection to justify the inspection of a sensitive security service. In
connection with the Intelligence Service (Mikhabarat) site, he clained that in
the sunmer of 1995, between June and August, a nunber of prisoners had been sent
fromthis site to Abu Giraib prison and fromthere to a secret |ocation where
tests of chemical and biol ogi cal agents had been perfornmed on them

It is clear fromthese allegations and the rationale offered that the
teaml s objective was to denonstrate the existence of alleged connections between
the Iragi security services and dubious activities. That the team was nade up
of Americans and British confirns this fact, since it is the United States and
British authorities that are giving currency to false allegations with regard to
certain activities with a view to msleading the Security Council and world
publ i c opinion concerning the true state of affairs in Iragq.

8. The main reason for lraq's decision to halt the work of this teamunti

such time as it is restructured in a balanced manner is not the nature of the
sites that it inspected, since we allowed it to conplete the work of inspection
for 12 January. The reason is that its conposition |acks balance and that this
| ack of bal ance has an essentially political significance. As long as the
conposition of the Special Conm ssion and the conposition of the inspection
teans reporting to the Security Council remains thus, the enbargo will remain in
place and will continue to nurder lraqgis in the service of the declared United
States policy against I|rag.

| should be grateful if you would have this letter circul ated as a docunment

of the Security Counci l

(Signed) N zar HAMDOON
Anbassador
Per manent Representative



