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The meeting was resumed at 3.15 p.m. on Therefore, the imposition of sanctions on a State must

Thursday, 28 June 2001. be a collective decision that enjoys the unanimous
agreement of all Member States, with one set of

The President The next speaker inscribed on mgtandards for the imposition and lifting of sanctions.

I|§t is the.representatlve of the Libyan Ara_lb Jamabhiriya. We believe that other States have threatened
| invite him to take a seat at the Council table and to

. regional and international peace and security. They
make his statement. . ) . ;
have violated Security Council resolutions and
Mr. Babaa (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya)spoke in international law and possess weapons of mass
Arabic): Allow me to congratulate you, Sir, on yourdestruction. They have not been taken to task, however,
assumption of the presidency of the Security Coundikcause of the double standards used by major States.

for this month. We are confident that the Council’'s : .
. . ) . : The Tel Aviv regime, under the very eyes of the
deliberations under your wise leadership will be

. .&nternational community, continues to attempt to
crowned with success. We thank you for the opportuni : . .
adicate and disperse the Palestinian people and to

to speak at this meeting. We express our appreciationétfo . . o )
; ; ain control of its remaining territories, using new
the Permanent Representative of the Russian Federafion - .
. : _ . —“apartheid-like means based on occupation, settlement,
for calling for the convening of this important meeting;: . I
for an open debate on the sanctions imposed on Iraq siege and displacement. It is mdged strange th_at., due to
‘such double standards, the major State providing the
As a matter of principle, Libya opposes sanctionkiel Aviv regime with the most up-to-date weaponry, to
and supports the settlement of disputes by peacebel used against children and women, is the same very
means and constructive dialogue. We believe in tisate that insists on maintaining the siege of Iraq and
need to respect the sovereignty, security, independetitat prevents the Security Council from compelling the
and territorial integrity of other States in order tdel Aviv regime to respect the resolutions of the United

achieve security and peace. Nations and to protect the Palestinian people.

Sanctions must be the last resort for the Security The sanctions imposed by the Security Council
Council to consider after it has explored all otheagainst Irag have become a crime of genocide against
peaceful means based on the Charter and on strohg Iragi people. The States thafesl to the lifting of
legal foundations. Sanctions must be imposed ortlyose sanctions are guilty of that crime. These States
when peace is threatened or breached and when thereaige opened the territory of Iraq to weapons experts
aggression, and within a set time frame. and foreign intelligence agencies for almost a decade.
Therefore, we believe that sanctions must [?I\éo corner of Iraq has been spared Inspection; even
. . . . ragi bedrooms have been inspected. The siege
immediately lifted without delay when the reasons far . .

A o L ; rnevertheless continues as strong as ever in an attempt
their imposition are eliminated. We believe thatt Lo N

. . o destroy lIraq, its institutions and its infrastructure
sanctions run counter to human rights. They are a '\ iear Iraal society apart
violation of the right to life, the right to freedom from q y apart.
hunger and the right to education, health care and Despite the aggression and almost daily military
development. Sanctions also affect the most vulnerabltacks directed against Iraq, under the pretext of
in society, such as the aged, women and children. Weaches of no-fly zones that were imposed without a
fully reject the use of sanctions or the use of thmandate from the Security Council or the international
Security Council’s powers for promoting the interests abmmunity, the Security Council has not even initiated
a State or group of States, for intervening in the debate of such aggression, which flagrantly violates
internal affairs of States, for imposing a politicainternational law, the United Nations Charter and its
regime, for overthrowing or changing a Government @wn resolutions under Chapter VII, which are binding
for punishing a state. on all States. Calling on Irag to cooperate with the
. . . . United Nations so that the sanctions may be lifted is an
The authority to impose sanctions and implement o ’

empty pretext to maintain those sanctions. Although

them, in addition to the right of veto, has led t? . . .
. - . Traq has largely cooperated with the United Nations and
disregard for the provisions of the Charter of the Umu% eq Securit;? C{)uncipl) the sanctions have neither been

Nations, which says that the Security Council acts M od suspended nor lessened
behalf of all Member States of the United Nations. ~’ P '
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Irag has the right not to trust that sanctions wil source of profound concern to us. We must remember
be lifted when it cooperates, because it is mindful of tivehat is at stake: the peace and stability of the Middle
sanctions imposed against Libya and of the fact that tBast region. A primary géctive of the Council's
Security Council refused to lift those sanctions despitesolutions is to ensure that Irag no longer has the
unanimous agreement among its members, with oc&pacity to pose a threat to its neighbouring states. Also
exception, and within the international community thatt stake is the credibility of international efforts for the
Libya had fully cooperated with the United Nations andon-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. As
satisfied all its obligations. Before demanding that Ira@jl know, Japan has been a strong advocate for the non-
cooperate further, the Security Council must regain ipsoliferation and eventual elimination of weapons of
credibility by abiding by its own resolutions and ceasmass destruction.
exerting pressure on behalf of one State and its special

) At the same time, we share with the international
interests.

community the concern for the plight of the Iraqi
As for the Security Council’s consultations angeople. We believe that there is a need to make
the draft resolution being proposed in the guise afljustments to the current sanctions regime in order to
lessening the suffering of the Iraqi people by modifyinglleviate their suffering, while retaining thejettives
the sanctions regime, they are merely attempts abthe Council’s resolutions. It is in this context that we
perpetuate those sanctions eternally. Whether thely support the ongoing efforts of the Council to
sanctions imposed against Irag are strong or weakodify the current sanctions regime in line with
smart or dumb, they are in fact aimed against thesolution 1352 (2001), which was adopted
present and future of an entire people. The object is tm@animously. We will support any step to ease the
further destruction of that country, whose people hasffering of the Iraqi people that does not compromise
made a great contribution to human civilization. our common objective of resolving the disarmament

. . ._.issue in Iraq.
In conclusion, we renew our call for an immediate

lifting of sanctions without further delay. Their | would like to add here that the interested States
continuation in any form will ensure the ongoingn the region should be consulted in the process of
suffering of the Iraqi people and have a negative impdotmulating the specifics of the new sanctions regime.
on the situation in the region and throughout the world@heir cooperation is essential in order to ensure the

The President | thank the representative of therfecwe Implementation of such a new regime.

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya for his kind words addressed to  Japan, which has retained its bilateral diplomatic
me. relations with Iraq throughout the past decade, has
continuously sought to persuade the Government of
faq to implement the relevant resolutions and to
cooperate with the United Nations, particularly with the
United Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection

Mr. Satoh (Japan): | would like to thank you, Sir,Commission. Regrettably, such efforts by us and other
for giving me the opportunity to participate in today'snembers of the international community have so far
discussion on this important issue. reaped no discernible results.

The next speaker inscribed on my list is th
representative of Japan. | invite him to take a seat
the Council table and to make his statement.

Although it has been more than a decade since the We would therefore like to take this opportunity
ceasefire was achieved in the Gulf, the internationahce again to call on the Government of Iraq to
community has yet to withess the full implementatiooooperate with the United Nations and to implement
of the relevant Security Council resolutions, includinthe relevant Security Council resolutions as soon as
resolution 687 (1991), which stipulated the conditiongossible. In this context, we hope that the dialogue
for a formal ceasefire, nor have the provisions tketween Irag and the United Nations will be
resolution 1284 (1999), which seeks to gain Iragi®aintained.
cooperation with the United Nations, been

implemented. | would also to take this opportunity to urge all

members of the Council, particularly the permanent
The current impasse, in which no progress can breembers, to make further efforts to dogether to
made towards the implementation of the resolutions, rissolve the situation. In dealing with an issue as
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difficult as the Iraqgi situation, it is crucial that the We were heartened when a fresh dialogue started
Council act in unity. Unless the Council speaks withetween Iraq and the Secretary-General last February.
one voice, the prospect for breaking the current impadsfe believe that this momentum should be maintained.
will not improve. We think that it is even more important now for this

We look forward to the day when lIrag Candlalogue to continue in the light of the ongoing drafting

) X X . . : : rocess in the Security Council, as it seems that the
normalize its relationship with the internationa ; i . .
. . . . resulting text will give more discretion to the Secretary-
community. This will be possible only when th

- X . . eneral in the execution of the humanitarian
provisions of the relevant Security Council resolutlonsro ramme
are implemented. We sincerely hope that this will & 09 '
achieved without further delay. Our view of the future is clear. We are now faced

with the critical need to alleviate the humanitarian

The President The next speaker inscribed on my.; oo . . i
_ . I . ituation in Iraq and to relieve the bordering countries
list is the representative of Turkey. | invite him to take

a seat at the Council table and to make his statementOf the dlsproportlonqte economic and social burden they
have been shouldering all these years.

Mr. Pamir (Turkey): Like previous speakers, |

should also like to congratulate you, Mr. President, for The idea should thgrefore not be to T“"i‘ke the
having taken the helm of the Security Council durinpresent scope of trade with Irag more restrictive and

! ‘&nder the procedures more cumbersome, introducing
this busy month of June. T .
new uncalled-for obligations into the system. It should,
The Council is again deliberating on a matter thaather, pave the way for a more liberalized trade system
has preoccupied the international community for motkeat will both guard the economic and commercial
than 10 years now. We believe that a comprehensin¢erests of these countries and draw Iraq’s cooperation,
approach is required to overcome the present standstiflich is essential, thus making arrangements workable.
in connection with the sanctions on Irag. Like all those
nations that are voicing their concerns and hopes hFr?'
. : NSt i
today, Turkey is deeply distressed by the ongoing .
suffering of the lIragi people under the prevailing
conditions. We are also one of the foremost countries to Mr. Pal (India): Mr. President, we thank you for
have been heavily affected by the sanctions agaiwralling this meeting. Let me also put on record our
Iraqg. appreciation for your contribution to the Council’s work

Let me place on record the fact that Turkey’%lgsefzrxiztsdcgg?gr:lrgglZ;:t?onndsyour indefatigable team

principal wish is to see these sanctions lifted altogether

in the nearest possible future. For this to happen, a new India has always opposed sanctions that have a
spirit of cooperation between the Security Council arftimanitarian impact, and, as External Affairs Minister
Irag will have to take hold. We want to see the curredaswant Singh has said in Parliament,

negotiations among the membership of the Council lead
to precisely that. This exercise should stay its course
and effectively eliminate the existing stumbling-blocks
that stand in the way of the Iragi people’s access to all
civilian goods. We have repeatedly called for these sanctions to
be lifted in tandem with Iraq’s compliance with the

Similarly, the distance between the Secumyﬁlevant Security Council resolutions. We believe that

Council and Iraq should be bridged in a manner thﬁ%e no-fly zones are not sanctioned by any aspect of the

would bring them within the range of cooperation op - ) ;
oo o . . ouncil’'s resolutions. We have always disapproved of
monitoring and verification issues relating to

; unilateral armed action against Iraq, and we believe
paragraphs 8, 9 and 10 of resolution 687 (1991). attempts to undermine lIraqg’s territorial integrity —

I cannot overemphasize my country'attempts which weeject — could have unforeseen and
longstanding concern over the deployment ardkstructive geopolitical implications for the region.
development of weapons of mass destruction and their
means of delivery in our region.

The President The next speaker inscribed on my
s the representative of India. | invite him to take a
at the Council table and to make his statement.

“the sanctions imposed on Irag are unjust, unwise
and detrimental to large numbers of innocent
Iragi men, women and children”.
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The sanctions on Iraq have also caused acutview list. And even items on this list could be
economic and financial hardship to other countrieapproved, depending on their end use.
India among them_. Unf_ortunatgly, our request for r.el|ef Australia is of the firm view that for any region,
under Article 50 is still pending with the sanctions . . . .

. . o including our own, to achieve a positive security
Committee. To ease the serious strain imposed on Quf

. : nvironment, it is imperative for the States of that
economy by these sanctions, we have also informed the

Council about a counter-trade arrangement with irAg9ion to meet their international obligations. This is

a . . ,
which will let it import food from India against the p%rtlculgrly true n r_espect of Irag’s weapons of mass
. . destruction obligations under Security Council
export of crude oil and oil products.

resolutions. Like others, we have been concerned that,
India has a vital interest in the peace anfdr over two years now, it has not been possible to carry

prosperity of the Gulf, which is part of ourout the weapons verification and monitoring work in

neighbourhood. We have therefore supported evdrag as mandated by the United Nations.

initiative to defuse the crisis over Iraq and believe it

would help promote the security and stability of the a whole. The United Nations Monitoring,

region if Irag were brought back into the mainstream Erification and Inspection Commission NMOVIC)
regional and international affairs. We hope diplomatiﬁ:

efforts will be resumed under the auspices of the United > not been able to commence its inspection activities

Nations. We see the need to develop fresh ideas E{Hdraq, in line with its United Nations mandate. This is

new mechanisms to serve the purpose of the Unitmc?St discouraging. Likewise, the International Atomic

Nations. We hope the Council will act urgently to engner.gy .Agency (IAEA.) IS still ”r.“"?t?'e tc_> resume Its
. verification and monitoring activities in lIraq, as
the long nightmare of the people of Iraq.

mandated by the Security Council. We call upon Iraq to
The President | thank the representative of Indiacooperate fully with UNMOVIC and the IAEA to

for the kind words he addressed to me and to mgmonstrate its good faith and its willingness to work

colleagues. with the international community. Full implementation

. . L of these activities is essential to provide the assurances

The next speaker inscribed on my list is the

representative of Australia. | invite her to take a seatretqu'er by the Security Council. It is our sincere hope

the Council table and to make her statement. that the |I’aC]I. Iegder.shlp W'.“ now tal§e tlheoessary
steps to fulfil its international obligations. These

Ms. Wensley (Australia): | wish to thank you, obligations are clear. Irag must comply fully with all
Mr. President, for convening this open meeting of thelevant Security Council resolutions.
Council.

This has had a destabilizing effect on the region

The Australian Government is concerned at the
Australia remains committed to the fullhumanitarian situation in Irag and is deeply
implementation of all Security Council resolutions osympathetic to the plight of the Iraqgi people. However,
Irag. We support the two principles now guiding thEnited Nations sanctions are not aimed at the ordinary
Security Council’'s approach to Iraq, as set out imagi person. Every effort has been made by the United
resolution 1352 (2001), namely to improve the flow dflations and the international community, including
goods and commodities to Iraq while ensuring tha&tustralia, to limit their impact on the Iraqgi people. The
military-related items are not exported to it. United Kingdom draft resolution would take us still

Australia welcomes the constructive proposals pmrther in this direction.

forward in the United Kingdom draft resolution, which Australia welcomes the improvements which have
is based on these two principles. We believe that thésmen made in the implementation of the oil-food
proposals, if implemented, would make a significargrogramme since its inception, through the passage of
difference to the flow of civilian goods to Iraqg. If theresolutions 1284 (1999), 1302 (2000) and 1330 (2000).
draft resolution were adopted, we would go from &hese improvements include the lifting of the ceiling
situation in which all imports to Iraq are prohibitedvhich previously applied to Iragi oil exports; expedited
unless specifically allowed, to one where all imports aepproval procedures for many food, agriculture,
automatically allowed, unless they are on the goodducational, housing and health items; and increases in
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the money available to Irag for expenditure on its oileeds of the Iragi population. That said, the oil-for-
sector. food progamme should be able to fulfil their basic

. . eeds. New Zealand has welcomed the efforts of the
We welcome evidence that the ml—for—fooc& . . . . .
ouncil, particularly since the adoption of resolution

programme has arrested the depllne n Iraq l.'vmg%84 (1999), to improve the situation of ordinary Iragis
standards, but equally we recognize the imperative ;0 . )
nby making the programme more effective.

further alleviating the predicament of the Iraqi civilia
population. We therefore urge the international The lifting of the ceiling on Iraqg’s oil exports and
community to support the additional improvements tihe streamlining of the approval process for importing
the programme currently under consideration. We seiilian goods have been demonstrable improvements in
this latest effort as an important step forward whictihe way in which sanctions have been applied to Irag.
will make a difference to the lives of ordinary IragiThey have given the Government of Iraq the clear
citizens. means of meeting the needs of its civilian population.
The President | should like to inform the That the .Government of Ir_aq has chose!'] not to do so,

: : and continues to undermine the effectiveness of the
Council that | have received a letter from the : .

) . . ogramme through its current refusal to export oil,

representative of the Netherlands in which he requeg{s .
S g ; . . - “Témains a matter of grave concern to my Government.
to be invited to participate in the discussion of the item
on the Council’'s agenda. In accordance with the usual The key to removing the need for any sanctions
practice, | propose, with the consent of the Council, tegime is clearly in the hands of the Iragi Government.
invite that representative to participate in th# must comply with the resolutions of the Council,
discussion, without the right to vote, in accordandacluding by admitting United Nations Monitoring,
with the relevant provisions of the Charter and rule 37%rification and Inspection Commission NMOVIC)
of the Council’s provisional rules of procedure. Therimspectors into Iraq in order to verify that it has met its
being no objection, so decided. disarmament obligations. My delegation fully endorses
| invite the representative of the Netherlands t?k;lai (;(iiL:)r;]Csjltizfifg:r?nto secure lIragi compliance with its
take the seat reserved for him at the side of the Counei'9 '
Chamber. We recognize that the cooperation of the countries
The next speaker inscribed on my list is thgf the region in particular is essential to make the

. L . proposed new arrangements workable and effective, and
representative of New Zealand. | invite him to take a

seat at the Council table and make his statement. ~ ~c wglcome clear recogmuon Of. this f"f‘Ct by the
Council. The current sanctions regime against Iraq has

Mr. MacKay (New Zealand): New Zealand fullybeen characterized by compliance problems. The
supports the current efforts of the Council to revise tlseiccessful implementation of the changes proposed to
sanctions regime in respect of Iraq in order to perntilie sanctions regime will require the full cooperation of
the restoration of normal trade as far as possible, whidd Member States.
maintaining effective controls on goods which may

. . . The commitment of the Council in resolution
assist Irag to rearm with weapons of mass destruction

1352 (2001) to bring about significant improvements in
Sanctions are an indispensable tool for thhe flow of commodities and products to Iraq will be of
Council, but they are also a blunt instrument. Mpenefit to the region as a whole. The restoration of
delegation considers that sanctions must be targetedriormal trade is an important step in Iraqg’s return to the
maximum effectiveness and focused so as to minimigedern world and will also be of great benefit to the
any harmful impact on the humanitarian needs of theagi Government itself, should it choose to cooperate.

civilian population concerned. The President The next speaker inscribed on my

The wurgent need to alleviate the serioulsst is the representative of Bahrain. | invite him to take
humanitarian suffering of the Iraqi civilian populatiora seat at the Council table and make his statement.
is well recognized. It was out of concern for the civilian Mr. Buallay (Bahrain) gpoke in Arabij: My

population of Iraq that the oil-foiood progamme was delegation is delighted to see you, Sir, presiding over

first put in place. It was not, however, designed as : . .
. .- the Security Council, perhaps for the second time on
long-term mechanism to meet all the humanitarian
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the same subject. This provides ataar continuity that following verification by the Commission created in
is a source of confidence and pleasure for us. resolution 1284 (1999)? That commission, the United

.Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection

. In taking up the consequences of Iraq! aggress'?’?ommission (UNMOVIC), whose Chairman and other
against the State of Kuwait, the Security Councl .
embers are said to be neutral and aballe the

enacted resolution 687 (1991), which included'

o Lo s%spicions that were directed against the Chairman and
principal elements, such as eradicating weapons O o
some of the members of the Commission’s predecessor,

mass destruction, boycotting the regime, freelnf%e United Nations Special Commission (UNSCOM).
r

Kuwaiti and non-Kuwaiti prisoners, the return o ) R .
Kuwaiti property, as well as measures to ease the effe 44 St"?‘tes that it has no Kuwa|t|.pr|.sor.1ers. However, '.t
of sanctions on the Iragi people. states in turn that there are Iraq| missing persons. It is
difficult for us to understand this statement that there
Eight years after the adoption of that resolutiorare no Kuwaiti prisoners. The case file on each of those
years characterized by varying levels of disagreemgudrsons is fully documented and shows that they have
and controversy on implementation between the Uniteisappeared, and that they are in Irag. In order to
Nations and Iraq, focusing essentially on the issue m@solve this issue, Iraqg merely has to cooperate with the
weapons of mass destruction and the humanitarieoordinator of the Secretary-General, who was
aspects of the boycott, there has been a total neglecappointed for that purpose, and has to participate in the
prisoners of war and Kuwaiti property. Following thosactivities of the international committee created for that
eight years, the Security Council enacted resolutigrurpose.
1284 (1999) which sought on the one hand to ease

; g : . Finallyy, we have no need to take up the
implementation and on the other to again shed light gn o .

. . : umanitarian aspect of the sanctions. Many
the issues of prisoners and properties.

improvements have been made to the regime in order to
In resolution 1284 (1999) the Security Counci$atisfy the needs of the Iraqgi people. So where is the
showed that it was prepared for further cooperatigroblem in trying to eliminate the remaining effects of
with Irag, in that it showed much flexibility on the fourlraq’s occupation of the State Kuwait, although more
main dossiers relating to weapons of mass destructidhan nine years have passed since the end of the
while it clearly showed an easing on the humanitariatcupation and the liberation of Kuwait? We, the States
effects of the sanctions regime. of the region, believe that it is not natural for us to live

in a situation of see-sawing between peace and war. We

The Security Council had hoped that in meetinI?ave major responsibilities towards our peoples
Irag halfway, the effects of its aggression on the Staie J P Peoples,

of Kuwait would finally be overcome. Despite the facc[espon3|b|llt|es and obligations in the domains of

that there has been documented recognition of the S o . . X
ave the responsibility of creating conditions ensuring

of Kuwait from time to time, there are strang
. he success of these plans for development. We cannot
references that cast doubt on the existence of such ~" . "

say with any degree of certainty that such conditions

recognition. The Security Council tried to create a :
- . . ; . - _currently exist.
positive environment in dealing with Iraq by adopting
its second major resolution, resolution 1284 (1999), a Ultimately, we must call for constructive and
resolution inspired by the experience resulting from tlgeenuine cooperation between the Security Council and
implementation of the first major resolution, resolutiofrag. We must work to find a solid foundation for such
687 (1999). So the resolution did not come out of @operation. That ecessarily requires Irag's
vacuum. Its objective was to improve dealings betweémplementation of relevant Security Council
the two parties in order to move forward with the issuesolutions. In return, the Security Council must be
and finally resolve it. prepared to lift the embargo against Iraqg when the main
ossiers on weapons of mass destruction are closed and

What was the result? Regrettably, it was ngt . G .
w%en the issue of Kuwaiti prisoners of war, prisoners of

%itical, economic and social development. We also

encouraging. The situation on the ground has "Sther nationalities and Kuwaiti properties are resolved.

shown any movement whatsoever. Iraq states that most,
if not all, the dossiers on weapons of mass destruction The President: The next speaker is the
are closed or nearly closed. If that is true, why can riégpresentative of Germany. | invite him to take a seat at
not be officially certified by the United Nationsthe Council table and to make his statement.



S/PV.4336 (Resumption 1)

Mr.  Kastrup (Germany): The  Swedishresponsibility lies solely with the Iraqi Government, the
Ambassador has spoken on behalf of the Europeiaernational community has only limited influence.
Union. My country fully supports that statement, but we

would like to offer some additional remarks. Nobady in Germany wants to see the Iraqi

population suffer unecessarily, but as long as the
It is regrettable that the Security Council still ha&overnment of Iraq does not comply with its
to discuss the sanctions regime on Iraq more than ib@ernational obligations, the question will not be
years after the end of the Gulf War. My country iwhether to lift sanctions or not. The question will be
concerned about the humanitarian situation in Iraq, ahdw to improve the sanctions regime by making
we are, like many other Member States, determined danctions more targeted towards achievement of the
improve that situation. We want to emphasizebjectives, by making them more efficient and by
however — and | say this in the presence of tHeniting their negative effects on the population of Iraq.
representative of the Iragi Government — that We therefore welcome the ongoing discussions. We
remains the responsibility of the Government of Iralelieve that a more transparent, practicable and
alone to improve the situation of its population. Fdargeted system could be created by improving the flow
Germany, it goes without saying that the best solutiaf commodities and products to Iraq, and at the same
would be the lifting of sanctions, but, of course, onltime, by creating more effective controls to prevent
after full compliance by the Government of Iraq witltircumvention. This would lead to an environment that
all relevant Security Council resolutions, in particulais conducive to the improvement of the humanitarian
the obligations contained in resolutions 687 (1991) asduation of the people.
1284 (1999). Unfortunately, we are still far away from .
this best solution. In this context, we have taken note of .SUCh anew approach s:hould. allow f_or potentially
the new Russian draft resolution. We have stroriffowmg civilian - trade, including pjects - for

Lo . imfrastructure. In this context, the so-called Goods
doubts that it will contribute to the urgently needegd - !
CONSENsUS eview List is of paramount importance. Those goods

and items have to be defined that will prevent the re-
The call for the implementation of Securitybuilding of the military capabilities and capacities of

Council resolutions 687 (1991) and 1284 (1999)ag and prevent the import of dual-use goods. In
remains valid. These resolutions define the obligatioskaping this list, work should be undertaken in a target-
of Iraq in the areas of weapons of mass destruction asréented approach, making the list transparent, concise
describe, at the same time, the way to the suspensénd, thus, implementable. Furthermore, we expect that
and lifting of the sanctions. The failure of thehese new arrangements will, by clearly defining the
Government of Irag to fulfil its obligations, mostgoods and items on the Goods Review List, alleviate the
significantly visible through the continued denial oproblems that have led to the large number of
cooperation with the United Nations Monitoringapplications being put on hold by the sanctions
Verification and Inspection Commission and theommittee.
International Atomic Energy Agency, prevents until

this day, unfortunately, the lifting of sanctions. The Security Council has a responsibility to

develop a new strategy in a coherent and transparent
The difficult humanitarian situation in Irag hasmanner. We welcome the fact that, after long-standing
been giving the international community reasons falebate on civilian passage and cargo flights, the
concern practically throughout the existing sanctiorgpportunity for a solution exists. These flights should
regime against Irag. The Security Council hase made possible through an easily implementable
repeatedly reacted to this situation, particularly througlystem that would allow for practical solutions,
the inception of the oil-for-food progmme and its including the necessary inspections.
subsequent changes and additions. It should be recalled . .
. : We encourage the Security Council to work
that this programme was never intended to meet all the

needs of the Iragi population, but it is supposed 8wards a concrete solution that will benefit the Iraqi

provide sufficient basic requirements. We would like tBeopIe, while ensuring the compliance and cooperation

recall the repeated concern raised by the Secretacr)f-the Iragi Government. This solution should also take
P y iNto account the admittedly extremely difficult situation

Generali that lraq is not using the z_already emstm& neighbouring States. We recall, in that context,
mechanisms to their full potential. As this
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Security Council resolution 1352 (2001), whichmprove the sanctions regime proceed from the logic of
confirmed the agreement among the members of tthet resolution, and we warmly welcome them. We
Security Council to work on new arrangements for Iragommend the United Kingdom for having taken the
allowing 30 days to conclude these measures. We kaldd in these discussions.

know that the 30 d_ays are about to expire in just a The Netherlands is pleased to see the introduction
couple of days, but it seems much work still has to b

. . . 3 the principle that all goods and products will be
done. In the interest of the Iragi people and in thaﬁlowed into Irag unless they are on the Goods Review

|ntere§t of the mternaponal community, the Secuntmst and there is a specific decision to block them. We
Council should meet this target. . . .
understand that setting up a new regime is a very
The President | give the floor to the complicated task. The new system will inevitably imply
representative of the Netherlands. a trade-off between the length of the list and the
manageability of the regime; just as it will be a trade-

Mr. van den Berg (Netherlands): The off between preventing the unwanted access of Iraq to
Netherlands welcomes this open debate, which offers b g q

all United Nations members the opportunity to presepﬂtIlltary equipment and the fate of the Iraqi people.
their views on the question concerning Irag. We also In dealing with these trade-offs, the guiding
express our full support for the statement made by thenciple should be whether the new regime can work
presidency of the European Union. in practice. During its membership on the Council, the
The Netherlands wishes to see the fuh{etherlands spoke up repeatedly about the unaccepltably
e igh number of contracts on hold. We hope and believe
rehabilitation of Irag as a normal member of th : .
. . . : that the new system will make an excessive number of
international community as soon as possible. But let US:h holds a thing of the past
not forget that it was Iraq itself that, by its actions, '
moved into the position of outcast. At the root of the A number of delegations have spoken before me
present situation lies the 1990 invasion of Kuwait bgnd their interventions cause me to underline one
Irag. This aggression was reversed back by tlaspect of the Iragi question which is not without
international community, which subsequentlgignificance. The Netherlands believes that the Council
determined that this should not happen again. Hensbpuld also look into ideas concerning the maintenance
resolution 687 (1991). The Netherlands continues amd improvement of Iragi oil production capacity. It
support that resolution’s clear jebtive of preventing will enable Irag to make full use of the expanded
renewed Iragi aggression. opportunities within the framework of an improved

At the same time, the road to the fu”-sanctlons regime for the benefit of its people. Proper

rehabilitation of Iraq is equally clear. The Government Pas and development of the industry, including

. . roviding the means for good oil-field husbandry, are
of Irag must comply with and implement the releva . . .
X . . . needed to ensure sustainable and ecologically sound oil
Security Council resolutions. Once Iraq has complie

sanctions will be lifted. If at a prior stage it cooperatepsrOdUCtIon over the years to come.

in all respects with the United Nations Monitoring, The Netherlands urges the Council tecsssfully
Verification and Inspection Commission and theonclude efforts to introduce the necessary
International Atomic Energy Agency, in accordancenprovements in the sanctions regime with regard to
with resolution 1284 (1999), sanctions will bdraq. If it is not possible for the Council to discuss all
suspended. Sadly, so far Irag has not made it possib$pects simultaneously, we fully understand that the
for the Council to take those decisions. It even refus€suncil will concentrate first on the important aspect
to cooperate on the issues of the missing persons afdhe Goods Review List.

Kuwaiti property. The President: The next speaker is the

Despite the attitude of the Government of Iragepresentative of Italy. | invite him to take a seat at the
the Council itself must continue to do what it can tGouncil table and to make his statement.
ease the plight of the people of Iraq. Security Council
resolution 1284 (1999) contributed significantly t
reaching the objective of more targeted sanctions. T
efforts currently under way in the Council to furthe

Mr. Vento (ltaly): | wish to begin, Mr. President,
%thanking you for convening this open forum, which
gives United Nations Member States that are not on the
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Security Council the opportunity to express their viewsanctions regime. It is therefore a matter of top priority
on one of the most sensitive issues of the day: ttteat Iraq’s medical and hospital structures be
situation between Iraq and Kuwait. As | take the floarehabilitated and that basic health and hygiene
in this Chamber for the first time this month, | wouldonditions be improved.

like also to express the satisfaction of my delegation at

seeing you, Sir, at the helm of the Council. To achieve a lasting amelioration of social

conditions, the basic economic infrastructure must be

The representative of Sweden has already makeeaitalized. Measures must be devised to stimulate the
statement on behalf of the European Union. Italy fullupply of commodities and services and to facilitate
endorses it, and would like only to add a few remarksconomic cooperation, including investment in civilian
It is ltaly's strong hope that in the not-too-distansectors, starting with the water supply, sewage, energy,
future the United Nations will be able to certify that th&uel and transportation. At the same time there should
conditions are right for a full resumption of relationbe a gradual resumption of commercial flights to Iraq,
between Irag and the international community. To thafth appropriate guarantees and controls.
end, we must promote the establishment of a climate of
trust through the adoption of measures |n§p|red, f|rst ﬁ)anction more effectively, all Member States must be
all, by respect for all the pertinent United Na“onaetermined to ai . . .

. A . give the United Nations their fullest

resolutions and by equitable and ConStrucnvgooperation Concurrently, the adoption of more
initiatives. We also consider that the territorial integrit ' '

and national sovereignty of every State in the regicl\i)/hansparent and effective authorization procedures

. ] wquld prevent rearmament without prejudicing trade,
deserve the respect of all members of the internationa . . L .
community. would liberalize the flow of civilian goods and services

to Irag, and would help redress the current imbalances.
In order for normal relations between Iraq and the

. . ; . In that context, the interests of neighbouring
international community to be re-established and for . ; ) -
countries have to be taken fully into account; their

sanctions to be lifted, it is essential that the Iraql reement is needed for anv future arrangement. That
Government show a spirit of full cooperation, first o 9 y 9 )

. . . Is requested both as a matter of fairness and for the
all by welcoming the inspectors from the Unite . -
. S e .~ Sake of regional stability.
Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection

Commission and allowing them to do their job. Ten years is a long time in both human and

Of the manv aspects of the complex issue we aI‘Pereign relations. It is in everyone’s best interest to
y asp P reach a satisfactory and final settlement of the situation

dealing with today, the humanitarian question i %tween Iraq and Kuwait. A few months ago, we had a

undoubtedly the largest and the most pressing. It is qlmpse of hope when talks were resumed between the
the utmost: urgency that there be_ a return to %:(]ecretary—General and the Government of Iragq. We still
appropriate dialogue on the fate of prisoners of war affist that the Secretary-General can provide an ideal
of those missing in action, as well as on property th ¢

had been removed. In that connection, the foundatio% annel of dialogue to improve the present sorry state

for the promising development of such a dialog Ofaffairs and to help Irag abide by the relevant United

would be laid with immediate conciliatory gestures bgat'.on.s resolutions, _f|naIIy te}kmg its full place once
. gain in the community of nations.
the Iragi Government.

Of course, to make an improved sanctions regime

The President: | thank the representative of Italy

At the same time, one cannot but feel the great(?gF the kind words he addressed to me

compassion for the innocent civilian population of Iraq,

where health conditions, especially those of women and The next speaker is the representative of Yemen. |
children, remain critical and cry out for a prompt anthvite him to take a seat at the Council table and to
appropriate response by the international communitgake his statement.

Emergency measures are needed to stem the tide of Mr. Al-Ashtal (Yemen) gpoke in Arabik | wish

epidemic, reverse the exponential increase in infant ; .
: : . aBthe outset, Sir, to congratulate you most sincerely on
mortality and halt the outbreak of serious illnesses suc

as leukaemia and cancer related to the environme OW assumption of the presidency of the Security

) : 8unci| for this month, a month that has seen
degradation that has accompanied the now-10-year-gld . . s . .
continuous Council activity under your wise leadership.

10
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Behind the item before the Council today — thamposed on Irag, whether smart or stupid, today has no
situation between Iraq and Kuwait — lies the genuirgolitical or ethical justification. This is my country’s
tragedy that affected Kuwait for a certain time. But Irapgosition. Arab public opinion feels that the Iraqis are
continues to suffer from its impact. To this day, thihe victims of collective punishment that was meted out
people of Irag — women, children and old people -to that people, who has suffered enough.

continue to suffer hardship and pain. They continue to The President: | thank the representative of

suffer the repercussions of a painful calamity and to P& men for his kind words addressed to me
an exorbitant price for it. '

It is true that the Gulf crisis that has blighted our The n_ext speaker n_wscrlbed on my .“St is the
Lo . representative of the Syrian Arab Republic, whom |
region inflicted a deep wound on the Arab body politic; ", .
oo ) S .. 1hvite to take a seat at the Council table and to make
it will not heal until we overcome the crisis in all it

dimensions. This must include an appropriate solution® statement.

of the question of Kuwaiti prisoners and property. Mr. Wehbe (Syrian Arab Republic)(spoke in
Arabic): At the outset, allow me, Sir, to express my

. But it is glso true that continuing the bIoc]<_ad elegation’s satisfaction at seeing you preside over the
against Iraq will pose a threat to peace and stability g‘ecurity Council for the month of June. On this

the region for many years to come. How could it be . ) .
X . . o -pccasion, | should like to assure you of our readiness to
otherwise when an entire generation of Iraqis live a lite ) A
. . 2= : Cé)operate fully with you and with your brotherly
of misery, which breeds indignation and hatred an . . .
o country in any way possible to crown your efforts with
sows the seeds of future crisis? :
success, efforts to promote the role of the United
Today, Kuwait has been liberated. It has regainéthtions and, particularly, this Security Council, in the
its sovereignty and has secured its borders. Today, thaintenance of international peace and security. We
Gulf crisis is history, but Iraq continues to this day teould also like to express our appreciation to you for
live that tragedy. The comprehensive embargo imposéds meeting. Allow us also to express our sincere
on Iraq 10 years ago continues ceaselessly to crush ti@nks to Ambassador Sergei Lavrov for his proposal to
Iragi people. For Irag and the Iraqgis, time has stoanvene this open meeting of the Security Council in
still. Building has ceased; development has haltedrder to undertake a general debate on this important
Indeed, life has come to an end for hundreds ahd timely issue.
thousands of children felled b_y disease and_epldem|c N The Syrian Arab Republic is carefully following
the wake of a comprehensive blockade imposed R}/ ; . P . .
o X ; e Security Council's continuing deliberations on the
military force. A whole generation of Iraqgis have

- sanctions imposed on lIraq. We are hopeful that the
become victims of the embargo, whose effectseex ) . -
current consultations will lead to a definitive end to the

those of the war in their scope, harmfulness, dama : - .
. suffering of millions of women, children, young people
and seriousness. All sectors of the State and of socig ; ?
1d the elderly in Iraq, all of whom are suffering from

have been affected; the infrastructure has Withereta,

. . the harshness of the embargo and its destructive
health care and education have deteriorated, leavin :
. o consequences at various levels. We are glad to note an
behind permanent disabilities.

increasing international understanding, as | heard in
The embargo’s effects on Iraq are not confined tielegations’ statements yesterday and today. This
the Iragi people; the impact has been directly felt lmpncern shows the importance of freeing the Iraqi
neighbouring countries and indirectly by othepeople from its suffering after more than 10 years of the
countries, such as my own country, Yemen, which hambargo, the sole consequence of which has been more
experienced great economic, trade and financisdiffering and frustration for our Iragi brothers.
roblems. Suffice it to say that eight huge Iraqi ships . .
Eave been moored in Aden harbogur for gmore C:han Fio At this stage, | would like to state that

- : continuation of the sanctions will lead to serious
years, constituting a real environmental hazard there. . . :
repercussions for the unity of Iraq, for the security and

We call for an end to the embargo, an end to tis¢ability of the region and for unforeseeable
suffering of the Iraqi people so that they will have thenvironmental and social deterioration, not to mention
opportunity to rebuild anew, to repair the damage,grinding halt to development in all its forms.
tragedy and pain caused by the embargo. The embargo

11
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My delegation wishes to state that we are stronghyade very clear during the deliberations among the
attached to the unity and territorial integrity of Iragleaders of Arab States at the latest Arab summit in
Syria opposes any measures taken against Iraq outdddeman. Syria looks to this Council to take into
of the purview of United Nations resolutions. We mugtonsideration, when debating and taking up the
ensure the necessary credibility of the Security Coundifffering viewpoints on the situation between Iraqg and
in its implementation of United Nations resolutions. Kuwait, the major economic difficulties that have

confronted the neighbouring States as a consequence of

Faced with the stormy developments of 1990, tQEe sanctions imposed on Irag. The Council must take

position of the Syrian Arab Republic was crystal clear, . ; :
We recall the constructive role played by Syria in thltgt.0 conglderat|on the —utmost |mportancel .that
.Neighbouring States and peoples attach to the lifting of

liberation of brotherly Kuwait, assisting our brothers i .
. ; . _the sanctions. These States must be able to resume a
that nation by all means available to us. We continue

: normal cycle of economic life. We hope that new
our endeavours to help Kuwait overcome the pain . ; . ; ) .
. . . : . “~resolutions in this regard will not jeopardize the
afflicted upon it. The Syrian Arab Republic continues . : . .
: o L Sovereignty of neighbouring States with respect to land
to believe that it is necessary to eliminate all thc?r the air
negative effects that have befallen the people of Kuwait '
as a result of that war. We express our attachment to Furthermore, any talk of a draft resolution tabled
the independence, sovereignty and security of Kuwait, the Security Council on the elimination of weapons
as well as to the return of Kuwaiti prisoners of wanf mass destruction in the region would be acceptable if
missing persons and others to their families and homéscame within a comprehensive purview aiming to
Let me stress the need for the return of Kuwaitransform the Middle East into an area free of weapons
properties to Kuwait in a practical framework agreedf mass destruction, especially nuclear weapons.
upon fundamentally between the two parties, Irag aftherefore, this would include the need to compel Israel
Kuwait, so that deliberations on these issues may haweplace all its nuclear installations under international
a political and humanitarian framework, thus leading wontrol. Security Council resolution 687 (1991) states
a solution. in paragraph 14 that the Council noted that measures to
. . . be taken by lIraq stipulated in earlier paragraphs
The Syrian Arab Republic supports and abides b%‘presented steps towards the objective of creating a

the full implementation of the resolutions of .
. . " iddle East free of weapons of mass destruction.
international legitimacy. We spoke out on the need %

maintain international legitimacy and the relevant  We are confident that the Security Council, which
resolutions in all fields, without any double standardsears the responsibility to maintain international peace
in the implementation of such resolutions. and security and to protect the life and future of

Within the debate on the varying aspects gumamty, will take into consideration, in debating the

X o i raft resolution on Irag, the tragic humanitarian
sanctions, Syria is not satisfied. We have repeate Y ati
. i i ; Situation of the people of Irag and the peoples of
said that we are not satisfied with sanctions D eiahbouring countries
principle. We have always called for the lifting of €'9 g '
sanctions imposed on the Iragi people. Syria’s position There is a strong wish in international public
proceeds from the following basic factors. opinion, and particularly among Arab peoples, to lift
the sanctions imposed on the Iragi people in order to

First, the principle of economic sanctions h :
al the wounds and put an end to suffering, so as to
proved worthless and has shown that they are harm
allow the people of Iraq to open a new page on the long

to international relations and therefore must be sét .
. road to comprehensive development — development
aside. They must not be resorted to.

that we all seek within these United Nations.
Secondly, seeing that these sanctions have had

such harmful effects on the Iragi people and hagxrian Arab Republic for his kind words addressed to

increased its suffering, they, the sanctions, have a . )

, . ) me and also his words of cooperation to me and my
been harmful to Irag’s neighbouring States and peOpl%So'untry
Thirdly, there is a general Arab consensus against

continuing sanctions with respect to Irag. This was

The President | thank the representative of the

12
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The next speaker inscribed on my list is the Lastly, the Goods Review List, in our opinion,
representative of Spain. | invite him to take a seat sitould be as short, concise and clear as possible in
the Council table and to make a statement. order to prevent the current situation of “holds”, which
Mr. Arias (Spain) gpoke in Spanigh I am makes it d|f_f|cult to use the benefits of the_se changes

. T or the Iragi people, who have suffered unjustly for a
pleased, Mr. President, to see you presiding over the
. : : . . decade.
Council on this very special occasion. My delegation
associated itself with the statement delivered by Sweden The President The next speaker inscribed on my
on behalf of the European Union. Allow me to add l&st is the representative of Canada. | invite him to take

view brief comments in a national capacity. a seat at the Council table and to make a statement.

First of all, the question of Iraq raises the need to  Mr. Heinbecker (Canada) gpoke in French |
reach a political, diplomatic and comprehensiwgelcome the opportunity provided me to express the
solution based on respect for international legalipoint of view of Canada on the draft resolution
expressed in all of the resolutions of the United Natiopsesented by the United Kingdom.
from 1991 until the present time, including resolution

1284, with which Irag must comply and which is the I_:or years now, critics have s.treg,sed that the
oy : anctions regime against Irag was indifferent to the
only way to secure the lifting of sanctions and ot

normalizing its role in the international community. IPUﬁe”ngS of the Iragi people. We admit that the

. L stanctions regime has had weak points, but this draft
is also necessary to guarantee the territorial integr

i . . o
and the political independence of all of the countries Irr%/solunon, If adopted, could eliminate most of these

i . . weaknesses once and for all.
the region, including Iraq.

Secondly, consensus within the Security Councﬁ?DOke in English
is crucial in order to achieve thesgetitives. This draft resolution, if adopted, would enable the
Government of Irag to respond more comprehensively

Thirdly, we support an active role for th(:.“than heretofore to the needs of itsitizens.

Secretary-General, with the impartiality for which he IE’Jnfortunater however, there has been no sign

known, to continue the process of dialogue with Ira\ﬂ :
) . R hatsoever that the suffering of the people of Iraq has
begun in February of this year, for which it is |mportar}t . ;
. " roubled the leadership of that country. Saddam Hussein
to create the appropriate conditions. : . R
has not availed himself of the many possibilities
Fourthly, it is also necessary to effectively tacklalready available to him if he wished to help his people,
the humanitarian catastrophe that is being experienaeat has there been a scintilla of evidence that he is now
by the Iraqgi people. To do so, we must normalize threconciled to living at peace with his neighbours.

civilian economy of Iraq as much as possible. . . .
y q P For this reason, we believe that constraints on

In this context, the unanimous adoption ofraq’'s freedom remain etessary. So long as lIraq
resolution 1352 (2001) by the Security Council deservesfuses to accept the obdiions and responsibilities
our whole-hearted support, as do the efforts that deéd out in secessive Security Council resolutions,
being made at the present time in order to implememgstrictions on its military capabilities serve all our
with the same unanimity, the principles behinthterests.
resolution 1352 (2001) in order to enable us to

X . o . On the humanitarian front, the approach
practically reactivate the Iragi civilian economy in all . . . , .
) . - embodied by the United Kingdom’s draft resolution
of its aspects, with minimal number ofecessary

o . : moves us closer to the objectives of targeted sanctions,
restrictions, to guarantee compliance with the majn . .
L : - which we believe should be the norm for all future

objectives of controlling military exports. . . .
Security Council sanctions efforts. In fact, we are
Fifthly, we should not lose sight of the regionatlisappointed that the strong recommendations
situation as a whole and, in particular, the unique adéveloped by the Security Council group on sanctions
difficult circumstances of the countries that border dmave still not seen the light of day and we would urge
Iraqg. the Council to adopt them as soon as possible. In any
case, all those who agree with the need for the Council

to be more precise in the employment of sanctions

13



S/PV.4336 (Resumption 1)

should embrace the approach embodied in this drtdke a seat at the Council table and to make his
resolution, particularly since it so clearly and directlgtatement.

addresses the humanitarian plight of the Iraqi people. Mr. Singhara Na Ayudhaya (Thailand): | should

It is a sad paradox that, if the opponents to thike to express my appreciation to you, Sir, for
approach succeed in sidetracking it, the resilltlve a convening this important open meeting on the agenda
status quo ante that they themselves have long clainies “The situation between Irag and Kuwait”. | should
to be unacceptable. We understand the concemiso like to thank the Russian Federation for taking the
expressed by Iraq’'s neighbours regarding this draftitiative of requesting such a meeting.
resol_unon, pa_lrtlcularly in light of the Iraqi ”"e'?‘t to Like many other countries, Thailand is primarily
retaliate against any State that cooperates with the .

. ; . : concerned over the well-being and welfare of the people
implementation of this approach — that is to sa

. f Irag. The sanctions imposed on lIraq by relevant
cooperates with an approach taken by the Secur] . . .
. . resolutions of the Security Council have brought about
Council. We welcome efforts by Council members t

. ardship for ordinary Iraqi citizens. The suffering,
develop mechanisms to address these concerns. . .
particularly that of women, children and the elderly,

The divisions in the Security Council, evident irhas gone on for so long.
the vote on resolution 1284 (1999) and since, have I N
. . We note that the existing humanitarian

encouraged lIraq’s intransigence over the past 18 ; . X
programme in Iraq, under the auspices of the oil-for-

months. They have fostered the mistaken belief that
ood progamme, has, over the past four vyears,

sanctions would go away. This has not served thentributed to improving the living conditions of the

interests of the international community; it has not . . ,
. . . average lraqi, according to the Secretary-General's
served the interests of the region; and it has mast .
) . . report pursuant to paragraph 5 of resolution 1330
manifestly not served the interests of the Iraqi peopl

A united and resolute stand by the Council and tr&eooo)' According to_the same report, howevgr, more
can be done to alleviate the plight of the Iragi people

countries of the region now would send a clear message, ., . . !
. ) . d it is incumbent on all parties concerned

to Iraq that compliance remains the only solution. Fu

compliance will lead to an end to the sanctions, but “to refrain from any actions that could exacerbate

both compliance and control have to remain our the already fragile living conditions of the

objective. average lIraqgi”. $/2001/505, para. 136

It is for these reasons that we were particularly In order to facilitate the eventual lifting of the
discouraged by the interventions we heard on Tuesdayited Nations sanctions, Thailand hopes that Iraq will
from certain Council members. | need hardly reminabide by the appropriate United Nations resolutions and
members of the Council that Article 24 of the Chartehus help all parties concerned to join hands in finding
specifies that Security Council members are to act anong-term and comprehensive solution.
behalf of the entire United Nations membership. Thus, Th . . - .

e President: | now invite Mr. Hussein

the threat to veto this draft resolution on the basis Egssouna, Permanent Observer of the League of Arab

acknpwled_ged hational, economic  or poI|t|cf51 tates to the United Nations, to take a seat at the
considerations not only damages the Council : .
ouncil table and to make his statement.

credibility, but also demonstrates once again the needto

curtail this instrument. It is not being employed Mr. Hassouna (spoke in Arabik At the outset,
responsibly this time. allow me to congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption
f the presidency of the Security Council for this

We appeal to all Council members to act onth

corporately in the common interest. That is their du{p
under the Charter; this is our expectation of them as We are meeting here today to discuss an
our representatives. We urge all members of teatremely important matter, the implications of which
Council to support the United Kingdom’s drafrequire a great deal of objectivity and transparency in
resolution. our dealings with it. That is precisely what the
international community in general, and the Arab

The President: The next speaker inscribed on m : . .
orld in particular, are expecting.

list is the representative of Thailand. | invite him to
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The situation in Irag has reached a stage at whitlited Nations, and it is the same means we are using
we are required to address it urgently and effectivetpday in our discussion. Perhaps the time is ripe now
This situation cannot persist and we must confront it for the Secretary-General to pursue his dialogue with
order to prevent its further deterioration and to end thiee Iragi Government, as begun last February.
suffering of the Iraqgi people, which has been under the L . .

. . . . Respect for the principles of international law
yoke of this regime for almost a decade. The time is . :
. . ; : [equire us also to put an end to all actions and
ripe for reaching an urgent solution, in accordance with . ) . .
measures that violate Iraq’s sovereignty or threaten its

the declaration issued by the Arab leaders at the'(gcurity, especially those that are taking place outside

recent smmit in Amman, Jordan, on 27 and 28 Marc!fhe urview of relevant Security Council resolutions
2001, in which they called for the sanctions impose P y '

against Iraq to be lifted. The League of Arab States calls for an end to

They also called for action on the humanitariaﬂendmg issues relating to weapons of mass destruction

. . ; X . ._-and means of monitoring and controlling them through
issues in connection with prisoners of war and missing. o .
dd logue and negotiation between Iraq and the Security

persons — be they Kuwaiti, Iragi or from thir . . : . X
. . S Council, in conformity with relevant Council
countries — proceeding from the principles of our :
: o : . resolutions.
national, religious and human heritage, in accordancé
with Security Council document S/2001/342. We would like also to see the implementation of

- s aragraph 14 of Security Council resolution 687
The principles and fundamental provisions of thréggl)’ which highlighted the need to rid Iraq of

Charter of the League of Arab States requi .
; X . o ) weapons of mass destruction. That would represent a
compliance with the following principles: respect for o .
) ) ) step forward, within the framework of a comprehensive
the independence and sovereignty of all its member

States; non-intervention in their internal affairs; th lan in this regard, towards the goal of making the

. iddle East a zone free of weapons of mass
non-threat and non-use of force; and the settlement . . .
. ; estruction. Of course, this also includes all weapons of
conflicts by peaceful means through dialogu

e . . ; Fhass destruction, especially nuclear weapons, owned by
negotiation and conflict-resolution mechanisms. . .
Israel, in order to avoid any double standards and to
Thus respect for the sovereignty of Iraq and thenshrine the principle of dealing with States on an
sovereignty of Kuwait is an extremely important mattezqual footing.
in arriving at a comprehensive settlement of the

situation between Iraq and Kuwait. Finally, we are hopeful that the Council will take

steps to ensure the settlement of all pending matters

The League of Arab States calls for the lifting ofinder the agenda item “The situation between Iraq and
the sanctions against Iraqg and for an end to tkeiwait”, on the basis of the principles enshrined in the
blockade. It would like also to underscore th&nited Nations Charter and in accordance with
importance of Irag’s respecting the independendaternationally binding resolutions. The Council’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Kuwait within itssuccess in achieving this goal will be a tangible
internationally recognized borders. We are therefore naintribution that will build confidence and quiet
only calling for the lifting of sanctions against Iraqg, bubetween Iraq and its neighbours and will enable us to
also stressing the need to guarantee Kuwait's secumtysure a bright future for the countries of the region on
and stability. the basis of robust and stable relations.

We believe that any solution to this question The President: The next speaker inscribed on my
should be based on the principles of internationhst is the Under-Secretary-General for Foreign Affairs
legitimacy and respect for all relevant Security Counadf Irag. On behalf of the Council, | welcome him. |
resolutions. However, this does not mean that tlmvite him to take a seat at the Council table and to
sanctions imposed on Iraq will continue forever or evanake his statement.
for.a long period of time, or that they vy|II not be Mr. Al-Qaysi (Iraq): | wish to thank you, Mr.
reviewed. We therefore call for the use of dialogue aSA i .

X . . .. President, for granting my request to be the last
means of dealing with the current crisis. This is & eaker
means we utilized in the past with respect to the '
Memorandum of Understanding between Iraq and the
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First of all, | should like to extend mylraq has faced all forms of unusual measures, including
congratulations to you on the manner in which yowery perverse changes in the rules and the scope of
have presided over the work of the Council for thisork; indeed, changes in the very obligations imposed
month. on Iraq as they appear in resolution 687 (1991).

(spoke in Arabiy For example, the Security Council has involved
itself in an unprecedented manner in the question of the
orders between Irag and Kuwait, not only through the
rmula for the delimitation of boundaries, but also
rough the imposition of the principles and manner of

The Security Council is meeting this week t
discuss my country’'s situation in relation to thef\
Security Council. | wish at the outset to reaffirm that

the obligations imposed on Iraq under relevant Secur[ ie demarcation of borders. This did not suffice. The

Council resolutions are extremely harsh and go beyo . .
y 9 y gecretarlat has been used as an instrument of pressure

customary legal measures to restore international peace . . .
and secu?lityg P on the Chairman of the Demarcation Commission so as

to attain the result sought by the United States and the
In spite of this, Iraq has implemented all thé&nited Kingdom: the injection of the borders question
obligations enshrined in the relevant Security Coundgitto resolution 687 (1991).
resolutions. The provisions of the principal
resolution — resolution 687 (1991) — have been fullﬁs
implemented, as required. Irag has recognized Kuwai
sovereignty and territorial integrity, its independenc
and its borders as delineated by the United Nations.

The evidence, in the form of the records of the
Semarcation Commission, is within the Secretariat and
IS mentioned in the paper submitted to the Secretary-
General in the February session. This document has
been circulated to the Council.

Irag has cooperated with the United Nations and

fully implemented its commitments concerning thgecu

deplqyment of United Natlons_ observer units. It h 91), admitted that international law is the sole
also implemented all the requirements of paragraph . . .
criterion for paying compensation. However, the

to 13 concerning disarmament, in addition to oth . . :
. . . . %,rouncn has established for this purpose an
relevant resolutions, especially resolutions relating 0

ondoin monitorin and to the import-ex OrEnprecedented and astoundingly fiive mechanism
going 9 P P ?sed on administrative principles and rules that lack

mechanism. This was recognized by a number 0 . S
reports of the Special Commission (UNSCOM) an%qua“ty or respect for the correct application of law.

some of its principal elements after the unmasking Pe Security Council as a political body, according to

the subversive role played by this Commissior%, is mechanism approved by resolution 687 (1991), has

. X . ; . ecided to replace the judicial function with an
especially during the chairmanship of Richard Butler. administrative, political process controlled by the

Iraq has returned all the Kuwaiti properties that @ouncil, in addition to its legislative function, which is
could find, and has pledged to return any other matertallegislate the mechanism of reparations. Thereby, the
that may be found in the future. A reparations regintouncil has totally disregarded the well-entrenched
has been imposed on Iraq, from which compensatioriterion of defining State liability in international law.
sums are deducted. Irag has returned all prisoners of

war and has fulfilled and continues to fulfil the duty of | said t_ha§ international law .has been apprioved as
. o o 2. the sole criterion for the question of reparations in
cooperating in investigating the fate of missin

persons. Finally, Iraq has implemented the Specﬁgelsolunon 687 (1991). This has occurred in spite of the

. : Fct that the Council does not possess this power
demand to condemn all forms of internationa . . ;
terrorism. pursuant to the United Nations Charter. The Security

Council does not have the power to intervene in the
In addition to the harsh nature of the obligationisnplementation of the liability principle according to
imposed on Irag, which has been manifested in mathe Charter. Those who wish to go back and study this
situations by flagrant violations of international lawnatter can look at the work and deliberations of the
and of precedents in lagion between States, anotheinternational Law Commission. This is a United
important fact appears in the context of thBlations commission, and thus a reparations regime has
implementation of the kmove-mentioned obli@tions. been established upon political bases, not on the basis

With regard to the question of reparations, the
rity Council has, in paragraph 16 of resolution 687
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of legal considerations and theeaessary way of amount received by Irag from the resources for
dealing with matters in keeping with natural justicchumanitarian goods, which we have actuabygeived,

The United States has and continues to be — and tis<€2.8 billion dollars. Is this reasonable? In the light of
has been declared by its responsible spokesman — tie criteria for deduction, which were spelled out in
driving force behind this legally illegitimate regime. paragraph 19 of resolution 687 (1991) as being the
needs of the people of Iraq, Irag’'s payment capacity,

Among_ the flagrant examples of this is th.?aking into account foreign debt service and the needs
comprehensive package agreed upon by the fiv

permanent members, which was approved by tﬁgthe Iragi economy. Is this deduction just?

Council on 27 September 2000. This package granted In light of the fact that it takes place within the
the Kuwait Oil Company a compensation oframework of a humanitarian programme, which was
approximately $16 billion. | assume that thisdopted as mentioned by resolution 986 (1995) and
transaction and its results are well known to yosubsequent resolutions on this matter, this has been
because you are all members of the Bureau of thdopted as a temporary measure out of concern for the
sanctions Committee. This is not the sole example sdrious nutritional and health situation of the Iraqi
the injustice inflicted on Iraq by the reparations regim@eople and the danger of its further deterioration. Is

. §uch deduction in this programme, whose nature is
Allow me to add two more examples, noting tha . . . ) .
spelled out in Security Council resolutions — just?

we had supmnted a larger number of examples in hy did these deductions reach that magnitude?
dialogue with the Secretary-General last February. The . ) :

. . écause certain influential members of the Security
Bureau, in the case of Government claim number 4

which was submitted by the Kuwaiti Prisoners of WarbunC'.I have '”?posed the highest possible level of
e . dgductlons for this purpose.
and Missing Persons Committee, has approve
compensation in the amount of $153.5 million, whereas In the field of disarmament, whose various
the Kuwait Committee, that is, the claimant, hasubjects have gained sp&lcimportance, Irag had to
claimed compensation of about $58.5 million. Thigrapple with problems that are not related to the
means that the sum of the compensation decided by tequirements of implementing the obligations spelled
Compensation Commission is equal to $37 millioout in resolution 687 (1991). As events unfolded over
above and beyond double the amoutdirned by the eight years, it became clear that the two bodies charged
claimant. Is this natural? A claimant calls for a certaiwith this task — that is, UNSCOM and the IAEA —
sum, whereas that body gives him double the amourave served as an instrument to realize United States
and an additional $37 million. and United Kingdom policies. In the former UNSCOM
there was a large number of persons which for years
Another example among many concerns the : ) . 4
. ) . went about their work on instructions from the United
failure of the secretariat of the Compensatio : .
L . . . . States and not according to the requirements of

Commission to verify these claims. Certain Unite . : . . :

. ) Security Council resolutions. The register is long,
Nations Member States, such as Sri Lanka, Indlg . :

. . ! . detailed and complicated.

Yugoslavia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, have not|ce8
that in 575 cases the Commission has compensated Suffice it to say on this occasion that the Special
claimants twice for the very same claim. Commission has, in a very clear and unequivocal

faishion, adopted a conduct that is translated into

These are some examples of the political nature i . : . .
) . . . acing obstacles, fomenting crises, distorting the
the reparations regime imposed on Irag, which, We

: . oo Wy Foncepts of work and emphasizing matters that have
believe, is a vindictive punitive measure whose whole . ) : .

L ) . L . nPthmg to do with weapons dossiers or with those
purpose is financial gain and not the administration g : ; .
Co questions that were either secondary or complete, in
justice. o SN .

addition to politicizing technical matters and
In addition to the foregoing, | wish to mention —continuously changing the tasks, thereby prolonging
based on official information available to us, thanks the process by creating all sorts of different
our contacts — that the sum total that was deductednsiderations.
from our oil revenues for the reparations fund, from the
start of the oil-for-food progtmme in 1996 to 30 May

2000, has reached 12.6 billion dollars, whereas t

| wish to state that detailed explanations of these
hnedications can be found in the document that we have
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submitted. There is no doubt that the United StateSeuncil could have demonstrated to Iraq and the
United Kingdom objective was clear. Perhaps today itiisternational community respect for its own resolutions
even more clear, after the admission of certain elementsd not for a position vis-a-vis the Iragi Government.
of UNSCOM, which began to come out in the autumHowever, this still has not occurred.

.Of 1998. The purpose 1s to pefpetuate the blockade The Security Council continues to adopt a static
imposed on lIraq, in spite of Iraq’'s tremendous efforts

. : ... anhd extreme position, and from time to time it imposes
through which Iraq has essentially and qualitative - .
. . L . ._new obligations on Iraq as a result of the positions of
implemented its obligations. This has been recogniz

by elements of UNSCOM who were the basic drivin%e Umte_d. State; aqd the Umte_d Kingdom, which stem
om political oBectives of their own and have no

force behind the impediments and the crises. This hr"jle"?ation to the ojectives and common interests of the
been published since the autumn of 1998.

international community. The United Nations Charter

It is regrettable that the Security Council haassumes that the Council would cherish this collective
totally neglected the application of paragraph 14 aiterest because the Council works on behalf of
resolution 687 (1991). The Council did not take anlember States, in keeping with the purposes and
measure of any sort to implement this paragraph. principles of the Charter.

Disarmament cannot take place in a vacuum. | wish to say to the Ambassador of Canada that
Unless the Council in due seriousness takes walhen he referred to the concept behind Article 24 —
necessary measures to deal with weapons of mésat the Security Council acts on behalf of the Members
destruction possessed by Israel and with programnuésthe United Nations — he omitted to say that that
for possessing such weapons by Iran, the Council waarticular commitment on the part of the Council has to
remain guilty of using double standards and selectivibg performed in accordance with the purposes and
that run counter to the United Nations Charter. Thepeinciples of the Charter. In other words, the Security
are many detailed examples. Council is not an absolute authority. It is an authority

bound by the purposes and principles of the Charter.

. The point which | want to emphasize from th(i'his condition is the underlying foundation of the
beginning is that Irag did not spare any effort to

. L ! o concept of entrusting the Security Council with the task
implement the obligations imposed on it, in the hopef . . . :
) X ; . 'of the maintenance of international peace and security
that this would lead to the Security Council taking a . )
" . : o on behalf of the collective membership.
position that would be in keeping with its clear
obligations vis-a-vis Iraq, just as has been spelled out What is the final result? Continuing the embargo
in the Council’'s own resolutions. | have emphasizexhainst Iraq at a time when the causes for imposing this
that Iraq has implemented all the obligations imposednbargo have been absent for years. Thus, a temporary
on it by Council resolutions. However — and whateveneasure has been transformed into a permanent
may be the position of certain members of the Counaileasure, despite the absence of causes, in a manner
concerning Iraq's implementation of its obligations —unprecedented in the annals of this Oiigation. There
this is a question on which we do not have identicel no doubt that this state of affairs could not have
views in the Council. The fact remains that what Irdgsted this long without American hegemony over this
has implemented, and with whatever reasonabl®rld Organization, particularly the Security Council,
percentage, is large enough to prompt the Councilde has been attested by various circles within and
have adopted, many years ago, a clear-cut resolutmutside the United Nations — official and unofficial,
that would at least reduce the embargo on the basigpofitical or otherwise — including United States and
paragraph 21 of resolution 687 (1991), or implement @hited Kingdom circles. | will come back to this point

least paragraph 22 of the same resolution. later on.

In view of paragraph 21, which refers to the two In addition to the bove, there are aspects of the
concepts of imposing or lifting the embargo, it is natelationship between Iraq and the Security Council that
imaginable that those who authored this resolution dichve arisen outside the purview of Security Council
not aim at a certain specific meaning of the termesolutions. However, these aspects have been
“reducing” the embargo. Therefore, the mention of thisompletely neglected by the Council, despite the fact
term is futile. Through this position, the Security
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that it is the duty of the Council, according to th&ember States on their behalf, in keeping with the

Charter, to take steps in this regard. purposes and principles of the Charter. This has all

The no-fly zone in northern Irag was imposed ires.ulted from the policies of the United Stat(_es_ and the
nited Kingdom aimed at my country — policies that

1991 and in southern Iraq in 1992. The latter zone was S . .
._run counter to the principles and provisions of Security

expanded in 1996. In addition, since the offici . . . )
i ) . ouncil resolutions. Therefore, action is required by the
declaration of the ceasefire under resolution 6 ; .

gcurlty Council, not by Iraqg.

(1991), the United States of America has perpetrate
three acts of aggression against Iraq: in January 1993, It should be recalled that the Security Council has
in June 1993 and in September 1996. The United Stated disregarded the negative impact of the continuing
and the United Kingdom have carried out two attackembargo against Iraq. They refer to the adoption of the
one in Decemberl998 and one in February 2001humanitarian programme adopted by the Council,
Indeed, since December1998, Anglo-American according to Security Council resolution 986 (1995).

aggressive operations have continued without cea3éis is the position of United States and the United
including supporting, financing and training terrorisKingdom officials who constantly ask, “Why does Iraq

groups in a bid to destabilize Irag and threaten it®@mplain? It has the humanitarian programme.” Much
territorial integrity. has been said about that, including during the first part
of this meeting, on Tuesday, 26 June; | shall return to

In this regard, there is a basic contradiction. Tr}ﬁis point later. It was repeated by a number of

Security Council continues calling on Iraqg to comply tati following Tuesdav's stat t by th
with its resolutions. Despite that, the Security CoundjfPresentatives lollowing fuesdays stalement by the
. ; representative of the United States.

has shown no reaction to the coercive no-fly zones
imposed by the United Kingdom and the United States Let me address this question by retracing its
on lIrag without any Security Council resolutiorbackground, for it appears that we live in an age when
authorizing these two countries to carry out thegeople forget things — or pretend to forget them if it
aggressive operations. These aggressive acts of #ués their interests at any given moment. Resolution
United States and the United Kingdom contradict tH886 (1995) was adopted on 14 April 1995, on the basis
official ceasefire stipulated by resolution 687 (1991hf a United States effort cloaked in the guise of a draft
The Security Council also remains silent concerningsolution submitted by Argentina. My Government
the aggression that is committed against Iraq. Thisdensidered its conditions and provisions to be
attributed also to the policies of two permanerdompletely unbalanced, which led us f&ject it. As a
members of the Security Council — the United Statessult of contacts begun by the previous Secretary-
and the United Kingdom. This constitutes a flagrarf@eneral, Mr. Boutros Boutros-Ghali, on 6 February
violation of the official ceasefire under resolution 6871996, lengthy negotiations ensued between Iraq and the
(1991). Secretariat with a view to reaching an agreement on
In the final analysis, this can be considered tri@plementation of the provisions of the programme set

destruction of the basis for the resolution and all thg%lt in that resolution in a balanced manner that would

ensues from it. Did the Council rectify this serioul' €€V Irag’s sovereignty, security and dignity.
situation? This is a gross violation of the fundamental The required memorandum of understanding was
concepts of the Charter. Is it not a strange contradictisigned on 20 May 1996, in spite of United States
that Irag would be asked to abide by Security Counabjections and obstacles to negotiations. | know what |
resolutions at a time when two permanent membersash talking about here: the United States has submitted
the Council do not abide by resolutions adopted by tB& amendments to the final text of the memorandum of
Council vis-a-vis Iraq, despite the fact that those twmderstanding since my Government came to an
countries were the two main promoters of thmwe- agreement with the Secretariat. The arrangements set
mentioned resolutions? out in the memorandum of understanding have passed
through nine phases as of the end of June 2001. The
fagi Government has complied with its provisions as a
rqvisional measure, as stipulated in resolution 986
E%@QS), to ease the suffering of the Iraqgi people, which
IS caused by the blockade. But it must not be forgotten

The main conclusion, in this context, is that th
Council has not fulfilled its obligations towards Iraq. |
does not respect its powers and functions as spelled
in the Charter, which have been entrusted to it by t
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that the Iragi Government has continued to call for the  Those examples, with full details, were submitted
total lifting of the blockade. during the first round of the dialogue with the

Secretary-General last February. The relevant
documents have been distributed to members of the
uncil.

In that context, the Iragi Government ha
cooperated with United Nations agencies in discussi
and identifying the needs of the sectors covered in the
distribution plans, in the hope that those urgent needs In addition to all that | have mentioned, | want
of the Iragi people would be met, at the proper tim@so to refer to some grossly inadequate conditions
within each phase. surrounding the implementation of the so-called

But many things have prevented the attainment %Pam%r:t:xzpe programme of which not all members
the humanitarian gbctives of the oil-for-food y '
programme. The representatives of the United States and Is it reasonable that disbursement under a
of the United Kingdom, along with some otheprogramme whose revenues total billions of dollars,
representatives who spoke after them, accused the Irditlions of euros, should be sjglst to no external audit
Government of being the principal reason for thiey neutral certified auditors from outside the United
failure to achieve the programme’s desired goal. Thilations system? Is it conceivable that the agencies
claim that we are the cause. | shall later revert to thissponsible for implementing the Programme should be
point as well. permitted to charge a commission in return for that
. . implementation, and then use that commission to cover
As | said, many things have prevented the .
. LI . all their activities, both those related to the Programme
attainment of the humanitarian jebtives of the oil-for- : .
. . and those totally unrelated to it? Is itcaptable to
food programme. These include the complexity of the .
; . members of the Council that that greed knows no
measures adopted by the Security Council for the

. . limits: buying vehicles, paying administrative costs,
implementation of the memorandum of understandin rchasing eauioment? Is it acceptable to members of
and interference by the United Kingdom and the Unit g equip | P

e Council that Irag should be forbidden to make use

States in its implementation. We have seen unfairness o . . .
; L . _.pr administrative material and equipment used by the
in the distribution of revenues from the sale of Iraqgi oi ; .

rogramme — purchased with Iragqi money —

We have seen the United States and the United,” .
ihcluding vehicles and computers, even after the

Kingdom persist in their policy of putting contracts orll’rogramme no longer uses them, and even though the
hold on imaginary pretexts. We have seen contracts

. X X L computers are destroyed on orders from New York
dealt with in a selective manner, jettionable . 5 Irag’
bureaucracy in the way that contracts are submitté’cvjhen they have been replaced with new systgms. rags
delays in preparing letters of credit, late arrival Or}gtquest to use the old computers has been rejected.
goods, and an accumulation of moneys allocated for Could you accept the fact that the resources of the
operational and administrative costs of United Natiogpgogramme are utilized to rent personal housing for
operations and for covering the expenses of the fornsme of the directors of the agencies in Iraq? Can any
United Nations Special Commission (UNSCOM) — eveGovernment in the world accept the non-informing of
though there are currently no operation costs to Hee Iraqi Central Bank or provide it with any
covered. Vast sums are removed for the reparatiom$ormation concerning the banking operations relating
fund. The principle of good performance into Irag’s resources — to the tune of billions of dollars?
international commercial transactions has bedrhe Iraqi Central Bank has no inkling of what happens
disallowed. We have seen inadequate financial United Nations banking operations concerning Iraqi
management, as revealed in the report of the reportre$ources, even though the Memorandum of
the Office of Internal Oversight Services on just part &afnderstanding stipulates the appointment of a liaison
the Programme A/55/43§. We have also seen theofficial from the Central Bank to be apprised of this
failure of the demining programme and of thinformation and coordination. We did this. That person
electricity sector programme in the three northemoes to the Bank, where they tell him he is not allowed
governorates. The Programme’s officers and other enter. They say he has to come back with United
United Nations officials have also violated theilNations approval. So then he goes to the United
obligations under the memorandum of understanding.Nations, which tells him that it is not permitted because

it is a question within the purview of the Secretary-
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General. That same person remained in New YoB8ecretaries-General and in many contacts with the
without work for six months. office of the coordinator of the Programme in Iraq and
Is it fair that purchases are imported and th%t‘ae oil-for-food progamme in New York; S0 far, we
. X . .flave not seen any serious move to bridge these
purchasing offices are established abroad at a tlr&%cre ancies
when those materials can be provided at lower cost in b '
Irag? And you are speaking about the cash component? We formally call on the Security Council today to
Is it acceptable that the procurements handled by somrelertake an appropriate investigation into these
of the agencies responsible for northern Iraqg are lasatters. We call for the results to be published, so that
efficient and more costly than their counterparts in thkey may be available to the members of this
Iragi Government working on acquisitions for th@rganization and international public opinion. We
southern and central provinces? Is it acceptable that themally call on the Security Council to undertake, as
policies of personnel interest are subject to no monetaxpeditiously as possible, an external audit of the
control which is what occurred over the Easter holidagecounts of the Iraq Programme, as well as the
this year when the financial officers of the Programneagencies, offices and committees linked to the oil-for-
and the agencies in Iraq were dispatched to Genef@d progamme since its inception. Such an audit
For what purpose? Merely to explain a financial sheshould be undertaken by an external financial auditing
form, an accountancy application form. This was th@ganization known to be qualified and neutral, chosen
purpose of sending all of the financial officers of thim consultation with my Government. In a letter dated 3
agencies who work in Irag. April 2001 from my Government’s Minister for Foreign
ffairs to the Secretary-General (S/2001/324), my

As Governments or as members of the Unite .
. overnment called for such an audit. To date, we have
Nations, can you ecept the fact that a secretary from " .
eceived no reply. Therefore, we am@dling formally on

Paris was dispatched to Baghdad to replace a secretar . .
who was granted a one-month holiday abroad? TélﬁsélSecunty Council to do so.
happens in the so-called humanitarian programme. Such a programme, with the shortcomings to

Have you not noticed that the reports of thehich | have referred, cannot possibly create an
Programme’s office in Iraq have not mentioned, sinedfective regime that would satisfy the humanitarian

1999, any detailed schedules concerning the variouseds of the Iragi people. | would like to remind, in

financial transactions in different phases and how thedetail, all those who have blamed my Government as
sums are dishursed? Why have they not betme cause for the failures to achieve the humanitarian
mentioned? Could the reason be perhaps that we afjectives to recall the opinion expressed by the second
others concerned have begun to refer to their contenfsthose groups created by the Security Council under
and to the many shortcomings of the Programme? WAwnbassador Celso Amorim to take up the humanitarian
do these reports not refer to the field reports? Why asieuation in Iraq in 1999. He said:

they not mentioned in the reports of the Secretary-
General? These detailed examples upon which we
stumbled, either by analysing documents or by hearing
the flapping of a loose tongue, deserve denunciation, at
the very least. Undoubtedly, many such examples are
institutionally covered up in order to keep us in the

dark about our financial revenues. You may find the exact text in Security Council

d[ocument S/1999/356, annex Il, paragraph 58. That

Our purpose in raising these few examples_, 'S NQlas the very last paragraph of the Amorim report. This
frankly, to cause controversy. Rather, the objective is £ . e
clearly means that the cure is the lifting of the

reveal the facts that we have discovered in our
. . L embargo.

experience with the humanitarian programme, a

programme that we expected at least to put an end to Let us take up how the Security Council has acted
the deterioration in the living conditions of our peoplesince then. | must again go back to the background of
under the unjust embargo. It is worth stressing that wee issue. It seems that some choose to forget and others
certainly did not fail to refer to many of these aspects io ignore the background. It may be recalled that when
dozens — indeed, hundreds — of letters to thbe Security Council was taking up the reports of the

“the humanitarian situation in Iraq will continue
to be a dire one in the absence of a sustained
revival of the Iragi economy, which in turn cannot
be achieved solely through remedial humanitarian
efforts.”
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Secretary-General and the former United Nationpgogress and development of elections in the United
Special Commission (UNSCOM) and the reports of th&tates of America. The timelines show the intention of
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) on 16the United Kingdom and the United States to
December 1998, the United States and the Unitegderpetuate the illegal no-fly zones in northern and
Kingdom surprised the Council and the entire world gouthern Iraq, acts of military aggression, the
waging aggression against Iraq. Thus ended tHkegitimate American intervention in internal affairs
Security Council’s deliberations on the comprehensiend the overt attempts to change the national political
review of Irag’s compliance, aimed at certifying thasystem in Iraq.
Iraq had been effectively disarmed in order to then lift . . .
) . . We also made it clear that in substance and in
the sanctions, which was the very proposal submltt?od

rm that resolution is a mere illegal rewriting of
by the Secretary-General on 6 August 1998. Tr}gsolution 687 (1991). We also made it clear at the time

Council remained for a while unable to act in any Wa¥at the stringent, vague conditions surrounding the
whatsoever, and the United Kingdom and the Unite gent, vag 9

States were exonerated of any responsibility. At tﬁzgncept of suspension — a new and rather illusory

. s . : oncept, as | have stated — were new conditions not
same time, Iraq’'s rights were being totally ignored.,. . ; .
. Stipulated in previous resolutions. They were placed
And efforts quickly resumed to cover up th : o
here to ensure that any suspension, if it ever took

Itlriigétiltr::t?gnm the Anglo-American acts and to addrespﬁace, would have no substance and no benefit for Iraq,

as well as being an arbitrary restriction of Iraq’s
Let me recall the Canadian proposal to creas®vereignty over its economy and resources. Again, the
bodies. The Amorim groups were created to undertakituation remained unchanged.
an initial review of the two dossiers — disarmament . . : .
L . . ; However, the international campaign to lift the
and the humanitarian situation. Then a third group was

o . sanctions on lIraqg and to end the crime of genocide
added by a Kuwaiti effort, supported by the UniteQ . . )
Kingdom and the United States, on the issue of missiEeIng perpetrated against the people of Iraq continued

persons and the return of property. Following the end aad escalated. With the coming to power of the new

the activities of the Amorim groups and the debate Onnlted States Administration at the beginning of this

their reports, the United Kingdom, clearly supported car, American officials began to state that the

the United States, made strong efforts to submit a n%\?vnctlons regime against my country was faltering, that

: it was full of holes, like Swiss cheese. They also stated
draft resolution, and that took several months. As .
. at one of the major concerns of the new
result, resolution 1284 (1999) was adopted on - . o . .
dministration was to revitalize the sanctions against
December of that year. On 19 Decemled99 Iraq . N
. ; . Irag. This concept of revitalization began to take form
declared that it would not deal with that resolution
o , " shortly thereafter, when talk began on so-called smart
because it did not respond to Iraqg’s legitimate call for ~ : . . .
sanctions, which were claimed to be a lessening of

the lifting of the embargo, and it made no mention : : .
s?nctlons on people and a strengthening of sanctions on

whatsoever of the aggression against Iraq and the déf Iragi Government. Kindly do not forget that the

g;?]aecshboihl;sUsnc?;/:(;e&?:t)éobrz ;?]3 terepSSnlittlgg Sotfatr:gﬂ%ew United States Administration opened its file in
y 9 " dealing with Iraq with an act of aggression on the night

Iraq stated that the true jebtive of the United of 16 February 2001. In May, during the United States
States and the United Kingdom in the resolution wgsesidency of the Security Council, as usual, the United
not to lift the embargo. Indeed, it was an attempt ®ingdom expressed the United States position in the
mislead international public opinion, because thHerm of a draft resolution in the guise of the
concept of suspension in the resolution was new —hamanitarian oil-forfood progamme, whose ninth
concept that required a long and complicated seriescgtle was to end on 3 June.
new and unclear conditions, which could have been . .
. . . Since then, draft resolutions and proposed
interpreted in many ways. So the resolution had nog

; . amendments have come and gone in the Security
guarantee that suspension would in fact take place. . : .
Council and the permanent five have been working

Furthermore, the timelines in the resolution weressentially to find an aeptable formula. When the
very long, artificially long. These timelines, theninth cycle of the oil-for-food progmme was almost
Council may recall, were laid down to follow thecomplete and it had become clear that agreement on an
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acceptable draft resolution, as proposed by the Uniteskolutions, in particular paragraph 24 of resolution
Kingdom and the United States, was impossible, ti687 (1990), resolution 700 (1991) and resolution 1051
Security Council adopted resolution 1352 (2001) on (1996). Furthermore, this new regime takes control of
June 2001, extending the oil-fised progamme for all Iraq’s financial resources, places them under United
one month. A paragraph was inserted that was to bé&ations control and disburses them without any role for
foothold for new arrangements, based on the concepttloé Iraqi Government. Moreover, this does not affect
the Anglo-American draft, to be implemented for 190aq alone. The regime attempts to control all the
days following the end of the first period. dealings of Iraq’'s neighbours and gdis them to

Iraq has refused to deal with that resolution fdpany restrictions in order to close the vise around Iraq.

two fundamental reasons. The first is that it uses the The new regime is overtly misleading because it
oil-for-food progamme as a cover to push through theontains measures relating to civilian flights and to the
Anglo-American formula on smart sanctions. Thpayment of Iragi contributions to international

second is that extending the programme for one mordtganizations. The first issue was imposed on Irag on
is hardly sufficient to implement its two wings: thehe basis of the principle of force — the simple might
export of oil and the import of civilian goods. of force. The other is related to a legitimate right of
rag as a member of international organizations, the

. . oo
Irag’s stance is not new; in the past, it rejected . . . . . .
resolutions 1275 (1999) and 1280 (1999). Resolutiorﬁemal of which right by the United States and its allies

1275 (1999) extended the programme for two Weeksseeks_to _|solate Iraq polmcally from the work of those
. . . rganizations. Resolution 661 (1990) does not cover the

while resolution 1280 (1999) extended it for one week oo

X : . ; : ayment of those contributions.

in order to give the Security Council the opportunity 8

achieve consensus on resolution 1284 (1999). As(spoke in English

result of our position vis-a-vis resolution 1352 (2001), ' : .

. . Such payments are a financial transaction that
we ceased exporting oil under new contracts as of 4

June. Nevertheless, the United Kingdom and the Unitéq> not prohibited unQer_resquthn 661 (1990) S0 as to
nable Iraq to pay it in the first place. It is an

_States did r_10t abandon their attempt§ to ensure S ?igation that accrues as a result of Iraq’s membership
implementation of the new smart sanctions regime. Ethe United Nations. If anyone should be concerned
| .

; ; )

many previous occasions, Ira_q has declared that it "ibout this, it is first and foremost the Secretary-General

not deal with such measures in any form whatever. . s ) X .

and his Legal Counsel. Now, it is being given to us as if

The United Kingdom and United States circled were a donation or a gift. “You see, you have a

that advocate this new regime claim that th@eaive benefit.”

is to free trade with Iraq from all restrictions, and eve&poke in Arabij

to expand it, and to prohibit only illegal trade in dual*

use materials. However, the details show the misleading Finally, confusing the new punitive regime of

nature of that claim. | shall address that point later. smart sanctions with the oil-for-food pr@agnme means

. that the Security Council’s commitment to Iraq to lift

The fundamental content of these drafts entallstﬁe embargo imposed under resolution 687 (1991) has

de facto new regime for blockading Irag. There is Oen replaced by an ongoing programme that is claimed

ea;ing of san.ct_igns. The so-called frec_a trade with Ir%q be humanitarian and of help to the Iraqgi people. We
claimed for civilian goods has been fadi to many totally reject any such formula. There must be no

restrictions and conditions, as well as oversight by.:f1 . : !
ilfusion whatsoever concerning the firmness of our

number of bodies — including UNMOVIC, the 7. . . .
: : . gsition on smart sanctions. We do not believe that any
Committee established under resolution 661 (1990), t
ate or any sane person can expect another State to

Office of the Iraqg Programme and the Security Counci

as a whole — in a way that rewrites the conditions atﬁ)grtlmpatg In & project, thdtimate .obecnvg of which
is to end its existence as a sovereign entity. The Anglo-

Lneet\(/:vr:a?acxlsms ognt(;]ethzersneocrg;:rur_nG:rf]egTd?Arlﬁtiiﬂdwﬂnerican plan, the French ideas and proposals and any
q Y ' Sttendant concepts will entail a full expropriation of the

been implemented for nine full cycles. fate of the lIraqi State and people in all fields —

The new regime pushed by the United States apdlitics, economics, development, trade, industry,
the United Kingdom rewrites Security Councifinance and society.
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Therefore, our rejection of such plans and their  From the very beginning, the goal of imposing
ultimate oljectives rises, in our view, to the level ofand perpetuating such a harsh and unjust embargo
struggle for national independence, whatever tlegainst Iraq was political — simply put, the goal was to
sacrifices involved. The so-called smart sanctions ackange the national political regime in Iraq. Every
but a new facet of neo-colonialism. We utterly refuse ®ngle person in this Chamber is aware of this.
be transformed into a mere consumer society — a

society that eats but does not think, enjoys but does not That goal is not.the coI.Iectlve objecnve_ giSthe
) members of the international community, as
produce — and for whom? For foreigners.

represented in the United Nations.
This position of ours, | can assure the Council, i
not just rhetorical. It is a genuine position. Th
Security Council has from the very beginning dealt Those who speak on behalf of the international
with the Iraqgi people in an unfair manner with respecommunity are simply uttering a falsehood here. They
to food, medicine and some dign humanitarian do not represent the international community in this
requirements. policy. Toppling the Government of Iraq is not the
collective interest of the membership of the United
Nations. It is not in the resolutions of the Security
Resolution 661 (1990) seemingly talks aboufouncil.
exceptions to sanctions. What were these exceptions?

Let me remind the Council: medicine arfdod, in . . ;

. o . : . Sir David Hannay made a statement to the press saying
special humanitarian circumstancesfeed, in special . , . S

I . thPt this would help topple Sadaam’s regime. Similar
humanitarian circumstances. When the Legal Couns? . .
. e statements were made by President Bush senior.

was requested to provide a legal opinion on the
meaning of the term “special humanitarian If one reads lan Johnston’s study, which was
circumstances”, so that the Security Council and tipeiblished by the United Nations Institute for Training
Committee established by resolution 661 (1990) woulthd Research (UNITAR), on this very question — on
know what that entails, the Legal Counsel at the timepw resolution 687 (1991) was brought about — one
Mr. Fleischhauer, produced a mind-boggling three-pagean find it there, in black and white. But perhaps the
legal opinion. If anyone reads it, and | invite membeGouncil does not have time to follow these things. It is
to do so, would they be so kind as to tell me whethso busy in that small room, consulting separately from
they understood any of it? It is just a whirlwind. those who should be working with it as its main

So when | say that right from the very beginnin 'artners.

sanctions were imposed in a way that is not sincere aisg@oke in Arabig

honest, I mean what | say. Education was under The United States, its Zionist ally and those who

sanctions. Information was under sanctions. Has sucq%ﬂow them and are influenced by the old colonial

thing ever been heard of in the annals of the Umt?n'ndset are promoting all of these games. Those who

AN ; .
Nat|ons.. This was not done even In th_e case gﬁift the blame onto the national Government of Iraq
Rhodesia or South Africa. Why was it done in the case . . .
of Irag? must remember that this regime is thg very same one
' that brought to the country the highest level of
Nothing for the brain — only medicine and fooddevelopment ever, as acknowledged by the international

in special humanitarian circumstances. Even under tbyanizations concerned.
humanitarian programme, no allowance is made for the They must also recognize that what they refer to

brain, for culture, for information, for the fabric of . : . X
. . . . .~ .- as the faltering of the sanctions regime represents in
society, for industrial, agricultural and scientific ~_. ; o
. reality a concrete reflection of the lack of conviction of
advancement — for what is needed to run a State. o . : . )
the majority of the international community. This does
Of course, the reason behind all of this is natot represent their collective goal.

difficult to comprehend.

Spoke in English

(spoke in English

No sooner was resolution 687 (1991) adopted than

We are confident that the old imperialist, Zionist
(spoke in Arabix and colonial schemes to contain the situation are bound
to fail. It is no secret that the issue as a whole has
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nothing to do with the implementation of Security Yesterday we heard much from the representatives
Council resolutions. It is not that Iraq continues to beadd the United States of America and the United
threat to its neighbours, or that the problem stems frdéingdom, and a long list of speakers followed. We
the policies and practices of the Government of Irag. heard what any fair-minded person would not let pass

The powers and functions under the Charter aWéthOUI reply.

clear and are fully explained in jurisprudential anfspoke in English
judicial  references. International legality, as . .

. X . From these two representatives collectively — |
represented by Security Council resolutions on many_.. ) .
. . : réalize that | am taking too much of the Council’'s
issues, has become the subject of ludicrous comments in

precious time, but allow me with your indulgence, Mr.
many reference books. Those reference beaksabout President — we heard — according to the United States

(spoke in English — that a better name for the “oil for food” is “oil for

the appropriation of international legitimacy b thgevelopment”, because such a term more accurately
bRTop g y oy eflects that even today the Iragi regime could

United States and the privatization of the Securit ; .
. . . develop the country wusing the oil-for-food
Council by the United States. Those who are using suc - :
ogramme. Similar notions were also propagated by

. ; i : . r

terminology are eminent American |n_terne}t|onag.|e representative of the United Kingdom. We heard

lawyers from the very respectable University o L > .

Michigan. that it is the Government of Iraq .that is resp_onglble for
not getting that programme to its ultimatejeshive,

This is the arrogance of power. and | have been addressed, personally or as
representative of my Government, by speakers blaming
my Government and calling on it to cooperate. Some

What is required now, therefore, is to rectify theven went to the extent of quoting from reports of the
dangerous situation affecting Iraq, so that Irag c&ecretary-General to that effect, and they mentioned the
indeed feel that the Security Council is dealing with guestion of the visas, the question of opening letters of
in a just, balanced and evenhanded fashion insteadcofdit, the question of delays in concluding contracts
fighting with it and issuing orders to it, so that thosend whatnot. Do they really know the facts? When
who have a hidden agenda against Iraq can takesaneone speaks in this Council on behalf of a
particular course of action. The siege imposed agaiGbvernment, they have to be relatively sure of what
Irag must be lifted, and indeed it will. The sovereigntthey say, not be ill-informed and just speak in alliance
of Iraq must be respected and all interference in th® produce a statement for God knows what ulterior
domestic affairs of Irag must come to an end. Thmeotives or reasons of personal interest. | am sure that
grievances of Irag must be addressed fairly. Theseeryone here understands what | mean by reasons of
elements will ensure security, peace and stability in tpersonal interest.
region.

(spoke in Arabiy

We are being told that these new arrangements
The Council must pay attention to the hypocriticdiave to be finalized by 3 July because they represent the
policy of double standards pursued by the United Stataidge between the humanitarian programme and
and the United Kingdom by comparing its role imesolution 1284 (1999); and that resolution 1284 (1999)
supporting the Zionist entity against the Palestinidmad a humanitarian component but it was not enough,
people, starting with the settlements on the Palestinian we have to improve it. We have heard so many
territory then continuing with the suppression of thAmbassadors here today and talking about the
glorious Palestinian uprising. The uprising and lraqgisnprovements introduced by the Council in resolutions
steadfastness against the hegemony of the United Stdt@82 (2000), 1330 (2000), etc. Thank you very much
have become the motto of all Arab peoples. | am nfar the improvement. On what? Let us see what
talking about Arab Governments, but they, too, haimprovement was made in those resolutions and in
started to feel that this is the only means that woutdsolution 1284 (1999).
advance their nations in order to join the mainstream of

human civilization. Iragq has to comply with resolution 1284 (1999) on

weapons and has to cooperate on the oil-for-food
programme. Once that is done sanctions will be
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suspended, then lifted. So easy. Why has the suspenghat there is no progress, then the suspension is
on Libya not yet become a lifting? We have to wondeuspended.

why; or are we even prevented from wondering? . . . .
Renewing the suspension needs discussion and

When we consider resolution 1284 (1999), owapproval in the Security Council; yet one report of even
position in that respect and with respect to smaatpetty official automatically cuts it off. So how do we
sanctions, the one that | am outlining today, is not aleal with that? Is it not a fact that some members
emotional position that is coming out of an irrationadround this table consider that there are many
mind, an accusation those with ill will against Iraq trgmbiguities in that resolution that need to be clarified?
to vilify us with. It was a well-considered positionSome of them are permanent members.
based on objective analysis as to what it has entailed
and what it will entail. | will give just one example in
order not to take too much of the Council’'s time. That  An allegation has been made, that found in the
resolution requires inspectors to return. To do what? $tatements by the representatives of the United States,
carry out enhanced and ongoing monitoring ante United Kingdom and those who followed suit, that
verification regimes to be implemented by Iraq and ib is the Iraqi Government who prefers to have the
settle remaining disarmament issues; and ultimatelysifatus quo continue at the expense of the suffering of its
the new Commission and the International Atomiown people. What if that is so?

Energy Agency (IAEA) report that Iraq has cooperated
in all respects and made progress on all the outstandi\rhg(;ti
issues then we get suspension.

Is this going to bridge the gap, really?

Why have we been working with the United
ons since 1991? Regardless of judgements as to
how hard we have been working, what we have

| say “Welcome”. Let us see on the basis of thachieved, et cetera? Why have we not stopped working
record how this works out, on the basis of your owtliroughout those years | am referring to?

entities’ records. On the question of granting visas, people have

The Council will recall that when Butler and hiseen talking a lot in favour of that but, let us not forget:
team and the IAEA were readmitted to Iraq to dihe distinguished representative of the United Kingdom
certain inspections in order to report to the Securitylls us that his approach is really being presented in
Council on whether Irag was cooperating so that tigeod faith. ‘In good faith’ in the sense that these
Council could get under way with the comprehensiy@oposals are being presented within the framework of
review, the two combined teams carried out 3Q@solution 1284 (1999), and that this approach is in
inspections of a total of 427 sites. When the report wessponse to calls made by the international community
submitted to the Security Council, Butler reported thad alleviate the plight of the Iraqgi people. And they say
Iraq did not cooperate fully, whereas the IAEA reported is only the Government of Iraq that is responsible for
that Irag provided the highest possible level afchieving that particular goal, the alleviation of the
cooperation. Why did Butler report that Irag did noplight of its people.
cooperate fully? _Because o.f flvg mudents out of 427. Before he said that, he talked about the cash
By any calculation, the five incidents out of 427 . . . .

component in the oil sector and how the intention

represent 1.17 per cent; that is to say, cooperation V\r/gglly was to help Iraq take it up, but Iraq did not. Iraq

rovided to Butler 98.83 per cent of the time. By any. X
P P > BY 8N4 not take the cash component in other sectors. As
standard that should have at least been considered to be . :

: s o ” ou know, the cash component in the oil sector was
quite sufficient to say “Thank you, Iraq”, and for th

comprehensive review to get under way. What we got i proved by the Security Council. Paragraph 50 of
P . 0 get i Y- ge ecurity Council resolution 1330 (2000) allowed funds
return was five days of intensive bombing by the Unite L
. . . up to 600 million euros to be used to cover the costs
States and the United Kingdom to derail the who C
of the local expenses of the Iragi oil sector. A team

Process. So what guarantee |s.there_, when you .h%\l/selted Irag during the period March 18 to April 2. Our
resolution 1284 (1999) formally like this —cooperation .
. ; ) experts worked with the team, and they conducted
in all respects in order to achieve progress. What . : - .
) . ; extensive site visits. The team presented its report to
progress is that when the resolution contains the
-~ . . . ) the Secretary-General at the end of last May. The
provision that if even a minor official in the field say

%ecretary—General presented that report to you, and it is
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now in the document S/2001/566 of June 6. In thate not providing any flexibility to Iraq to choose its
particular report, there is a recommendation that 6@0stomers. And you know, with oil, it is a specific and
million euros should be transferred to the Iragipecialized industry, it is not any customer that counts.
Ministry of Qil via the Rafidayn Bank in Jordan from

funds accumulated during the ninth phase of th . - ) o
Memorandum of Understanding, and that a further 6 SUnderstandmg. Specifically with regarq to the prices.
round the end of each month, Mr. President, the Iraqi

million euros should be transferred in a similar mann . . L
in the following phase, making the total aIIocatior;grtate Oil Marketing  Organization  (840)

X . communicates with the United Nations oil overseers by
equivalent to 1200 million euros. ; . : ;
fax and telephone. The oil market is discussed in
First, the British ambassador tells us they amgeneral, and the prices of Iraqgi crude oil are evaluated
ready to agree to this proposal, but notes with regiatthe light of the values of the other crude oils. Iraqi
that Irag continues to block the implementation of therude oil prices are set in relation to price of crude oil
cash component elsewhere in the Iraqi economy. Naw, other markets, such as Brent, West Texas
what is the connection between the oil industry and thetermediate, Oman, and Dubai. Then, after taking into
rest of the Iragi economy? consideration transportation costs, quality deferentials,

Why did you not clear it for the oil industry? Whyand other relevant factors, the price is set.

is it not cleared yet by the United Kingdom? Have you? What the British proposal would lead to is an
| may be wrong, my information says you have not. intervention in the pricing of Iraqgi crude oil, which
Second, in the draft that is being discussed aHVc?m.d eqtaﬂ the comple_te destruction - of ~the
. . . . elationship between supplier and buyer. The end
proposed, and in the ideas going around this tablé N ; . . .
. . - résult, which is not mentioned in the resolution, is to
there is no reference whatsoever to this particular o L .
. : se Iraqi oil as leverage, because it will be under tight
guestion. What does that mean? What we see in the . B
. ; . .control, and to transform the oil market and maintain it
draft, drafted to improve Iraq’s trade with the outsidé : \ ,
. at all times as a buyer’'s market rather than a seller’s
world, provided no money goes to the Iraq] . I .
. - . market. This is the alleviation of the suffering of the
Government, is that it is the lot of the Iraqi peoplqra1 i people
which is the concern of the Security Council, the 4 people.
British, and the Americans. They are so paternal. All of  Regarding the talk about the cash components in
a sudden they turned in favour of the Iraqi people. Vd¢her sectors, such an arrangement would place Iraqgis
are grateful. So they brought forth the idea that thé@yto two categories: a category in the north and a
will select the companies, according to certain criteriaategory in the south. Any local production, when
which will be able to deal in Iragi oil. No otherbought, and any cash component being spent in that
companies are allowed. In the present system under gagticular field, would be used to remunerate and to
memorandum of understanding, there are oil companigsnish, by taxing all Government policies, whatever
that register with the United Nations and thosebjective they may have. We are not the only ones who
companies are the ones that buy. Paragraph seven ofabe saying that that particular provision is ill-advised.
United Kingdom'’s draft is very vague, but at least it isly information is that even some United Nations

clear that companies will be selected according ufficials find that provision ill-advised.
certain criteria, and they are the only ones who are We are being told that the list that is going to be

allowed to deal in Ir_aq s oil. Do We_have any guarant%%ached to the resolution is really not a denial list; that
that those companies are not going to be fat cats.o

Western origin and be the only ones allowed to blt Is just a review list. So the Security Council really

ragi oil? Do we have any guarantee that thoiﬁas to accept it. What guarantee do we have that at the

companies, Mr. Ambassador, are not going to be tﬁgd of the day the policy of putting contracts on hold is

. A,
ones who will employ that particular facility you givenOt going to continue’

them under the resolution to play havoc with oil prices | have a paper here — not an Iragi paper — a
at the international level, and even to the extent bhited Nations paper. It is a weekly update from the
possibly intimidating the Organization of the Petroleu®ffice of the Irag Programme, covering the period 16-
Exporting Countries (OPEC) with regard to theiR2 June 2001. | quote from that paper:

pricing policies. You do not have such guarantees. You

How do we sell oil now under the Memorandum
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“Despite the 661 Committee’s furtherburden of proof on any side thatleges that Iraqg still
release from hold of four additional humanitariahas weapons of mass destruction. The British letter that
supplies contracts on the condition of close endras sent and approved by the Council switched the
use monitoring by United Nations observers iburden of proof.

Iraq, which contain *1051" list items, the total Even that was not enough. They had to strike at
value of contracts placed on hold by th . o
. . raq in Decembefl998 to kill it completely. So now we
Committee rose slightly last week. It now stand . ) ) .
i . ; ear about worrying evidence. What worrying evidence
at $3.2 billion, still representing 14.7 per cent a ) . .
. Is there? An article pops up in the press talking about
the value of all contracts circulated to th L S .
raq rearming in this field and that field, only to be

Committee. The release contracts were for sewage .
. . ) dscredlted about three or four weeks later. If we are
pipes, foot-and-mouth disease vaccine an

intelligent pigging g_oing to go into a cycle_of allegations foIIovyed .by the
' disproof ofallegations, will there be any end in sight to

“All  together during the week, thethis whole exercise? If Mr. Butler goes to the extent of
Committee released from hold 24 contracts worthaying that even antiperspirants contain certain
$45.5 million, while placing holds on 37 newingredients that can be extracted and mixed with a
contracts valued at $98.6 million.” certain chemical that exists in hairspray and you can

So the Council releases $45 million. The Councﬂroduce biological weapons in your bathtub, to that

holds $90 million. What guarantee do we have that th(:f%(tent of audacity | say no.

is not going to happen? How will Iragi trade be free in  Oh yes. Some are concerned about visas. The
the interest of alleviating the suffering of the IragBecretary-General’s report is concerned with visas and
people, as the proponents of the smart sanctions di@structing visas. Well, | am not going to belabour that

say they are so keen to achieve? point because we have fully addressed that question in a

. . : letter sent by us to the Secretary-General, and it was
There is really one good thing about this wholg . L

roposal submitted by the United Kingdom and push%HCUlated as a document of the Security Council in
b gcument S/2001/324. In that letter we gave the

by the United States. Not a word about the no-fly ZONE5uncil in detail the numbers of visas that we have

Why the no-fly zone? | know what they will say: It is tq ranted and the numbers of visas that the Office of the

protect your neighbours from your threats. It is t .
: raq Programme sometimes requests from Iraq,
contain you because you have a tendency to rengw, .. L ;
. . Including those requested for irrational purposes, as if
weapons of mass destruction. It is no good for them

now; even their own officers, whom they used tgiving and requesting visas were the only
' . . T y L consideration, and that were the only way to achieve
employ in the United Nations Special Commission, sa{é)e objectives of the humanitarian programme.

that Iraq is qualitatively disarmed, it is no good now.
Now there is another direction. One hundred forty visas are requested for so-
%?Iled international experts to work in the electricity

The British Ambassador said in his statement th : .
i ) ; rogramme in the North, and 103 visas are requested
they have worrying evidence that the Iraqis are rg- : : .
r so-called international experts to work in the

arming. Show it, Mr. Ambassador. Where is thaf o .
worrying evidence from? Put it on the table. Let thlc?emmmg programme in the North. If members read the

€ . -

. o tter, they will see that the deminin rogramme

Council discuss it with Iraq. Do you want us to forge ould maIZe taking out any mine the rr?os? egpensive
how, in 1998, when we were discussing the proposal fi’/élé ture in the world because the h i

X . . , paraphernalia that

a comprehensive review with the Secretary-General ahd" . - .

syrrounds the location and demining process causes it

we cooperated fully, and vyhen the Secretary—Generta be so. We are not against demining in the North, but

f;nttﬁa?agg:ntc;et:;;sgncrl\,?gwhov\éirtge %rirnang;mi%]se world standard relating to the cost of demining, as

preher € going estimated by disarmament bodies, is around $2,000 per

conducted, the British Ambassador jumped into the. . L .

: . .. mine, while the cost of demining through the United

arena and used the Council and pushed it to wrlteNations riect is around $21.000 per mine. The
letter to the Secretary-General, putting terms aqaa pree ' P '

conditions on the comprehensive review — for onIUres speak for themselves.
reason only. Because Kofi Annan’s paper put the
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The quantity ofood imported for 28 dogstilized for the eight phases, until 19 June 2001”. It is done in
in the demining programme in the North for the periogtrms of percentages or ratios. The total amounts of
July 1999 to June 2000 was 11 tons. The price wiasms received are as follows: phase |, 85.73 per cent;
around $33,000. As the number of dogs was 28, thkase Il, 89.21 per cent; phase Ill, 81.79 per cent;
value of each dog’'s share was $1,143. By extrapolatipgase 1V, 80.88 per cent; phase V, 79.67 per cent;
that share on an annual basis, it comes to $1,248 phase VI, 58.24 per cent; phase VII, 41.02 per cent;
dog per year. Every three dogs have the services o&rad phase VIII, 1.09 per cent. That is the value of items
pickup truck, a trainer and two guides, and every fifer the health sector, the status of the goeat=ived.
dogs have a veterinarian. Lately, we heard, the dogs . .

. . . | also have other charts copies of which | shall
have been suffering from some sort of inertia, so they . ;
. ovide members, concerning deaths due to the
brought bitches to them so that they could allay théif ;
) . . mbargo, whether of children or of mothers. | shall
sexual desires. But the puppies are being sold on §1e :
X urther circulate charts on the effect of the embargo on
market in the North. " . . ; ;
the nutritional status of children, on infectious diseases

What is an individual Iragi’'s share of theand on communicable diseases.
humanitarian programme, calculated on the basis of the What is the reason for this situation? It is the
value of goods received? The value of that Shar%lic of putting  contracts on hold. and the
includes not only food, but also &léh services and potcy P 9 !

everything else. Thai share s $125. So a dags s (STIous - or | should say tne ity = interventions,
10 times the share of a human lIraqi, on the basis o} 99 9:

0ods received shall provide just one example. There was a contract
9 ' for the supply to Iraq of a blood-gas analyser. The seller
There has been talk with reference to this the French branch of Bayer. That contract was put on
Secretary-General's report that Irag has not speedilgld for a year and a half. We needed the analyser
concluded the contracts for phase IX, and that that Hzedly for heart operations and for children who were
prevented the Programme from getting so many billiossffering from diarrhoea.
of dollars. According to paragraph 15 of the report of Consequently, contacts were initiated with the
the Secretary-General, document S/2001/505, not_a .
. = ecretary-General. The Office of the Irag Programme
single application under the health, water an% .
. : . was approached. The Coordinator was approached.
sanitation, and oil sectors has beensived. :
That collective approach got the contract released from
Before | came to this meeting, | lunched with théhe hold that had been put on it. Did we get it? No.
Minister of Health of Irag, who was here for the speciaWhy not? After the release of the contract, the
session of the General Assembly on HIV/AIDS. HEommittee sent a letter to the Ministry of Health and
confirmed to me that before the end of phase [Xaid that the contract was thereby cancelled.

perhaps before the preparation of the report — and the This is the worrying health situation in Irag: a

Secretariat did not rectify this— he had signe :
. lood gas analyser to be used for the services | have
contracts in the health sector not merely for the amount, . X
- . autlined. If pressure is employed to release contracts,
allocated to it in the memorandum of understanding or .
ST some are released, while others are put on hold. If one
the distribution plan, but had even gone over and above . .
. : IS~ released, outside pressures are applied to cancel
that amount. | am sure that, if | checked with other -
. o contracts. And so on and so forth. You get a dentist’s
Iraqgi authorities, they would tell me what | know for g

fact: that they have done the same thing. So th%qa'r.’ but you do not get_th_e other equipment ngeded to
oS . use it. When you leave it in storage while waiting for
criticism is not in order.

the rest, because the other contracts are not vyet
But if members are interested in the health of threleased — ah! — lIraq is not carrying out the
Iragis — and we have heard so many nobldistribution. Along comes the suggestion of an
representatives speak here about the health of theegrated approach — batches of contracts put together
Iraqgis, and we thank them — let us look at some facts: and then other problems appear. And so forth and so
The Minister of Health provided me with a table, whiclon.
| shall circulate to members of the Council as soon as

. L . . . . Now | will discuss a &cent event, one that should
possible. The list is entitled “Status of arrived artlcleg,e really fresh in the minds of Security Council
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members. Correct me, please, if | am wrong. There wassiness of clarifying the situation to the Council
a meeting of informal consultations which was held farmally on the record, Council members will end up
few days ago in which Mr. Zarif and Ms. Davis otommitting grave acts of injustice in the name of
UNMOVIC were requested to present a report to theternational legitimacy at a time when you will be far
Council on whether some of the items that | mentionedf the mark.
in the lists being discussed by the Council were the . .
. : I know for a fact — and | will name names if
subjectmatter of contracts that had been allowed in the . :
: . need be — that a report was written by the Coordinator
past by the Committee established pursuant 10 . ) :
. ; nd all of the directors of the specialized agencies,
resolution 661 (1990). They did not present that report,. X . .
: . o offices and programmes in lIraq, signed collectively,
Why? The Council has clout with States; it does not /. " . . )
o . L outlining an assessment of an in-the-field view of the
have clout with international civil servants? 2 ; o )
humanitarian situation in Iraq, and was sent via the
| do not want to go any further with this. But, if ISecretariat to Ambassador Celso Amorim. VWeeently
am forced to, | will name names. All members of thkearned that he did not receive that report. Yes, Mr.
Council have in their Missions the Blue Book publishefevan. Just raise your head in disagreement. You have
by the United Nations on the situation between Iraq and other option but to do so. | am willing to cross
Kuwait. Thatbook has al50-page introduction. Go toswords with you in public. Incidentally, you are not the
paragraph 100 of that particular document. You will seme who embargoed that report. So do not be rash in
an argument very fitting to the American and Britisklisagreeing.

case, regarding the false claim that the no-fly zones are Why do | speak with this intensity, for which |

The wav this was done was. instead of puttin %pologize? Because it is my job to deal with this on a
y . i . putiing daily basis. These are the facts as | see them. | am
Eﬁ(r)agr::jphinl ho;fre?rc;]lgtlcr)]r;”%tzaglii:\)/elsn Ifruall, Iitswr?g?lking about the transfer of Iragi funds from one

PP ' q ccount to another by the banks entrusted by the United

Givil servants. | have nothing aganst in‘fer'r?;‘fi?naa‘:"c’?a}ations with these tasks — and the Iragi Central Bank
' 9ag oes not know a thing about these transfers? About

servants, by the way. But it is also true that an en the transfers were made, to whom, to which

international organization is a reflection of the state Blanch. on what value date so as to calculate whether
international relations at any particular moment. Whei e mo;‘ley has gone and where?

there is a balance of power in the world, it is reflecte
in the work of organizations. When the world loses the A supplier concludes a contract, and the contract
balance of power, it is reflected in internationak approved and he ships his goods, and the goods
organizations. But if we are not prepared to recogniaerive, and he is supposed to be paid. These are the
at least that power politics and arrogance of power andes of the Memorandum of Understanding. Why is
not reflective of the Charter as our forefathergayment not made promptly? Why are there delays in
envisaged it, and if we go on just simply repeating likgayments by the banks that go on, in certain cases, up
parrots, “international legitimacy, internationato thirty days? Take thirty days of funds withdrawn and
legitimacy, international community, internationaput in another account? Calculate the interest. Where
community”, we will not be doing a disservice to theloes that go? We have around us so many Garfields, it
United Nations as an Organization — we will mainlgeems, and they are getting even fatter.

be doing a disservice to our own respective nations,

States, Governments, backgrounds, futures and hope%an So it is facile to blame Irag. The Ambassador of

ada even blamed my President for the non-
Having said this, | cannot consider thaachievement of the humanitarianjediives of oil for

international civil servants are immune at all timefod — the oil for food which has come to be the fat pot
from pressures, from personal interest, from wanting tor so many parasites.
I|ve_ bgtter or from Just wanting to survive and keep | hear from my United Nations colleagues that a
their jobs. So in United Nations resolutions, when sgo. . : :

: . : -mission to lraq is one of the most cherished and
many matters are put in the hands of international civi . . : .

sought-after assignments by United Nations Secretariat

servants, and when you do not have control over them

- o L
and the main party is not even allowed to get into tﬁéaﬁ' Why? Is Iraq the French Riviera? Or is it the
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beautiful seashores of Jamaica? It is hot now. Is that It is the money, gentlemen. Could commissions be

why?

taken by United Nations officers? Are they not being
used to renovate buildings? Why are there requests for
visas for carpenters and mechanics? Do we not have
them locally?

Well, the story is long. | have taken more than
two hours. | thank you very much, Mr. President, for
your patience, and | thank the members for their
patience. But | reserve my right to respond to any right
of reply that might be exercised, because | am well
equipped to go ahead even with further details,
revealing even more names, regardless of what the
impact will be.

The President There are no further speakers left
on my list.

The Security Council has thus concluded the
present stage of its consideration of the item on its
agenda.

The meeting rose at 7.15 p.m.
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