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Mr. Chairman

This Conference is convened for the 

basic purpose of obtaining a strong response 

from states against trie collective violations 

of international humanitarian law and for a 

total commitment to undertake the best endeavours 

for ensuring the protection of war victims.

This basic purpose represents in our 

viewpoint a noble objective. Yet, the present 

situation in the world indicates a political, 

legal and moral setback, the course of which 

should be corrected. International humanitarian 

law whose existence and evolution have been 

influenced by moral, religious and humanitarian 

principles and ideals, and which should remain 

as a universal legal edifice characterized by 

its integral and binding nature, has become in 

fact exposed to violations and distortion as a 

result of political interests.

We are convening here today in order to 

draw the effective means to prevent the suffering 

caused by armed conflicts, reject the objectionable 

practices and to deter and call to account those 

responsible for violations.



This endeavour should, in our conviction, 

face the reality witnessed by our contemporary 

world, in a manner devoid fully of political 

motives and objectives which represent narrow 

self-interests, that often served as the main 

reason for shaking the credibility of the 

international humanitarian law.

My country is aware of this fact more 
than any other country, perhaps as a result of 

the practical experience which attest , despite 

all alleged justifications to the contrary, 

that my country has been recently, and still is, 

living as a victim of basic violations of 

international humanitarian law in the name of 

the so-called " international legitimacy ", 

In the so-called "Gulf War"- and 1 do not 

wish here to raise polymics that go beyond the 

competence of the conference- it is incumbent 

upon us to indicate a number of basic facts 

which are essentially relevant to what we are 

concerned with in this forum. It has become 

established in practice and as indicated in 

numerous reports and studies issued by UN circles 

and otherwise- known to all of you - that the 

military hostilities against Iraq by the so- called 

coalition countries have not shown respect for, 

or even intentionally breached the basic rules of 
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international humanitarian law related to the 

conduct of warfare. The concept of permissible 

targets was totally ignored. Deadly weapons', 

in quantity and quality, were used without any 

regard to any violations of the law that might 

result therefrom. The effect of such acts on 

the rights of the civilian population and due 

observance of such rights were never taken to 

account. Thus, the final outcome of these acts 

has been heavy losses in lives and property 

and civilian life in general. All this happened 

in Iraq and outside the theatre of military 

operations. Those losses were so enormous that 

no moral or legal rule can be drawn in their 

support. In one phrase, the outcome was a 

virtual standstill of civilian life. This is 

a glaring example of a deliberate attitude to 

violate international humanitarian law, specially 

by states claiming to protect human rights. 

International humanitarian law definitely 

condemns- such violations and does not authorize 

them. These grave violations were committed for 

purely political reasons, as can be evidenced by 

such boastful statements emanating from some 

American officials which imply the resolve to 

bring Iraq back to the stone age. There is the 

other aspect of practices that contradicted 

international humanitarian law and human rights.
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The Security Council imposed comprehensive 

sanctions upon Iraq, and ruled in its decision 

that the supply of food in special humanitarian 

circumstances, medicine and medical material 

are not covered by sanctions. Yet, the objective 

and fair-minded observer will no doubt note a 

number of facts, inter-alia:

1. The Security Council has totally ignored the 

adoption of the latest developments of 

international humanitarian law with respect 

to the prohibition of the use of starvation 

as a measure of war.

2. The Security Council has merely exempted 

medicine and medical material from sanctions 

and totally ignored to adopt the arrangements 

necessary for ensuring the means of funding 

Iraq's purchases of these materials.

3. Despite the cessation of the hostilities, 

most of the decisions of the SC Sanctions 

Committee, show a policy aimed at perpetrating 

sanctions against Iraq in such a vindictive 

manner that has exceeded all permissible 

limits, including those set out in Security 

Council resolutions. How, otherwise, can 

we justify the non-authorization of Iraqi 

purchases consisting of pencils, coloured 

chalk, paper to print school text books, bars



to manufacture hospital beds, and even shrouds

for the dead, to mention just a few.

In this regard, we cannot but ask: Are 

sanctions an end or a means ? If it is the 

former, then it is an encroachment upon the 

provisions of the UN Charter. If, on the other 

hand it is the latter, how then should we 

interpret the statements made at the highest 

political levels of some coalition members 

that the lifting of sanctions is conditional 

by changing its political regime ? Where is, 

then, international humanitarian law ? The 

interpretation of these contradictions is not 

difficult, however. It relates to selfish and 

narrow policies that have no bearing upon the 

common interests of the international community 

which constitute the basic foundation of 

international humanitarian law. The situation has 

become so strange that even the humanitarian 

course of the so-called UN humanitarian programme 

has been distorted by some influential countries 

to become a means to realize their political 

obj ectives.
Respect for international humanitarian 

law which achieves the ends sought by its 

provisions requires a number of elements, including:
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1. The interpretation and implementation of 

the provisions of international humanitarian 

law in a manner in which politics should not 

prevail over the law. This in turn entails 

neutrality, objectivity as well as abandoning 

selectivity and doub1e-standards. It requires 

the express and declared diagnosis by the 

competent international organizations,especia 11y 

those concerned with the custody of internati
onal humanitarian law.

2. The ICRC should not hesitate to approach the 

existing legal mechanisms and methods with 

strong emphasis on the collective responsibi

lity of the parties to the Geneva conventions 

to have them shoulder such a responsibility 

in order to ensure respect of international 

humanitarian law. This is particularly so 

due to the universality of the said conventions 

which is not in doubt. This approach will 

provide a definite guarantee that prevents the 

violating parties from shielding themselves 

behind the presently adopted procedure of 

confidentiality in order to persist in their 

violations, as is the case with respect to 

tens of thousands of POWs still held captives 

in Iran despite the cessation of hostilities 
more than five years ago.
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Mr Chairman

These are some of the principal points 

that time permits us to raise. They constitute 

in our view issues that are worthy of interest 

and consideration in this conference, which we 

hope will succeed in accomplishing its objectives 

in ensuring respect for international humanitarian 

law and the protections of the victims of war.

Thank you .
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