SUSMISSION

WEAPONS QOF MASS DESTRUCTION - FACT ANID FANCYY

By STANLEY & SCHAETZEL, FRAeS, FTSE

Soon after detailed examples of discoveries of Iraq’s supposed transgressions m the tield of
WD by the re-instated TN inspectors were announced last year, they began to be used by
the US, British and Australian governments as pretexts for a pre-emptive war, However, (0
those working in the field of armaments it soon became obvious that the evidonce presenied
was nat only suspect, but so slim that it actually seemed to confirm the absence of such
programs. The ‘willing” were clutching atstraws. The supposed weapons of mass destruction
hecame weanons of mass deception.

A few definition first. In view of the destruction wrought by the events of 971 1 - directly by

civilinn airliners and indirectly by pen knives and box cutters - “weapons of mass destruction’
could mean many arcane devices to the public at %a!:gs. For people werking in the armament
industry the definition is r. WMDs are devices capable of causing significant physical,
chemical, biclogical and radiation damage, projecied at, or triggered from, a significant
distance from the attacking agency. Nuclear hombs, cruise missiles, chemical or biological

-}

warheads on long-range missiles and stand-off bombs, daisy-cutier bombs and air-fuel
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explosives all fall under this category. Mormal ordnance, long range artllery with explosive
shells, short range missiles, surveillance drones, guided munitions and even flame throwers

are not WMDs. These are the definitions. Now for the examples of the supposed

TANGressions.

The first case was the discovery, by the re-instated UN weapons mspectors, in a disused
factory of several pigeon-dropping-covered cases coniaining empty short range mussile nose
cones. The official announcement was ‘Chemical warfare weapon lind’. Lel's analyse the

find: From the thickness of droppings and the level of dust on the crates i would appear that
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they were left in situ Tor several years. The lack of any protective treatment in packaging the

hardware, preventing corrosion, indicates the fact that they were not meant o be re-used.

Probability of o relevant WMD) program: less than 19,

The next case was the discovery of a protetype of a small battlefield surveillance drone. The

find was presenied as evidence of another “weapons program’. Let’s analyse the data shown
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on mublic TV: The radio-controlled netrol-enging-driven atrgraft was a primitive de
¥

limited endurance and capable of carrying a payload not exceeding 3kg. In view of the
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lirnited capability of Iraq’s industry of miniaturising electronic components, the drone might
have had some Hmited real-time recormaissance capability, but no possibility of guiding or

delivering other weapons, There is no comparison possible between this overgrown radio-
oy

ontrolled model aiveraft and the mid-range US unmanned vehicle, the Predator,

Then came bunches of aluminium twhing. They were supposed to be a clear evidence of @
nuclear weapons program, with the tubing “capable of being used in an uranium enrichment

olant™. Never mind the fact that, even if it were the case (which it was not} the actual
enriched uranium would be several years down the track. To reinforce the case [or existence
of a nuclear program in Irag a contract for sale of uranium ore from Niger was quoted. While
this was a forgery, disproved by the CIA and the FBI, 1t was stil quoted as evidence by the
UK and U8 governments six months later.

The discovery that the 150 km range Iragi mussile, allowed by the UN after the 1591 war,
could have had an actual range of 175km was another supposed evidence ol a major

transgression. As il the extra 23 km on an unguided missile, wath a conventional head,

suddenly made It into 3 weapon of mass destruction. It still remained a theatre weapon.
Now these were all the cases of supposed transgressions which the remstated UN weapous

mspectors were able to find in Irag prior to the mvasion.
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robability. Constant aerial surveillance ofthe country
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