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Key FindingsD

SEEREY

Misreading Intentions: Irag’s Reaction to
Inspections Created Picture of Deception
Irag WMD Retmspectlve, Series :

Iraq’s:intransigence and deceptive practices durmg the periods of UN
inspections between 1991 and 2003 decpened suspicions among many
world governments and intelligence services that Baghdad had ongoing
WMD programs, Ironically, even at key junctures when the regime
attempted to partially or fully comply with UN resolutions, its suspicious
behavior and destruction of authenticating documentation only reinforced
the perception that Traq was being deceptive

Key events and Iragi behaviors that shaped Western perceptions include:

» An-early established pattern of “cheat and retreat.” Iraq concealed items
and activities in the early 1990s, and-when detected, attempted to rectify
the shortcomings, usually secretly and without documentation. Those
coverups were seen to validate analytic assessments that Iraq intended to
deny, deceive, and maintain forbidden capabilities.

© Shocked by the unexpected aggressiveness of carly UN Special
Commission (UNSCOM) inspéctions in 1991, Iraq secretly destroyed or
dismantled most undeclared items and records that could have becn used
to validate the unilateral destruction, leaving Baghdad unable to provide
convincing proof when it later tried to demonstrate compliance.

° We.now judge that the 1995 defection of Saddam’s son-in-law Husayn
Kamil—a critical figure in Iraq’s WMD and denial and deception (D&D)
actw:txes—-—promptcd Iraq to.change strategic direction and cease efforts
to retain WMD programs. Tragi attempts that year to find face-saving
means to-disclose previously hidden information, however, reinforced the
idea that Baghdad was deceptive and unreliable. Instead of helping to
close the books, Irag’s actions reinvigorated the hunt for concealed
WMD, as analysts perceived that Iraq had both the intent and capability
to continue WMD efforts during inspections.

o When Iraq’s revelations were met by added UN scrutiny and distrust,
frustrated Iragi leaders deepened their belief that inspections were
politically motivated and would not lead to the end of sanctions. As Irag
turned its political focus to illicit economic efforts to end its isolation,
eliminate sanctions, and protect its dual-use infrastructure, these actions
increased suspicions that Iraq continued to hide WMD.
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¢ Other Iragi actions that fueled the perception of WMD-related deceptions
included Special Security Organization (SSO) and other efforts to hide
non-WMD secrets to protect Saddam and the regime|

‘ raq also continued fo

rovide inaccuracies in UN declarations .
b‘)" a variety of reasons, not the 1east of which was an inability

to decument these statements.

» Iraq did not accurately interpret US and international policy drivers; in
2003, it assessed that the United States would not invade Iraq.

® Several people claimed that Iraqi officials did not belicve that all of
Irag’s WMD had been destroyed: These officials may in good faith have
conveyed the message to others that Iraq retained WMD.

Early 1990s concealment activity combined with unexpected revelations

“following Husayn Kamil’s defection led analysts to view lraq as a

sophisticated D&D practitioner. Faced with inconclusive or uncertain data,
analysts made judgments with coaviction that Iraq could successfully
conceal damaginig data,

‘We recognize that portions of our data were supplied by the same people
who were responsible for the deception campaign and provided insight in
captivity. Captured documentary evidence exploited to date so far supports
the conclusions of this paper.

T
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Scope Notq This is one in'a series of intelligence assessments (1As) in the CIA’s Irag
WMD Retrospective Series that addresses our post-Operation Iragi
Freedom (OIF) understanding of Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction
(WMD), delivery system, and denial and deception (D&D) programs,
These TAs reevaluate past assessments and reporting in light of the
investigations carried out by the Irag Survey Group (ISG)] |

This assessment addresses how the Iragis perceived and reacted to the
international inspection process and the effect these actions had on analyst
perceptions. This 1A is not intended to be a comprehensive review of all CIA
analysis or the analytical process on Iraqi WMD-issues. The conclusions of
this IA are generally consistent with ISG's findings as reflected in the
Comprehensive Report of the Special Advisor to the DCI on Iraq's WMD
issued on 30 September 2004 and other products. This review of historical
reporting and assessments helps to provide additional context on the
interplay between Iragi actions and intelligence judgments.

* More comprehénsive papers on the individual Iragi WMD programs, including co isons of prewar estimates
and postwar conclusions, are to he published elsewhere in this Retrospective Sermﬁ
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Misreading Intentions: Iraq’s
Reaction to Inspections Created
Picture of Deception

Irag_l WMD Retrospective Series
OverviewEI

Iraqi Icadership reactions to UN resolutioris on
weapons inspections between 1991 and 2003 fostered
an.atmosphere of distrust with the world commonity.
Analysts interpreted Iraq’s intransigence and ongoing
deceptive practices as indicators ol cantinued WMD
programs of an intent to preserve WMD ¢apabilitics,
reinforcing intelligence we were receiving 4t the time
that Saddam Husayn continued to pursue WMD. A
combination of poorly and hastily considered Iradgi
actions, regime assumptions and belicfs that did not
reflect an accurate-uriderstanding of the world outside
Iraq, and the typical paranoia of a security state fed to
Baghdad’s inability to extricate itself from what it
viewed as oppressive sanctions and outside suspicion.
Instead, Iraq ¢ontinucd to exhibit obstructive and
inconsistent behaviors that perpetoated the belief by

Fhal- Baghdad was
not fully. complying with UN resolutions and was
concealing ongoing WMD programs.

1991: Initisl Approach to Inspections ... (1)

Iraq initially tried 10 end sanctions without fully
tevealing WMD programs as required by UN
resolutions, believing that appearing to camply: would
be sufficient. Iraqi leaders were optimistic that
inspections and sanclions would end quickly." Their
approach to inspections was to-make sure that nothing
was found to contradict their initial false declarations
while they destroyed contradictory cvidence:

e Several officials stated after the fall of the regime
that Iraq’s original belief was that it would ot have
to comply with the inspections, which would he
cursory and only last a few: weeks.

i

initially belicved that It would not have to follow
any UN mandates, because inits vi ne had
cver-followcd a UN-mandatc

Iraq planngd to gather declared items for presentation,

hide other matcrials in place, disperse and conceal

nuclear materials, and deny the existence of pre-1991
WMD efforts:

This assessment was d by the Office of Iraq Analysis. Comments and queries are welcome and
may he dirccted to
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Overall Pattern of ‘Cheat and RetrealD

The reactions - of both sides to the inspection provess

Jormed a pattern; Irag would start to rectify an
uncovered shoricoming, usunlly in secret, The West
viewed the discaveries as validation that Iraq had a
continued intent 16 deny, deceive, and maintain
Jorbidden capabilities, especially because Iragis

usudlly begrudgingly revealed that they had given up

those capabilities after being caught with
discrepgiicies.

International weapons. inspectors often detected
Irag's concealment activities and discrepancies in. -
WMD-related information, triggering investigations
that delayed the lifting of sanctions, thus forming a
pattern that deepened matual suspicion:

» In intarviews conducted after the fall of the regime,

senior officials indicated that Saddam sought to
avoid involvement in a drawn-out process with
UNSCOM and the IAEA 1o investigate every new
issue.

o In April 1991, for example, Iraq declared that it
had neither a nuclear weapons program nor an
enrichment program. Inspections in June gnd
September 1991 proved that Irag had. lied on both
counts, had explored multiple enrichment paths,
and had a well-developed nuclear weapons
program.

Baghdad destroyed rather than revealed itents,
attempting 1o make its inaccurate assertions
programs correct in a legalistic sense.

March 1992, Irag decided to declare the unilateral
destruction of certain prohibited items to the
Security Council; while continuing to conceal its
biological warfare:(BW}) program and important
aspects of the nuclear, chemical, and niissile
programs

Saddam Husayn ordéred Husayn Kamil to hide the
weapons in 1991, but gave them up once cornered.
He said that Saddam destroyed all WMD in secret
after pressure from the UN and hwpe’ctor.yf a?’ef
initially thinking he could hide weapon:

also acknowledged the 1991 unilateral aestruction

[said that the 1991 order to

destroy all documents related 10 the BW program

caused problems later, when Iraq did not have the
documentation to support revised declarations i
the late 19905 admitting to an offensive program

_‘——2
] |wondered why he was ordered
1o destroy the paperwork for the missile destruction

ecisions to destroy much of the
paperwork that could have verified the destruction
exacerbared Iraq’s inability to later extricate itself
Jrom being viewed in the “cheat and retreat”
paradigm:

in 1991, foreing Iragis to rely apon perxoua!

recollection in Jatér years when tryi
destruction had actually taken place
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. . Leads to Decision on Unilateral Destruction

When the inspections proved more intrusive-than
expected. the Iragi leadership appears to have
penicked and made a fateful decision to secretly
déstroy mach of the: remaining nondeclared items,
and eliminate the evidence. According to several
officials, Iraq decided to surreptitiously destroy many
‘lems-and hide others, rather than contradict cadier
declarations. Many officials described the regime’s
shock over inspectors’ aggressiveness, Citing:

les like the June 1991 discovery by IAEA

that Traqis were moving nuclear electromagnetic
isotope separation (EMIS) components away from an
inspection

‘ ‘even after the JAEA
inspectors tragked down EMIS componerits, the
regime did not fully understand the implications-of

ity initial false declarations, and Baghdad decided o

unilateratly déstioy much of the hidden material
rather than declare i

likencd this decision to Irag’s fateful 1990
decision to invade Kuwait in terms of having
negative consequences for Iraq

|

time, was (heir primary BW agent production and
storage facility prior to the Gulf war. As with the
other programs, orders were given to destroy
documentation-of the destruction and to retain no
capics of other documents. WMD-trelated
organizations received orders to tum over key
“know-how”™ documents to the Special Seeurit
Organization (§30).for safckeeping

|
‘ said Iraq retained two
Sead-type ballistic missiles after the initial
tinifateral destruction in the

late ion in the summer of 1991 that
were destroyed later that yeaﬁ‘u’—‘

» Traq unilatcrally destroyed 25 biological al-Husayn
warhcads and approximately 134 biological R-400
aerial bombs in. 1991

|

noted the destruction

J uly 1991 after wn.sultmg with Saddam, to destroy
Y e alicgedly were hidden without
e buik of the materials
were destroyed in this initial period:

of 20 concealed al-Husayn chemic
warheads in the summer of {991

{

\ the desiruci
prograra camc in June 1991
_recalls eetting 48 hours to get rid of cvervthing)

for'the BW |

Weapons Deceptions Maintained After 1992 |

]

\ﬁc_[al the time Iraq still did not admit to
having destroyed biological bombs and warheads

and represented BW warheads as being CW
warh¢ads.
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« In November 1993, Traq accepted UNSCR 715 that
allowed-for long-term UN mionitoring of its
weapons programs following two years.of Traqi

“objections that such monitoring ¢onstituted an
unacceptable infringemoent of sovereignty. Baghdad
expressed its hope that this step would lead to the
immediate iifting of sanctions.

s In. October 1994, the regime threatened to end
sooperation with-the UN and moved forces to the
Kuwaiti border after dashed expectations of a
‘positive UNSCOM report in Scptemtx:r Baghdad

defused the crisis by agreein

By the summer of 1995, intemational will to sustain
sanctions and inspections was dwindling

» Jragi officials did not ddmit to weaponized BW

agent.until g ection of Husayn Kamil the
next month,

Diplomacy 1992-95: Iraq Tries To Break Free (U)

Frustration with continucd sanctions led Baghdad to-
alternaté between chailenging the TN and taking
diplomatic steps during this period that the regime
thought would alleviate Trag’s isolation. Saddam’s
rogime also experiericed Intense e¢onomic and
securily pressure; with theé Iragi dinar: (’allmg 1o its
lowest lovel ever it November 1995 and several
notable security threats, including a 1995 coup plot
- and associated unircst with the Dulaym tribe:

< Baghdad refuscd to-allow a July 1992 inspection of
the Ministry of Agriculture, saying it would violate
Iraq's sovereignty and was intended for intelligence
collection. ’

and an emboldened Iraq in June had jssued an
ultimatum to the UN w lift sanctionsrml—»v

Turning Peint—August 1095: Iraq ‘Scared
(Mostly) Straigh*

Traq’s reaction to the defection of Husayn Kamil—a

former Minister of Industry and Military

Industrialization, Minister of Defensé, and Minister

of Oil, among other positions~in Au,gust 1995

appears to be the key turning point in Iraq’s decision

to cooperale more with inspections, but it also
strengthened the West's perception of Iraq as a
successful and efficient deceiver. Clumsy but genuine
Iragi moves toward transparcncy——-ugmﬁcant
alterations in their “cheat and retreat” patteri—not
only went undetected but instead seemed to confirm

that Irag could and - wi al evidence of
prescribed programs.
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We had previously assessed that Iraq used Kainil's
defection as an opportunity to di -
dditional WMD documentatio

e now judge that the Traqis Tearcd
Kamil—a critical figure in Iraq’s WMD and D&D
activities-~would reveal additional undisclosed
information. Iraq deeided that further widespread
dcwpnon and attermpis to hold onto extensive WMD
programs while under UN sanctions was untenable
and changed strategic direction by adopting & policy
of disclosure and improved cogperation:

states that Iraqg tried to conceal everything Trom. the
‘UN prior to 1992, but afler Kamil’s 1995 defection
he was told to relcasc information to the UN
without restriction:

o Iraq’s attempts to find face-saving means to roveal
previously concealed information and extricate
itself from sanctibns appeared deceptive and
reinforced the idea that it was still hiding important
clements of its programs.|

Confusion at the Top

Scveral high-ranking detained Iraqi ofGicials
described the chain of events surrounding the
defection and the resulting panic. Even the highost
levels of leadership were unsure what Kamil.could

reveal, what WMD information was still retained, and

coniained elements of an Traqi-damage asscssment,
laying outwhat Kamil knew and might not know,
and what wis still hidden, all of which Iraqg later
declared

officials affi rmcd rccctvmg orders w_move WMD
dacuments to Kamil's farm, where they were
presented 10 the UN, and Kamil received blame for
their concealment.

We now belicve the movement of documents to
Husayn Kamil's chicken farm and their tumover to
the UN represenicd a genuine attempt to come clean
on programs albeit while saving face. Baghdad
blamed the previous concealment of aspects of Iraq’s
WMD programs and the resulting complications with
inspectors on an untrustworthy traitor. Captored
documentary evidence and imerviews support the
idea that miajor concealment operations ended in
19935. Iragis publicly continued to attribute all WMD
and concealment activity o Husayn Kamil—a trend
that continued even after the fall of the regime.

's;oﬁs
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Officials Recount Chaotic Document Movements

]

officials provided first-hand accounts of the confusion
‘and competing orders, and they admitted their roles
in the movement, destruction, concealment, and
deliberate misrepresentation of the nature of the
cache of documents:

Iraq’s firmly establishcd “cheat and retreat” pattern
made it difficult for UN inspectors and Western
analysts to accept new Iragqp assertions at face value,
especially when there was evidence it the tima that
the chicken farm documents were placed there by the
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Proven Deception Underscores Analytic Mindset
Iragi revelations after Husayn Kamil's flight to
Jordan led 1o an irrevocable Joss of trust by the West.
Iraq was agdin judged dishonest and deceptive in its
dealings with:the'UN and delermined toretain WMD
capabilitics. The new declarations

ﬁectiyely sidelined previous atiempisio
accurately account for material balances of CW agent
production and weaponization:

e Some of the information tevealed in 1995, suchas a
more extensive weaponization ¢ffort for BW aerial
hombs, missile warheads, and spray tanks, was not
previously suspected and surptised the UN,
provoking deep suspicion of futurc Iraqi behaviors
and declarations.

@ The defection exposed the previously unknown
1991 crash program to develop nuclear weapons,

The 1995 events reinforced the-prevailing analytical
paradigm that the Tragis had been successful in-hiding
evidence of significant WMD programs, proved thiat
they had not intended to cooperate with the UN, and
would only reveal or dismantle programs after being
caught in a lie, Jraq attained the vencer of competence
as & D&D practitioner, and future activities were
viewed through the prisme

» The turnover of an incomplete set of documents,
rather than being viewed as a sign of Iragt
cooperation, opened new issues for UNSCOM and
the [AEA o investigate.

* Instcad of helping close the books on Iragi WMD
programs, Iraq’s actions reinvigorated the hunt for
concealed WMD)

L

Mutual Suspicion Grows: 1996-98

After ihe revelations following the defection,
UNSCOM began a scries of inspections of Traq’s
security apparatus and concealment mechanisms. Irag
viewed this new. mvcmgatmn as pruof that ’WMD
was hei 3

change

[passage of the Iraq Liberation
Act by the US Congress enhanced Iragi suspicions.
Iraq also accepted UNSCR 986 (Oil-For-Food),
which led to growing external trade. and decreased
international isolation, as well as an increased Iraqi
willingness to push back against inspections. A series
of standoffs with the UN overinspeetions colminated
in Operation:Desert Fox in December 1998 and the
expulsion of the inspectors

Concerns About Never-Ending Inspections and
US, UN Motives

After 1995, Iraqi leaders solidified their bchcf that
inspections would not end.and sanctions would not be
lifted, cspecially when Fragq®s new disclosures did not
lead to any relief of restrictions. Iraq"s focus turned fo
protecting its technological infrastructure

helieved that the US knew that Iraq’s

the highe§tIcvel of Traqi command

programs were dormant, it could account for some of

Iraq’s subscquent.behaviors:

= Ii.is possible that Baghdad decided to pursue a more
aggressive stralegy loward inspections, convinced
that Washington lacked the proof to convince the
restof the world.

belicved” that the United States thought that Trag
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had nothiné:lEnough officials recounted this story
to suggest that Iraq undérstood it to be true; and

Many officials expressed the belicf that the inspectors
wanted 10 prolong their high UN salaries and did not
want to resolve technical issues. Stich exchanges
support the idea that the Iragi fegime did not
understand-the West's position on ‘weapons and
sanctions, and they sought other reasons to explain
continued inspections:

Saddam Resented Inspections, Distrusted Motives.
Available reporting suggests that Saddam resented
the inspections and thought they infringed upon Iraq’s
sovereignty and viability. Saddam personally
expressed his dissatisfaction with the inspection
process on several occasions:

believed that Traq would never get a clean bill of

health from the UN )

prompted them 10 cease cooperation with the UN in
August 1998(:‘

L
o ; e regime/

expressed surprise when a former US inspector
came into the rooni to try 1o résolve old material
balance issucs, because they felt it had beenaruse
for US policy goals and nof a fegitimate concern,

told debriefers that certain UN inspectors did not
want to solve any problems becausc they were

‘making salaries 100 times higher” thantheir

families back home

séga'eﬂ



http:hadbc.en

C05567895

s;o,ﬂf

I



C05567885

Baghdad’s Threat Perception _

Puid that Iraq did not want to come
cleari about the final destruction of Scuds following
the defection of Husayn Kamil, thinking that belief"_j

in retairied Scuds would deter Iran from invading| .

{ragis viewed Iran and Israel, rather than the Untted
States, as the primary threat 16 the regime. This could
explain why frag might have continued to give the
impression that it was concealing WMD—to instill
Sfear or.ar least uncertainty in their neighbors:

—mehatically believed in Iran as
Iraq’s principal enemy— “past, present, and
Jatiire,” asserting the Utited States was ovéans
away and did not-have long-term designs on Iran

’ Inspections Resume With UNMOVIC w)zmm

‘ By the suimmer of 2002, it became apparent that fraq
would be willing to accept another round of
inspections, this time under the banner of the United
Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection
Commission (UNMOVIC). Traq again began

_ preparations for active inspections inside its borders.

| I—

10
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I.eaders Convinced US Would Not Invade
Officials said that the Tragi leadership in2002 and
2003 assessed that the United States would not invade
Iraq and would at worst institutc an air-strike
eampaign along the lines of Operation Degert Fox:

chisions like Trag’s

development:of missikcs with ranges only 20 or 30
km beyond the dllowed 150-km range gaﬁ the
impression that Iraq was defying the UN!

_ claimed that
even though WMD fiad been destroyed in 1991, :Eg_j]
letting inspectors into palaces aroused suspicions

atidam still believed that there would be no war, as
the United States had achicved its goal OE
domination fn the Guif aad Red'Sca areal

and sawd Ml the leadership believed the Unifex
States did not have the forces to invade Irag, and

press reports said that Washineton was not-willing
to sacrifice US lives

Iraq’s Own Actions. Compound Problems

Top regime officials have conceded since Operation
Iragi Freedom (OIF) that past Traqi deception led to
suspicion of Irag's motives. Iraqgi leaders, however,
did noel understand that they would have had 10-take
specific steps with UNMOVIC to-overcome
perceptions of dishonesty. Scveral officials reported
that they believed that just presenting the truth would
be-enough to rectify past problems:

puzziement at the idea that Traq necded to do
somcthing beyond allowing inspectors access to
sites fo-ostablish rust with the UN.

felt that if the inspections hiad only been
allowed to continue for seven: more months in 2003,

all outstanding issucs would have been resolved
equating successlul inspections with the number of
sites visited '

Most senior leaders admitted that the UN and United
States could have perceived Iraq’s behaviors as
suspicious, and offered unprompted cxamples:

11

whether important information had been concealed.
He found that peopic moved “unimportant things,”
such as-furniture, and felt that “what those stupid

people did gave the-inspectors the right to suspect
all kinds of mings.ﬁ

Over-Preparation for Inspections

From-many accounts, Iraqis tried bard to make sure
the final round of UN inspections weni smoothly,
conducting their-own investigations inte potential
anomalics.|

actions taken by the Traqi sidc,

however, caused them to continue to give the
appearance of deception, especially as Iraq continued
to Hide some information.on iesser points:

official who had hidden missile documents in his
house, even though this person had atiested 10 the
UN that he had nothing: The investigation
concluded thar the official had taken the papers to
bolster his scientific credentials and to use in a
private business. liragi
leadership worried that thesc ims would affect the,

contentof its 2002 declaration
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1994 hid documentation refated 1o the consumption
and unilateral destruction of Scud propellant
‘because it wouid show that Traq had produced its
own oxidizer for its Scud-type ballistic missiles
before 1991. This contributed to UNSCOM s and
UBNMOVIC's inability 1o account for Iraq’s Scud

propeliant, a gap that suggeswd;jmumm
covert Scud-variant SRBM for !

Many high-ranking officials did not want to give the
appearance of obstructing the UN, andthey tried to
ensure smooth cooperation. They ardered working-
level Iragi security officers.lo cooperate with the UN
and not cause problems, Steps were taken to make
sure that sites and documentation would endure
inspectors® scrutiny, but some of the moves were
heavyhanded, and seemed more suspicions to the
West. The question of intent is still unclear—senior-
level officials insist that their motives were-benign,
but many of their-actions-are still ambiguous as to
whether cooperition or sanitization was. intended:

-

L ¥el
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Other Factors Reinforce Deceptive Image ‘

Throughout the 1990s and beyond, other ongoing
Iraqi aciivitics, policies, and societal norms
reinforced UN and international suspicion that
Baghdad continued WML denial and-deception.
These internal policics and mindsets—especially the
importance vf regime sccurity—now appear (o be
even stronger drivers than carlier assessed, and
caused the Iraqi leadershipto present an aggressive

’_nnd_uﬂtam imagd

Security State

The Iraqi regime had an extreme distrust of outsiders
combined with a fanatical devotion to-security that.in
many- cascs led to actions that sabotaged efforts to
demanstrate that it wanted cooperation. The presence
of SSO minders was intcrpreted as concealment and
evasion activily, when their purpose was to wam
Saddam of inspections and to handle “sensitive site”
inspections as part of their Presidential protection
function:

Internal Self-Deception

Fear of retribution and delivering bad news meant
that.the highest levels of leadership might not have
known the teue limits of Iraq’s lechnical and military
capabilities. Iraqi leaders may have made decisions
and projected an image of strength on the basis of
inaccurate. and inflated capabilitics:

13
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Several people claimed that many Iraqi officials did
not believe that they had destroyed all of Iraq’s
WMD. They miay have in good faith conveyed the

message to othicrs that Irag retained WMD: The examplc of pre-2003 US-analysis on Irag’s
WMDprograms highlights the problem of how to

- assess ambiguous data in light of past practices.
Given Iraq’s cxtensive history of deception and only
small'changes in outward behavior, analysts did not
‘spend adequate time examining the premise that the
Iragis had undergone a change in their behavior, and
that what Iraq was saying by the end-of 1995 was, for

" the most part; accurate, This was combined. with the
analysts’ knowledge that they had underestimated

~ many generals wert y T Iraq's programs prior to Operation Descrt-Storm. A
did not have WMI) iabitity of intelligence analysis is that once a party

has been proven 1o be an effective deceiver, that
knowledge becomes & heavy factor in the caleulations
Analytic Liabilities (U) of ‘the analytical observer. In the Iragi example, this
impression was based on a series of undocumented
revelations of unilateral destruction combined with
unexpected revelations from a high-lovel, well-placed
defector, leading analysts to be more: likely
predisposed to interpret similar but unrelated
‘hehaviors observed after 1996 as proof of continued
forbidden activity

14
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The Analysts’ RchpectiveD

The concept for this paper was generated by analysts o Analysts understood that the Iragis were working
who had worked Irag WMD and D&D Jor several with a different logic system, bus did not go far
years, mcludmg many wit nce going back 1o éndugh in accounting for how greatlx Iragi and

Several general themes emerged from our
investigation;

© Analysts tended to focus on what was most
important to us—the hunt for WMD—and less on
what-would-be mast imporiant for a paranoid
dictatorship to protect. Viewed through an lragi
prism, their reputation, their security, their overall
technological capabilities, and their status needed
1o be preserved. Deceptions were perpetrated and
deiected, but the reasons forthose: deceptions Were
mmead

. We were surprcsed o dcscover Jjusthow broken and

SECRET)




