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That's our panel.  So let's begin with Kevin Woods. 
 
Kevin M. Woods: 
Thank you very much.  I was asked to briefly provide some remarks based on a series of 
questions, I'm just going to rather simplistically go down the list here.  Just some 
introductory remarks, I want to provide a historical context to the records that I'm most 
familiar with, and I think it might provide one of the streams of discussions possible on 
the historical research on the Middle East, and that's the captured records from the 2003 
invasion of Iraq and the collapse of the Ba’ath government in Iraq.   
 
My involvement in this project started as a lessons learned project.  And so, I'm going to 
tie this to kind of the history of the collection and use of capture Nazi documents in 
World War II.  These activities start as a military operation.  I was asked to be part of a 
lessons learned team, actually looking at US operations during the invasion of Iraq in 
2003.  At the completion of the analysis of how did the US 
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In addition to the campaign in 2003, we went back and looked at the regime records that 
relate to the 1990 invasion of Kuwait, and the subsequent 1991 Coalition War to eject 
Iraq from Kuwait.  There's a lot of questions about Saddam and terrorism as one of the 
arguments for the original 2003 campaign, but it tended to focus on a very narrow 
question associated with al-Qaeda.  There actually was quite an interesting set of records 
dealing with how the regime dealt with non-state actors more broadly.  As with a lot of 
totalitarian regimes in the Middle East, they have an interesting set of relationships with 
state and non-state actors, both in the “revolutionary”  category, and in what would be 
more broadly accepted as a terrorist category.   
 
So we looked at the records and tried to understand not culpability in a legalistic sense, 
but to understand how does a state deal with these non-state actors?  It's a little bit like 
playing with fire.  You don't want to get too close to these groups and those kinds of 
issues.  So we used the records to help understand that.  I want to say a couple of things 
about the records themselves.  You know, the nature of captured records: you capture 
them in the middle of chaos.  So this isn't going to an archive, where standards of archival 
science are laid out where you can find the records and the records are kept as they were 
created as broadly as possible.  There's a logic to the record storage as it was, the record 
was created, and you can trace the lineage and provenance of all the records, which 
would be the optimal system.  These were records that were captured in the battlefield 
context.  So they were in offices, some were hidden in caches, some were attempted to be 
destroyed but found and retrieved, some were in private collections where senior 
government officials took the records from their Ba’ath offices and put them in their 
homes and the like.  So it's just a complete, as they used to say, dog's breakfast of 
material – it's just all over the map.   
 
So that comes with some limitations, and we can discuss that as the panel goes through, 
limitations of working with these kind of records and the obvious one is the one I just laid 
out.  You're never really sure, at the very beginning, what it is you're working with, 
which leads to my last comment about the kind of the direction of this material, because 
after we came back and we started doing, in support of the Department of Defense, these 
historical studies on the broader strategic questions about what did Iraq understand, how 
did they understand it, and those kind of things.   
 
It became very obvious to those of us working on it there are a lot more questions that 
should be asked of this material.  There's a much broader community of experts and 
scholars that should look at this material.  So we proposed creating something called the 
Conflict Records Research Center, which David will talk about here in a minute, which 
was the idea that, as a government-sanctioned researcher, I had access to these records.  
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But I, for example, could not make them available to Michael, who has a lot of expertise 
in the Middle East. I couldn't do that, it was not part of the rules.  So we went to the 
government and proposed doing something akin to what was done after World War II, 
which was to create a hybrid organization, a relationship between the government, which 
possesses the captured records of another state, and an academic or civic organization 
that can make those records available to the broader academic community and the 
broader scholarly community to try to get more information and more understanding – 
historical, cultural, or otherwise – out of the records.   
 
And out of that grew the Conflict Records Research Center, which was a kind of a hybrid 
organization where we could take as many of the records as possible, as fast as possible, 
and it's still an ongoing effort, and make them available in a – I would not call it an 
archive, because it's not q




