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I&port of the Secretary-General 

1. On 2 day 1983, the Permanent Pepresentative of the Islamic Republic of Iran 
called on me to convey his Government's request that I send a representative to 
visit civilian areas in Iran which have been subject to military attack by Iraq. 
He indicated that, should the tiovernment of Iraq wish to invite the representative 

to visit Iraq, the Government of Iran would welcome it. 

2. I assured the Permanent Xepresentative of Iran that I would give full 
consideration to his request and indicated that, since as Secretary-General, I had 
exercised my good offices under a mandate from the security Council virtually from 
the beginning of the conflict between Iran and Iraq, I intended to Keep the 
Security Council informed of any action I might take. I also informed him that I 
would take up the question with the Permanent Pepeesentative of Iraq. On 
3 May 1983, I discussed the matter with the Permanent Representative of Iraq, who, 
after consulting his Gxernment, informed me on 12 May 19S3 that Iraq would also 
wish the representative to visit civilian areas in Iraq which had been subject to 
military attack by Iran. Relevant letters from the Government of Iran had been 
circulated in Security Council documents S/15729, S/15735, S/15739, S/15747, 
S/15763, S/157Y6, S/15798, and from the Government of Iraq in Security Council 
documents S/15743, S/15765, S/15804, S/15825 and S/15826. 

3. I informed the Security Council on 12 May of my intention to dispatch a small 
mission, following which I communicated that decision to the Permanent 
Pepresentatives of both countries. As agreed with the two Governments, the task 
assigned to the mission was to survey and assess, as far as possible, the damage to 
civilian areas in the two countries said to have suffered war damage and to 
indicate, where possible, the types of munitions that could have caused the 
damage. 'l'he mission was not expected to ascertain the number of casualties or the 
value of property damage in those areas. The mission was assigned the 
responsibility of presenting to me a&objective report on its inspections and 
observations. I informed the Security Council and both the Permanent 
Nepresentatives of my intention to transmit that report to the Security Council. 
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4. Each Government was requested to convey to me appropriate aasurancee that the 
safety of the mission would be eecured during its entire stay in the area, i.e., 
not only in the war sane in it6 own territory but also while the mission was in the 
war zone in the other State'e territory. Thus, it was expected that each 
Government would issue the appropriate instructions to its military authorities in 
the war zone. Those assurances were received before the mission departed from 
Headquarters on 18 May 1963. 

5. The two Governments were further requested to specify the itineraries that 
they wished the mission to follow in their respective territories. I&ch itinerary 
was communicated to the other Government for the purpose of ensuring the necessary 
conditions of safety for the mission. The two Governments were also requested to 
provide appropriate means of transport for the mission outside their respective 
capitals. I should like to express my appreciation to the two Governments for the 
arrangements made to facilitate the work of the msision. 

6. On the completion of its itinerary in Iran, the mission was requested by the 
tiovernment to inspect an additional site, Baneh, which was said to have been 
attacked during the mission's presence in Iran. The mission was authorised to 
carry out the additional visit on the condition that the dates of its scheduled 
tour of Iraq were not affected. The mission also informed the authorities in Iraq, 
on its arrival in Haghdad, of its readiness to visit any additional sites the Iraqi 
authorities might wish to propose. 

7. The members of the mission were Brigadier-General Timothy K. Dibuama, Military 
Adviser to the Secretary-General, and Mr. Iqbal Riza, Principal Officer, Office of 
the Under-Secretaries-General for Special Political Affairs. Since the mission 
required expertise in the field of munitions , the Government of Sweden was 
requested to second the services of a senior munitions specialist and a senior 
artillery officer. The Government of Sweden very kindly and promptly provided the 
following two experts to assist the mission: Dr. Ake Persson, Chief of Division 
for weapons Effects, Swedish National Defence I&search Institute, and 
Lt. Cal. Eertil Mattsson, Commander, Artillery Regiment, Swedish Army. I wish to 
place on record my appreciation to the Government of Sweden for their ready and 
speedy co-operation in seconding the two officials whose expertise was essential to 
the task of the mission. 

8. The mission has reported to me that durily discussions in the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of each State, there was mention of alleged violations of the 
Fourth Geneva Convention of lY4Y. Purther, in those discussions, the (Government of 
Iraq took the position that the hostilities commenced on 4 September 1980, while 
the Government of Iran took the position that the hostilities commenced on 
22 September lYb0. The two sides also stated that parts of their respective 
territories were under the occupation of forces of the other side. It should be 
noted that the mission made no comment on those issues or on other p&itical issues 
that were raised by the Governments during the discussions, because they were 
clearly not within its mandate. 

9. The mission has reported to me that it met officials of the International 
Committee of the Hed Cross (ICHC) in Geneva to discuss its findings as well as the 
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relevant portions of the ICRC memorandumof 7 I&y I983 circulated to States parties 
to the Geneva Conventions of 1949. ” ,,., / 

10 . I should like to record my appreciation for the dedication with which the 
member6 of the mission and the experts worked with obiectivity to complete a 
difficult task under strenuous conditions. 

11. The report that,the mission has submitted to me is annexed. 

., 

. 
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Annex, :L !“‘,!:’ ., 

RURJHT OF THE MJSSIUN 

INTRORODUCTION 

1. The mission toured war zones in Iran from 21 May to 26 May 1983, and war zones 
in Iraq from 28 May to 30 May 1983. A map of the area covering the locations 
visited is contained in appendix A, and the detailed itineraries are given in 
appendix B. 

2. The mission was instructed (a) to determine whether civilian areas had been 
sub]ect to damage or destruction by military means, such as air bombardment, 
artillery shelling, missile and rocket attacks or use of other explosives8 (b) to 
assess the extent of such damage and destruction as far as possible; Cc) to 
indicate, where possible, the types of munitions used. While the mission was not 
expected to ascertain the number of casualties , it kept i,n view the obvious 
correlation between the extent of damage to civilian areas and the probable extent 
of loss of life, taking into consideration the degree to which such areas were 
populated at the time the damage was inflicted. The statistics on casualties 
provided by the two Governments are mentioned in the report of the mission without 
comment. 

3. In performing its task, the mission used such indicators as the normal 
population before the hostilitiesr the current population and reasons for any 
change) the distance from the border and from front lines and/or military 
installationsJ the proximity to communications and/or economic installations of 
strategic or military significance; the dates of the alleged attacks and the types 
of munitions alleged to have been used. It also paid special attention to the 
approximate area and extent of destruction at each site. On arrival at each place 
designated by the host Wvernment, the mission requested the head of the civilian 
administration or the military commander responsible foe operations in the area, or 
both, for briefings on each of the above questions. Those and other officials were 
then asked to provide clarification on any supplementary information that the 
mission considered necessary. The mission then visited the sites of damage 
selected by the local authorities and, in some cases, additional sites selected by 
the mission on the basis of the information received. Evidence that could indicate 
the types of munitions used was examined by the experts either at the site or at 
any other place where such extibits were presented. The damaged sites, the type of 
damage and any evidence of the types of munitions possibly used, e.g., shell or 
bomb parts and fragments, were photogra@ed. Relevant selected photographs are 
available for inspection. &ch of the four members of the mission separately took 
notes on the briefings and details of the damage and evidence of possible munitions 
used. Those notes were then compared and summarized into fact sheets for 'use,in 
the report. 

4. The mission wishes to place on record that, in the circumstances in which it 
worked, it was not in a position'to verify the information given by the authorities 
coxerned relating to the location of military units or installations. distances 
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from lines of hostilities, situation of communications or economic installations of 
strategic or military significance .$,tc. ~,Tl+refore, the mission had to rely in that 
regard essentially on the information provided by the respective Gwernmentd, 
supplemented by whatever information it could ascertain by its own observations. 

5. In accordance with its instructions, the members of the mission at no point 
discussed with any official of either Government or any other person the possible 
content of its report. Also, it made it a point not to discuss with one Government 
what it had observed or ascertained during its visit to the territory of the other 
state. The'membets of the mission did not make any substantive statement or 
comment to the press. 

6. The mission expresses its deep appreciation to the authorities in Iran and 
Iraq, and, in particular, to the officials directly involved who accompanied the 
missicwo" its tours for the painstakinrj arrangements made in their respective 
territories to enable the mission to perform its task. 

I. 'NUR OF WAR ZONES IN IRAN 

7. The itinerary drawn up by the Government of Iran included visits to civilian 
areas which had suffered war damage relatively recently as well as in the past. 
The dates of its visits to the various sites are indicated in brackets. The times 
indicated are local times. Casualty figures relate to civilians. 

A. Dezful 

(21 May lY83) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

8. The city had a population of 167,000 before the hostilities. Its current 
population is 185,000, the increase being due to an influx of refugees from other 
areas affected by the hostilities. The distance to the border is approximately 
80 km. 

9. The authorities said that the city had been attacked on ZOApril, 22 April and 
12 May 1983, on each occasion by a suzface-to-surface missile from a westerly 
direction. Three sites of impact within the city were the Cholian area, the Afshar 
hospital area and the Siab-Rxhan area, respectively. The damage and casualties 
reported were as follows: 

Buildings -+jldings Casualties 
Site desttoyed .: damaged Killed Injured 

Cholia" 35 75 17 120 

Afs har 30 70 36 210 

Siah-Poshan 76 300 6 76 
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Some buildings had had to be demolished by bulldozers to gain access to the third 
site to evacuate the dead and wounded , and many boaies were said to be,still 
buried under the debris. 

10. The distance to the lines of hos,$ilities was not provided. A major air base 
is situated 8 km north-westof the city towards Andimeshk. There are no troops 
stationed in the city, land the nearest major, area where combat troops were deployed 
was about SO km away. ‘Phere are air defence detachments deployed in the city. 
There are no factories of any military significance in the city. 

11. The mission was also infoemed that there had been over 50 previous missile 
attacks from September I980 to date. There had been, in the same period, over 
6,000 impacts from aerial bombardment and shelling. Those had caused total 
casualties of 600 killed and more than 2,500 injured. There had ,been destruction 
of varying degree to 1,300 houses, 32 schools and 22 mosqws. 

observations by the mission 

12. Dezful is a sizeable city situated on the southern bank of the Dsz River, 
which separates it from the air base area located to the north of the city. There 
is a dam about 20-25 km to the north-east. There are two bridges over the 
kz River in the city. The city is not situated on any major communications 
route. Within the time available, the mission was unable to determine whether 
there were installations of strategic or economic importance located in the city 
other than those indicated by the Iranian authorities. 

13. The three sites, all in residential districts, that had sustained recent 
damage were inspected by the mission. The distances between them were of the order 
of 1 km. The area of total destruction in each measured approximately 
75 m x 75 m. The first two sites had largely been cleared of debris. The third 
site was still full of rubble, and clearing work was under way. It was a district 
of very old houses of brick and mud construction, built close to one another, which 
might account for the larger number of houses destroyed in’the area. Mxtof the 
houses around each area showed heavy damage, and some of them were beyond repair. 
At the point of impact in the second site , there was a crater measuring about 10 m 
in diameter and 2 m deep, and partly filled with debris. 

14. A number of pieces of shrapnel were found in all three sites. They could not 
be positively identified but could hav& come from missiles. The type and extent of 

damage indicated that a warhead of at least 300 kg of high explosive had caused the 
damage at each site. A large number of metal parts and fragments, collected 
together in a government building , were shown to the mission, which was informed 
that they had been collected from sites in Llszful, including the three recently 
affected; and'from the site in Andimeshk. The parts and fragments showed'no signs 
of corrosion. Several of the parts could bg’&sitively i&&tified as belonging to 
Scud-S missiles, since they carried the marking 8K14. These missiles are known to 
have a range of approximately 270 km. No evidence was presented or found of the 
warheads having been delivered by aircraft. 

15. The niission was also taken to visit two sites , in residential and shopping 
areas, which were said to have been attacked by missiles some six to eight months 
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earlier. The areas had been cleared and partly rebuilt and repaired. The affected 
areas appeared to be of approximately the same dimensions as the other three 
sites. The mission did not observe any damage to the air base which could have 
been caused by missile impacts. 

16. The observations by the mission and examination of the evidence presented to 
it support the claim that the first three sites were hit by surface-to-surface 
missiles, which the team identified as Scud-B missiles. Although the mission could 
not inspect all the damaged buildings, the extent of the property damage claimed 
appears to be plausible. 

17. The mission subsequently was also shown parts of the tail assemblies of two 
missiles which could be positively identified as belonging to Frog missiles. Those 
parts were heavily corroded, and it was estimated that they were at least one year 
old. 

B. Andimeshk 

(21 May lY83) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authoritieS 

18. The population of the city was 70,000 before the hostilities but has increased 
to 90,000, owing to the influx of refugees from other areas affected by the 
conflict. The distance from the border is about 80 km. 

1Y. The authorities informed the mission that the city had been hit on 12 May 1983 
at 0830 hours by a surface-to-surface missile from a westerly direction. 
Casualties were 24 killed and 143 wounded. The authorities said that 66 houses 
were completely destroyed, 14 more houses and shops were damaged to a varying 
degree and a school was half-destroyed. 

20. The distance to the current line of hostilities was not given. The distance 
to the Dezful air base is 6 km, and the nearest military garrison is 12 km 
distant. There are no factories in the city producing war material. 

Observations by the mission 

21. Andimeshk is a small city 14 km north-west of Dezful. It is densely 
pot.'ulated. It lies on the AbadaIrTeheran railway line and has a large railway 
station. It lies on the main road running north from Dezful.. 

22. The site of the impact was in a densely populated residential area not far 
from the railway station. The area of impact and destruction, measuring about 

1OU m x 75 m, had been largely cleared of debris. bmst of the houses around the 
area were heavily damaged , and some of them were beyond repair. At the point of 
impact was a crater partially filled with debris, measuring about 4 m x 2 m. The 
crater was towards the west side of the affected area. 
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23. One large, crumpled sheet of metal, which could have come from a missile 
casing, was found at the site. The type and extent of damage indicated that a 
warhead of at least 300 kg of high explosive had caused the damage. Parts of 
missiles shown to the mission in L%sful were said to have been collected from the 
Andimeshk site. Some of those parts were positively identified as belonging to a 
Scud-B missile. No evidence was presented of found of the warhead having been 
delivered by an aircraft. 

24. The observations by the mission and examination of the evidence presented to 
it support the claim that the site was hit by a surface-to-surface missile from a 
westerly direction. The type and extent of the damage indicates that it was caused 
by a missile similar or identical to the type used in Llezful. While the mission 
could not inspect all the damaged units, the extent of damage claimed appears 
plausible. 

C. Pal-e4okht.x 

(22 May 19&3) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

25. The town's population of 20,000 has remained unchanged since the beginning of 
the hostilities. The distance to the border is 85 km. 

26. &cording to the authorities, the town was attacked on 25 April l983 by two 

aircraft from a south-westerly direction at low altitude. It was strafed by three 
bombs and machine-gun fire. Two bombs impacted near the main mosque, and a third 
fell outside the town, 500 m to the north-east. Ten houses, a school and a bakery 
were completely destroyed, and about 100 houses and shops were damaged to a varying 
extent. Twenty-three people were killed, and ll3 were injured. 

27. The distance to the current line of hostilities was not given. The nearest 
major military installation is near Dezful, which is 110 km away. There is a small 
gendarmerie unit located just outside the town. No factory of any military 
consequence is located in the town. 

Observations by the mission 

2tl. Pal-e-Dokhtar is a small town situated astride the Kashkan River. A local 
bridge connects the two sides of the town. The road through the town does not lead 
to any other town and terminates in the fields on the west side. East of the town 
is the main road from Uezful to Qasr-i-Shireen. This road crosses the 
Kashkan River 15 km to the north-east. No installations of strategic or economic 
siynif icance were observed. 

2Y. The site of the main impact was near the centre of the town, about 100 m from 
the local bridge. An area of about 50 m x 25 m contained debris of masonry and 
some remains of household goods. Some houses around the area were heavily damaged 
by shrapnel and blast effects. Several houses around the area were pockmarked by 
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bullets fired from at least two different directions. ‘The second impact area 
observed, which was not inspected, was located about 25 m from the local bridge. 
The mission did not visit the third point of impact OUtSide the town. 

30. A number of metal fragments from high explosives, the exact type of which 
could not be identified, were found at the main site. The type and extent of 
damage indicated that a warhead of at least 50 kg of high explosive had caused the 
damage. Later, the mission was shown parts of the munitions said to have been 

found in the impact area. Among those positively identified as belonging to an 
aerial bomb were: 

(a) A braking parachute of 4-m diameter for an aerial bomb; 

(b) A bomb casing of a diameter of 430 rnm~ 

(c) A connecting clamp marked 05142402998 

(d) A large metal frayment measuring 1 m in length, 30 cm in width and of 
10 mm thickness, of which 9 mm was steel and 1 mm a liner. Remains of high 
explosive were found on the liner. On one side was a welded clamp to hang the bomb 
to the aircraft. 

Bullet holes and other signs of impact on houses and other objects in the area 

indicated that macbinequns of two different calibres of approximately 10 mm and 
20 mm had been used. The angle of penetration indicated that they had been fired 
from an aircraft. 

31. From its observations and examination of the evidence presented to it, the 
mission is of the view that the town was subjected to aerial bombardment and 
machineT”n attack. Although the mission could not visit all the affected houses, 
the extent of damaged property claimed appeared reasonably accurate. 

D. Musian 

(22 May 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

32. The mission was informed that the town had a population of 5,000 people, 
mostly Arabic speaking. It is 6 km from the border. The area is mainly 
agricultural and is not in a military zone. However, there ware oil installations 
nearby in Abu Ghareib and Sad. It was occupied on about 8 October lY80 after 
15 days of fighting during which 60 persons ware killed. The number of injured was 
not known, since most of the inhabitants had fled on the outbreak of hostilities. 
It was recaptured on 22 March lW2 after one week of fighting. The authorities 
further stated that the town had been largely destroyed before it was retaken and 
that many buildings had been blown up by explosives. Thirty-three outlying 
villages had also been destroyed. Five hundred and eighty families had been taken 
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pr i saner. Since its recapture, it had been under frequent bombardment until a 
month prior to the mission visit. The distance to the front line was not given. 

Observations by the mission 

33. The visits to Musian and Dehloran were substituted for the scheduled visit to 
Mehran, which the authorities considered risky because of the recent discovery of 
minefield6 there. At the site of Musian, in flat, open country, the mission 
observed that large parts of the town had been levelled. I" other parts some 
buildings were still standing, heavily damaged and beyond repair. One of houses 
inspected gave the impression of having "ee" demolished by the high-explosive 
charges. 

34. The mission forrned the impression that the buildings still standing had been 
damaged by shelling and direct fire, and, in some cases, by planting high 
explosives. However, in the areas that had been razed to the ground the extent of 
destruction indicated that high-explosive charges and engineering equipment might 
have been used. 

E. Cehlora" 

(22 May 19S3) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

35. Dehloran is located about 25 km from the border. The mission was informed 
that it had been attacked more than 50 times by air since the outbreak of 
hostilities in September lWO,and that about 60 pee cent of it had been destroyed. 
One hundred persons had been killed, and 500 others injured. The town had been 
occupied three times by Iraqi forces , and, in the course of the latest occupation, 
the power station and waterworks had been destroyed. Most of the inhabitants had 
fled the town during the first attack , and the population of 45,000 before then had 
dwindled to 5,000. There is no factory located within or near the town. No troops 
were stationed in the area in 19bO. The authorities stated that since March 19S2, 
when the town was recaptured by Iranian troops, no military units have been 
deployed in the area. There are, however, a small air defence detachment, a 
gendarmerie unit and a reconstruction unit stationed in the town. The distance to 
the front line was not given. 

Observations by the mission 

36. Dehloean lies on a minor road from Dezful to Mehran. The town was largely 
deserted and appeared to be abandoned by most of the civilian population. FIXJIll 
what the mission could observe, more than half the town had been heavily damaged 
beyond repair. Almost all the buildings in the other areas were damaged to varying 
degrees. The damage appeared to have been caused by both shelling and aerial 
bombardment. 
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37. Apart from the air defence and the gendarmerie units located in the town, the 
mission observed a number of personnel in military uniform and military vehicles. 
It wac informed that they belonged to reconstruction teams. 

38. The mission was also shown the complete canister of a bomb which was said to 
have been found in the town. It was positively identified as belonging to a 
Cluster bomb of the same type found in other towns, such as Baneh. 

39. The mission is of the view that the destruction described was caused by aerial 
bombardment and exchange of fire on the occasions when the town changed hands and 
by subsequent shelling. 

F. Abada" 

(23 May lYS3) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

40. The population of the city before the hostilities was 400,000, with another 
200,000 people in its suburbs. The authorities stated that soon after the town was 
attacked in September lY80 most of the population had been evacuated. The city 
remained subject to heavy shelling and aerial bombardment. only about 
70,000 inhabitants remained and were currently helping in the reconstruction of the 
city. Selve hundred persons had been killed and 7,000 injured, of which 79 were 
maimed. Civilians taken prisoner numbered 2,228. The damage to 40,000 houses 
ranged from 20 per cent to 100 per cent. The city was still under shelling and 
direct fire, and daily casualties averayed 1 person killed and 6 or 7 injured. 
There was very little aerial bombardment. Before the hostilities, there had been 
one gendarmerie border post and no military units located in the city. The nearest 
military unit, one infantry battalion was stationed in Khorramshahr some 30 km 
away. After the city was attacked and the road to Ahvaz cut on 20 October, 
military units to defend the city had had to be brought in by air and through the 
Bahmanshir River. 

41. The mission was taken to one of the oldest and largest hospitals in the city, 
whose location was well known, and was informed that it had been hit the previous 
day by a 12C-mm mortar shell which had caused no casualties. The mission was also 
later taken to a Second hospital on the outskirts of the city which was said to 
have been bombed from the air at a" early stage in the hostilities. 

42. An oil refinery complex located "ear the city was said to have been almost 
destroyed and the remaining installations to be under constant attack. The mission 
was not taken to that area because, the Iranian authorities said, it was not a 
civilian area and could be considered a" economic installation of military 
significance and, therefore, a legitimate target. 

Observations by the mission 

43. The city is situated on the border between the Shatt-al-Arab and the 
IQhmanshir River, south-east of Khorramshahr. On approaching the city, the mission 
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saw a number of destroyed tanks and other military vehicles, signs of very heavy 
fighting which must have occurred a,considerable time before. The outskirts of the 
city were heavily damaged, but towards the centre there were greater distances 
between sites of heavy damage , although a large number of buildings showed scars of 
fragment hits. 

44. On inspecting the first hospital , the mission was shown various points of past 
damage. It found shrapnel and glass fragments caused by one very recent impact of 
a shell which had made a gaping hole in the corner of one of the wards. The 
mission also observed that the roof of another ward, which was clearly marked with 
a red cross on both sides, had received several direct hits, four of which had 
penetrated the roof and caused damage inside. The mission was also shown a part of 
a canister of a bomb which was said to be one of two found in the hospital grounds 
and was positively identified as belonging to a cluster bomb of the same type found 
in other cities, such as Saneh and Dehloran. 

45. The second hospital building showed signs of considerable damage that had been 
repaired. The mission was shown a canister of a bomb said to have been found after 
a" air raid and many old large fragments which could have come from bombs. 

46. The city is still largely deserted, although some reconstruction has started. 
It is also evident that the city remains under fire. 

47. During the visit to the first hospital, at about 0900 hours on 23 May 1983, 
the mission heard sounds of artillery or mortar fire. While in Khorramshahe, the 
mission was informed that three shells had hit the Abadan refinery, and one had 
dropped in the city a kilometre from the first hospital the team visited. That 
could not be verified by the mission. 

48. Prom its observations, the mission is of the opinion that the evidence 
supports the claim that the city had been under a prolonged siege. It was clear 
that the destruction seen had been caused by aerial bombardment, artillery fire and 
direct fire. 

G. Khorramshahr 

(23 May lYfJ3) 

I"fOrr"atiO" presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

41). Sefore September lYtl0, the population of Khorramshahr had been 200,000. On 
22 September lY80, it had been heavily bombarded and attacked by two army 
divisions. An infantry battalion stationed in the city, supported by civilians, 
had resisted for 40 days, after which the larger part of the city north of the 
Karun River was occupied by Iraqi forces and remained under occupation until late 
March 1982. Two hundred persons, including whole families, had been killed in the 
initial fighting. During the evacuation of the population several thousand 
civilians had been killed, and thousands more wounded, and a large "umber had been 
taken prisoner (no precise figures were given). 
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50. The Iranian authorities stated that their troops had recaptured the city in 
March 1982 without much fighting. Of about 23,000 residential and other units, it 
was found that 8,000 buildings had been totally levelled, including I.20 mosques and 
religious establishments, 100 schools, 2 colleges, 4 major hospitals and several 
clinics. Of about 15,000 residential units, 60 per cent had bee" destroyed and 
were beyond repair. A large number of shops had been looted and burned. From 50 
to 60 vessels of foreign registration had been sunk or heavily damaged. Another 
1,000 private vessels of Iranian registration, of all types and sizes, had also 
been destroyed or sunk. 

51. In the occupied part of the city whole rows of buildings had been demolished 
and large areas cleared to provide open fields of fire. &my of those areas had 
been mined. Rows of damaged buildings still standing and overlooking the cleared 
areas had been fortified with rubble from the clearings and turned into strongholds 
and defensive lines. Tb the north of the city, large open areas had been planted 
with all available utility poles uprooted from elsewhere and cars up-ended as 
defence against paratroop attacks. 

52. The authorities stated that operations of clearing the debris of destruction, 
mines and other unexploded munitions were in progress. Reconstruction work had 
already started and was under way. 

Observations by the mission 

53. The city lies on the border on the Shatt-al-Arab and straddles the 
Kaeun River. The mission toured both parts of the city, on either side of the 
river. The southern part, which had not been under occupation, had been very 
heavily damaged, evidently by air and artillery bombardment. However, most of the 
walls were still standing , except along the river, where almost all the buildings 
appeared to have collapsed from the bombardment. 

54. Both banks of the river were littered with wrecks of vessels of all 
descriptions and sizes. A large bridge joining the southern and northern ends of 
the city was demolished, and a temporary floating bridge was being used. 

55. The scene in the northern part of the city supported the version of events 
given by the authorities. Although the mission could not conduct detailed 
inspections, the nature and extent of the destruction gave the impression that, 
apart from air and artillery bombardment, high-explosive charges and engineering 
equipment had been used. Work was in progress to clear and reopen roads which had 
been buried under the debris. The mission was not in a position to determine 
whether the open spaces had been mined, and , if so, to what extent they had been 
Cleared. 

56. From what it could observe of the almost total devastation of the city, the 
mission,is of the opinion that in those parts where buildings were still standing 
the destruction was the result of intensive shelling and bombardment in the course 
of the hostilities. However, in those areas of the city which were completely 
levelled, it was evident that other means , such as high-explosive demolition 
charges and engineering equipment , must have been deliberately employed. 
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H. Hovevzeh 

(23 May 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

57. At the site of Hoveyzeh, about 35 km from the border, the mission was informed 
that before September 1980, the town had a population of 12,000, with another 
23,000 people in 76 surrounding villages. The population was largely Arabic 
speakily. The town had contained about 1,900 houses. It was an agricultural town 
and was not in a military area. It was occupied early in the hostilities, and 
remained occupied until May 1982. According to the authorities, 200 persons had 
been killed during the hostilities, and 5,000 captured. No figures for the injured 
were provided. 

58. The authorities stated that on recapturing the town, it was found to have been 
levelled to the ground, with only two damaged buildings still standing: a mosque, 
which had been used as an observation post, and a house, which had been used as a 
cormnand post. All the trees had been uprooted. According to the authorities, 
while sane damage had been caused in the course of the hostilities, the actual 
destruction of the town was the result of demolition by high explosives and the use 
of bulldozers. 

Observations by the mission 

59. The mission saw that the whole area had been levelled, except for the two 
buildings mentioned. There were no trees to be seen. The old bridge across the 
river Khaek-e-Nur had been demolished, and a new bridge had been built. Some new 
houses were being constructed outside the old town limits. 

60. Secause of the time that had elapsed since the events described, the mission 
was unable to examine evidence, such as any shell or bomb fragments or parts. The 
mission, however, is of the opinion that the state of the site at the time of its 
visit indicated that the town must have been subjected to means of destruction 
Other than shelling and direct fire, such as the use of high-explosive charges and 
engineering equipment. 

I. Susangerd 

(23 May 1963) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

61. Susangerd is situated about 30 km from the border. Before September l9S0, the 
town had a population of 30,000, with another 100,000 persons in the surrounding 
villages. It was mainly an agricultural area. kxording to the authorities, soon 
after the hostilities started, the town was attacked by ground forces, supported by 
tanks. During the first two months of hostilities, the town had been entered three 
times, and, after heavy street fighting, the attacking forces had finally been 
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repulsed on 14 November 1980. Regarding property, 3,500 houses had received damage 
earv,ling from 20 pee cent to total destruction. Most of the population had not been 
evacuated from the city. About 400 persons had been killed, an unknown number 
wounded and 106 captured. The city remained under sisge until early 1982 and was 
currently outsiae the shelling range of Iraqi guns. Extensive reconstruction was 
in progress. 

Observations by the mission 

6 2. The mission was in the town for a very short time and was able to tour only a 
limited part of it. While the mission did not see a large number of damaged 
buildings, the extent of repair and eeconsteuction work already completed and in 
progress supported the claims regarding the damage to property during the 
hostilities. It should be pointed out that the last military action was reported 
to have taken place more than a year before the visit of the mission. 

J. Sar-e-Pal-e-Zahab 

(24 my lY83) 

Information presented by the Iranian authorities to the miSSiOn 

63. The town is some 25-30 km from the border. Before the hostilities, the town's 
population numbered 35,000, with another 65,000 persons in the surrounding 
villages. 'The authorities stated that the town had been attacked by air and 
artillery and had been occupied for only one day, 23 September 1980, during which 
time the occupying forces had used tanks to destroy it. After a week’s fighting 
outside the town, the withdrawing forces had taken positions on the heights a few 
kilometres away, and started to shell the town. At that stage, the total 
population was evacuated. The heights were partially retaken on 4 June 1982, but 
Some of them were still occupied, and shelling continued. There had been no air 
attacks since May 1982, and a small part of the population had returned. 

64. Regarding property damage, 700 houses in the town had been completely 
destroyed, 2,000 required extensive repairs, and another 2,000 needed repair to a 
varying extent. There were 835 shops in need of major repairs. Of the outlying 
villages, 96 had been completely destroyed, 30 extensively damanged and the rest 
partly damaged. orchards and palm groves had been destroyed. Ninety-five 
civilians had been killed in the town before the evacuation, and 26 had been 
cailtured. The figures foe the villages were not known. The authorities stated 
that the town had been shelled the day before the visit of the mission. 

Observations by the mission 

65. The mission was taken to Sar-e-Pal-a-Zahab instead of to nearby Qasr-i-Shirin 
as scheduled. The town lies on the road from ITzful to yasr-i-Shirin. No military 
units could be observed in the town. The nearest military garrison was about 10 km 
away. The distance to the front line was not given. 
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66. The town was deserted and appeared to have been abandoned by most of the 
civilian population. From what the mission could observe, parts of the town had 
been heavily damaged and were beyond repair. Almost all the buildings seen by the 

mission had been damaged to varying degrees. The damage appeared to have been 
caused by aerial bombardment and shelling. 

67. The mission was shown a damaged building said to have been shelled the day 
before, but the evidence did not indicate the damage to be so recent. 

K. Qasr-i-Shirin 

(24 my 1983) 

Preliminary note 

68. Upon its arrival at Sar-e-Fol-e-Zahab, the mission was informed by the local 
commander that it could not be taken to Qasr-i-Shiein because the town had been 
shelled by Iraqi guns shortly before the arrival of the mission, whose safety could 
therefore not be assured. As W&r-i-Shirin was reported to be one of the towns 
completely destroyed, the mission insisted on undertaking the visit to verify that 
report. The mission was conducted by the military authorities, with reluctance, to 
the town. 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

69. Qasrishirin is some 2-3 km from the border and was a major customs post 
before the hostilities. The town's population before September 1980 was 50,000. 
The town served as the headquarters of the border guard units located in the area. 
It also had a gendarmerie unit. The authorities stated that on 12 September 1980, 
12 border outposts had been captured. By 18 September, the town had been besieged; 
by 22 September, it had been occupied; and by 3 October, the inhabitants had all 
been expelled. The town had remained under occupation until it was retaken on 

12 June 1982, when it was found to have been totally destroyed, with 
5,600 residential units razed to the ground. The exact number of casualties was 
not known, as the population had been scattered and was still unable to return 
because the town remained under shelling. It had been shelled that day very 
shortly before the mission's arrival. 

Observations by the mission 

70. past-i-Shirin is in a battle zone , very close to the lines of the opposing 
sides. While driving towards the town, the mission heard sounds of firing and 
could see two columns of smoke near the town which might have been the result of 
shelling. Many destroyed military vehicles and trucks could be seen along the 
route. 

71. The military authorities said that, under the conditions prevailing, the 

mission could not be taken to tour the town. It was taken directly to a fortified 
command post. Subsequently, on being told that one of the shells that day had hit 
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within the town, the mission insisted on inspecting the point of impact and was 
take” there on foot. No evidence could be found on the spot to support the 
authorities' claim, and it appeared that any shells fired that day must have hit 
outside the town limits. The mission was shown wounded soldiers in a field 
hospital who were said to have been injured in that day's shelling. 

7 2. Although, under the conditions prevailing, the mission could not conduct a 
detailed inspection of the town, it was able to observe the extent of destruction 
during its drive to the command post and its search on foot for the point of impact 
of the shell said to have hit the town that day. From those observations, the 
mission is of the opinion that the destruction of the town had been caused by 
shelling and direct fire. However, the extent of destruction also gave the 
impression that other means , such as high-explosive charges and engineering 
equipment, may have been used. 

L. w  

(26 May 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iranian authorities 

73. Baneh has 13,000 inhabitants and is about 20 km from the border. The mission 
was informed that the town had been attacked on the day before its visit, that is, 
on 25 May, at about 1015 hours by two or four aircraft coming from a westerly 
direction. Twenty-two bombs had been dropped in the north-eastern section of the 
town, of which some had landed outside the town limits. Five had failed to 
function. The rest had fallen in an area 300 m in diameter. The aircraft had also 
strafed the town with machine-uns. Eight persons had been killed, of whom 3 were 
women and 5 were children. Seventy-three had been injured, of whom about 
70 per cent were children, 20 per cent women and 10 per cent men. 

74. The authorities stated that, since the outbreak of hostilities, no military 
operations had been conducted in that part of the country by either side, except 
for the air attack the previous day. There is no major military installation in 
the area. There is a small supply depot of about 150 men solely in support of 
internal security operations. It is located about l-l.5 km from the area of 
impact, to the north-east of the town. The town is on a very small side road, with 
no industry of military significance. 

Observations by the mission 

75. Baneh is a small town situated in moutainous terrain. It is half-circled by 
hills from the west to the north-east. It is not near any major communication 
lines and has no industry of any significance, being mainly an agricultural town. 
The only military installation observed was the small supply depot already 
mentioned, which contained several large trucks. 

76. The area affected is residential and showed a large number of fragment marks, 
but there was no major property damage. A large number of window panes had been 
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broken. The mission saw a partially dried pool of blood in one spot and a 
relatively fresh splash of blood on a "al;. The ground in the area was full of 
very small craters, a few centimetres deep and some 20-30 cm in diameter. The 
distance between them in one area inspected ranged from 1.5 m to 4 m. 

77. Although the mission was not, in general, expected to estimate the number of 
casualties, it felt that, in the circumstances> it would be inappropriate not to 
take note of the evidence of a" incident which had occurred only one day before its 
visit. 

78. The mission was taken to the graveyard to see the bodies of the dead just 
before burial. There were the bodies of two women and five children in open 
coffins. The mission was informed that another woman who had been evacuated to a 
hospital in a nearby town had succumbed to her wounds. 

7Y. 'The mission was then taken to a hospital where 56 of the wounded were said to 
be under care, the others having been sent to hospitals in nearby towns. 'AVO 
doctors showed the mission 1 young boy, a women and 14 children of ages 2-12 who 
had suffered mcclerate to severe wounds the preceding day. One baby had been 

prematurely delivered by Caesarian operation, as its mother was severely wounded. 
Because of the time factor the mission could not visit the other wounded. 

80. In the affected area, the mission found one canister from a main bomb and a 
large number of parts from bomblets. The mission was also shown 13 bomb canisters, 
some fuses from main bombs and several unexploded or partly exploded bomblets. All 
seem to have bee" used very recently. The canisters were in two parts, one the 
main body and one the tail. The dimension of the whole canister was 2.2 m in 
lexyth and 0.335 m in diameter. The canisters bore the marking 
PbK-230-275/AO-ICY/A-1x-2. The bomblets measured 155 mm long and 48 mm in diameter 
and were fitted with impact fuses and fins. &ch weighed about 1.1 kg, and 
contained approximately 100 g of high explosive. The wall thickness of the steel 
body was 12 mm. The bombs were positively identified as 250 kg cluster bombs, each 
containing approximately 150 bomblets. 

81. From its observations and examination of the evidence presented to it, the 
mission is of the view that the tow" had been subjected to aerial bombardment with 
cluster bombs. Such bombs are mainly effective against personnel, and this would 
explain the high number of casualties and the relatively low damage to property. 
The mission is therefore of the opinion that the details of the incident as 
reported were reasonably accurate. The mission is not in a position to judge 
whether the intended target could have been the supply depot. 

82. wing to shortage of time, the mission could not investigate the claim that 
the town was strafed by machineTuns. 

11. TOUR OF WAR ZONES IN IRAQ 

83. The itinerary drawn up by the Government of Iraq included visits to civilian 
areas which had suffered war damage relatively recently as well as in the past. 
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The dates of its visits to the various sites are indicated in brackets. The times 
indicated are local times. Casualty figures relate to civilians. 

A. Zurbatiyah 

(28 May 1983) 

Lnformation presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

84. Zurbatiyah is some 8-10 kms from the border and the current front line. The 
population of the town before September lY80 was 11,000. The authorities said that 
it had come under shelling beginning 4 September 1980, as a result of which 
5,000 inhabitants were evacuated to Badra, a town 10 km away. When Iraqi troops 
crossed and advanced some 25 km beyond the border in retaliation, the town fell 
outside the range of Iranian guns. However, in July lY82, when the 1,raqi troops 
withdrew to the border, the town again fell within range of Iranian artillery, and 
the remaining 6,000 inhabitants were evacuated. Since the start of the 
hostilities, 6&l persons had been killed and 180 injured, including 40 maimed, in 
both Zurbatiyah and Badra. Of these 248 casualties, 60 were children. The 
authorities stated that 25 per cent of Zurbatiyah had been damaged beyond repair. 

85. No forces had been located at any time in the town, except for air defence 
units on its outskirts, which had been brought in after the town came under 
attack. The nearest military installation was a supply unit deployed 30 km from 
B@dra. The town had not been subjected to air attacks. There are no @cO"Omic 
installations of military significance in the town. The town had been hit by a 
shell the day before the mission's visit. 

Observations by the mission 

86. Zurbatiyah lies on an all-weather road which runs parallel to the border. The 
to"" was completely deserted. Except for air defence units deployed around the 
town, the mission saw no other military units within the town limits. There were, 
however, several military emplacements seen along the approaches to the city. 

87. The mission saw two houses which showed moderate damage from fragment 
impacts. A third house, on the outskirts, had received a direct hit. The mission 
was also shown a mosque which had slight pockmarks from shrapnel. 0" inquiry about 
the previous day's hit, the mission was told that the impact point had not bee" 
located, as it was inside some palm groves. 

88. The mission was not shown any part of the town that was heavily daaged or any 
building destroyed beyond repair. From its observation, the mission estimates the 
total damage to the town to have been around 5 per cent. The mission formed the 
impression that the town had been evacuated because of the potential danger from 
shelling, since it was once more well within the range of Iranian guns. 
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B. Martdali 

(28 May 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

89. Mandali, 7 km from the border, had 14,000 inhabitants before 4 September 1980, 
when it came under shelling. The authorities stated that, in retaliation, Iraqi 
forces had advanced 10 km beyond the border. As the town remained under shelling, 
it "as partially evacuated. Most the evacuation had taken place in June 1982, when 
the forces withdrew to the border. The current population "as about 5,000. up to 
June 1982, 116 persons had been killed and 800 injured, including 70 maimed. 

90. The mission "as further informed by the Iraqi authorities that the town had 
been attacked by air twice, o1x3e in 1980 and a second time about two months before 
the visit of the team. A school had been partially destroyed by two rockets, which 
had killed 10 children and wounded 60 others. Four rockets had hit outside the 
town. %n per cent of the town had been destroyed beyond repair. The to"" had not 
been used for launching military operations, and the nearest units were some 7 km 
away, except for air defence units and militia. There were no factories of 
military significance. The town had been hit by four or five shells two days 
before and, again, one day before the mission's visit. 

Observations by the mission 

91. The mission toured the town and found it to be largely deserted. The mission 
inspected the school, which had received two direct hits by rockets that were 
positively identified, from parts found, as BM-21 rockets. The damage could be 
repaired. The mission observed damage to other sites in the town caused by 
previous shelling. One building had been damaged beyond repair. One house on the 
outskirts had been destroyed by an aerial bomb. The mission "as not shown any area 
of the town that had sustained heavy damage. Therefore, the mission formed the 
impression that the extent of damage was less than 10 per cent. It also formed the 
impression that the town had been evacuated becuase of its proximity to the border 
and the fact that it "as well within the range of Iranian artillery. On inquiry 
about the previous day's hit, the mission was taken to an open site and shown a 
shallow crater said to be the impact point of the shell. Some new shell fragments 
were found at the point of impact but no houses had been damaged. 

C. Khanagin 

(28 iSay 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

92. Khanagin is 8 km from the border. Its population "as 52,000 before the 
hostilities began. The town and a nearby oil refinery had been shelled and 
bombarded by air even before 4 September 1980. i%ny residential areas had been 
evacuated. The authorities stated that on 22 September 1980, Iraqi forces had 
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crossed the border in retaliation and subsequently advanced some 45-50 km beyond 
it. Between September 1980 and June 198.2 , the town had been beyond artillery range 
but had been attacked three times by air. On 18 June 1982, the Iraqi forces had 
started to withdraw from their advanced position and, by 28 June, had withdrawn to 
the border. Since then, the town had been under rocket and artillery attack. 
Sites affected included hospitals and schools. About 4 per cent of the town had 
been damaged beyond repair. The distance to the front line was not given. 

9 3. In a" attack on a residential area on 4 September 1982, 8 women and children 
had been killed and 19 injured, and some houses had been destrayed. On 
18 December 1982, a school had been hit, 20 children and 1 teacher had been killed 
and 50 children injured. About two months prior to the mission's visit a 
supermarket had been hit by rockets. Seven persons had been killed and 19 injured, 
incluaing women and children. In all, 66 inhabitants had been killed and 
455 injured, including 33 maimed. The last artillery attack, on 16 May 1983, had 
resulted in 1 person killed and 8 injured. 

94. The authorities stated that no major military operations had been mounted from 
the town at any time. NO military units were stationed in the city, except for air 
defence detachments comprising militia me". There were two supply routes 6-10 km 

from the town. An oil refinery is located at a distance of 2 km from the town. 

Observations by the mission 

95. The mission visited the school, the supermarket and the residential areas 
mentioned. On inspection, it saw that the schoolyard had been hit by two shells, 
many fragments of which had shattered windows and penetrated into two classrooms. 
There was one impact outside the supermarket entrance which had scattered fragments 
against the facade. In the residential area on the outskirts attacked in 
Ssptember 1980, four houses had been badly damaged and two more lightly damaged. 
The nearby refinery and its residential area had been heavily damaged. In that 
area a number of military emplacements were see". 

96. In the opinion of the mission, the oil refinery was the main target of the 
attack, but a number of civilian targets at some distance from it had also been 

hit. The estimate of damage to the town appeared to be accurate. 

97. During its visit to Khanaqin, the mission heard sounds of four rounds of 
artillery or mortar fire from the direction of the border. It was informed that 
these came from Iranian guns, but that claim could not be verified. 

D. Kirkuk 

(29 May 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

98. The population of the city was 200,000 before September 1982, and remains at 
the same level. The city is 140 km from the border and, thus, not within range of 
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Iranian artillery. The nearest land operations were near the border 70 km north of 
Khanaqin. According to the authorities, the city had been heavily raided by air 
from 23 September 1980 until 26 February l.982. The raids, which were particularly 
intense in the first days of the hostilities, had been concentrated on residential 
areas, and targets hit included a hospital, a school, a marketplace and a 
graveyard. There was a good civil defence system, and, therefore, casualties were 
limited. There had been a total of about 50 successful raids and a great number 
that were not successful. The authorities stated that cluster and fragmentation 
bombs, rockets and machine¶uns were used , as were napalm and booby-traps in 
civilian areas. 

33. There was heavy damage to residential areas, 120 units as well as 15 public 
buildings having been destroyed, of which nearly all had been rebuilt, as it was 
government policy to restore damaged property as quickly as possible. such 
reconstruction work also was the target of attacks. Casualties since 
September 1980 had totalled 30 killed and 245 injured. 

100. An air base and a training centre for logistic personnel were located about 
25 km and 10 km respectively, from the city. Kirkuk is in an oil-producing area, 
and the nearest oil installation was 10 km away. There were numerous small 
factories and workshops of no military significance in the city, many of which had 
been destroyed by attacks and then rebuilt. 

Observations by the mission 

101. The mission was taken to five sites. At the first site, it was shown one 
house which had been destoyed in a residential area located about 200 m from an 
oil-storage area where four of seven storage tanks had also been destoyed. At the 
second site, in a residential'area across from a railway station and bus terminal, 
a house had been desteoyed and two other buildings damaged and rebuilt. At the 
third site, in another residential area, a local health centre had been destroyed 
and some houses damaged. In yet a fourth residential area, two houses had been 
destroyed and rebuilt. At the fifth site, a shopping area in the old part of the 
city had been destroyed, and the area of 75 m x 75 m had been cleared of debris but 
was not yet rebuilt. The mission was informed that at that partiCUlar site. 
rockets had been used, resulting in 12 persons killed and 53 injured. The facade 
of a nearby mosque had been slightly damaged. The distances between the five Sites 
averaged 1 km. The incidents were well documented, and, to support their claim, 
the authorities showed the mission photographs of the munitions allegedly used, 
including cluster bombs, and of the damaged buildings before they were rebuilt. 
The mission was not shown parts of the munitions used , as those were said to have 
been sent to Baghdad. All of the damage had occured between 25 September and 
8 Wtober 1980. 

102. Since those events had taken place in an early stage of the hostilities, and 
most of the damage had been repaired, the mission was unable physically to inspect 
or verify the type of the munitions used in the various sites. However, the 
mission is of the view that the evidence, i.e., photographs and still visible 
damage, supports the claims concerning damage to property. 
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E. Az-Zubayr 

(30 hay 1983) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

103. The population of the town was 112,000 before the hostilities and remained 
uwhanged. The town is 40 km from the border. According to the authorities, at 
the start of the hostilities, there had been many attewted air raids. only one 
had been successful, when a hospital was hit on 22 September lY80. Three persons 
had been killed and 14 wounded. The last attempted air raid had takeri place in' 
May 1981. After that, the town had come under long-range shelling from artillery 
from 24 Qztober 1982,to the time of the mission's vi&it. The t&n had been shelled 
12 times, with a total of 47 shells, resulting in 20 killed and 63 wounded. 'There 
,had been hits close to a bridge over a canal 15 km from the town. There were no 
military installations in the town, the nearest being 20 km away. The town had 
only local industries! power was received from Basrah, and there was no local power 
station. The distance to the front line was not given. 

104. The mission was taken to visit five sites. In two incidents on 
24 October 19b2, a shell had ,hit the street in an old residential area, and 
fragment marks on the walls and a fragment hole in a metal pole was Men. The 
mission was informed that Y persons had been killed there and 34 injured. Another 
shell had hit another street, with no casualties. At the third site, a dwelling 
had been damaged by a shell on 18 April 1983. The mission was told that 2 persons 
had been killed, and was shown four children who were said to have been injured"ih 
that attack. Fragments presented to the mission were examined and were positive19 
identified as belonging to a large-alibre artillery shell. At the fourth site, dn 
the outskirts, a fuelling station had been hit and one tank damaged on 
28 March lY83, without casualties. At the fifth site, in a residentidl area, a' 
house had been partially destroyed on 18 April 1983, with no casualties. Parts, 
including fragments and a fuse , were shown to the mission and were positively 
identified as belonging to a large-alibre artillery shell. 

105. From its inspection, the mission is of the opinion that the town was shelled 
but that no appreciable damage was caused. From its observations of shell parts 
and fragments, and taking into consideration the distance,from the border, the 

mission is of the opinion that the only artillery that could have been used is 
175-mm extended-range artillery. 

F. Al-Faw 

(30 May lYb3) 

Information presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

106. The town had 42,000 inhabitants before the hostilities started. The current 
POpulatiOn is about 3,000, most of its inhabitants having abandoned the town by 
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mid-1981, since it had come under almost daily bombardment from September l.980. It 
is located on the border about 500 m from the mouth of the Shatt-al-Arab, which is 
atout 800 m wide. At this time, it is the only station in Iraq used for off-shore 
loading of oil in the Gulf. There is no oil refinery. 

107. According to the authorities, between September 1980 and December 1981, there 

had been 136 air raids, the last having taken place in December 1981. Since the 
outbreak of hostilities, the town had been under daily shelling, with an average of 
20-30 shells every day. The town was also under direct fire from tanks and 
machine¶uns from across the river. Total casualties to date were 96 killed and 
236 injured, of whom many were maimed. Eighty pee cent of the casualties were from 
shelling, ill per cent from air attacks and 10 per cent from other means. 
Three thousand houses had been hit, of which 50 percent had been totally 
destroyed, and 30-40 per cent were beyond repair. ~No repairs had been attempted 
because of the constant threat from shellings. There are no military units located 

near the town, but Iraqi artillery deployed about 10 km from the town has been uSed 
to return fire from the other side. The town had not been used at any time for 
launchimj military operations, and the river had not been crossed in either 
direction during the hostilities. There were no military units in the city, except 
for border forces along the Shatt-al-Arab. 

Observations by the mission 

108. The mission was taken to visit six sites. At the first, it was shown an 
unoccupied house which, it was told, had been hit two days earlier by a shell. ,Ule 
wall of the house had collapsed, but no point of impact or shell fragments were 
found. At the second, a power planton the edge of the town towards the river and 
several workshops in the vicinity had been hit on 20 May 1983, and three people 
were said to have died, but the plant was still functioning. At the third site; 
8 houses, 400 m from a transformer, had been destroyed by an air raid in early 
1981. At the fourth site, near some oil-storage tanks S-10 prefabricated houses 
had been destroyed, as had most of the tanks. At the fifth site, in a residential 
area, two houses had been completely destroyed and several more damaged to Varying 
degrees evidently by artillery. The sixth site was five km outside the town, where 
water-storage tanks had been destroyed at the start of the hostilities. 

109. During its tour, the mission saw about 40 large oil-storage tanks, grouped in 
various parts of the town. MOst of the tanks had been destroyed or damaged. 

110. 'The mission is of the opinion that the oil installations were the main target 
of the attacks. The power station could have been another target. However, it was 
clear that in the course of the shelling, a large number of residential and other 
buildings had been hit and heavily damaged. 
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G. Abu-Al-Klmsib 

(30 May 1983) 

Lnformation presented to the mission by the Iraqi authorities 

111. The population of the town,was 79,000 before the start of hostilities, and 
remains the same. The tow" is located 1 km from the Shatt-al-Arab, along which it 
stretches 15 km to the outskirts of Basrah, and it is about S km from the border. 
The authorities stated that at the start of the hostilities, it had been strafed 
once by machine-gun fire from the air. Cne person had been killed. Since then , 1t 
had been exposed to constant shelling; the last having occurred on 28 May 1983. 
when 15 shells hit the town, killing 1 person. In all, the town had been hit by 
3,078 shells, of which about 2,400 had hit a feetilizer factory and its grounds 
located some 5 km south of the town and 650 had hit the town itself. Another 2,200 
had hit outside the town. Overall, a total of 6 people had been killed a"d 
l32 wounded, and 34 houses had been damaged to a varying degree. 

ll2. The town is in an agricultural area, with no industry , except for a fertilizer 
factory nearby. The factory grounds include reSidential quarters for its 
employees, located some 50-200 m from the,factory buildings. The "eare.st military 
installation is at Shalamyeh, 15 km distant. 

Observations by the mission 

113. The mission was taken to a school in the town which had been damaged by a 
direct hit on its root. The school was located about 5 km south-west of the 
factory. The mission was also taken to the factory, which had been heavily damaged 
at the start of the hostilities and had not functioned sim;e. It visited the 
factory's residential area, which had been evacuated, and saw at least four heavily 
damaged units. 

114. The mission examined various parts and fragments of munitions, which were on 
exhibit inside the factory. They were positively identified as fragments from 
different calibre shells, including 203 mm and from ?I+21 rockets. Judging from 
the distribution of the shelling, the mission is of the opinion that the factory 
has been the main target of attack and that the tow" could have been hit by stray 
rounds. 

/ . . . 
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Friday, 20 May 

Saturday, 21 May 

Sunday, May 22 

Monday, 23 May 

Tueeday, 24 May 

Wednesday, 25 May 

Thursday, 26 May 

Friday, 27 May 

Saturday, 28 May 

Sunday, 29 May 

Pbnday, 30 May 

Tuesday, 31 May 
Wednesday, 1 June 

Thursday, 2 June 

Appendix S 

ITINERARIES OF THE MISSION 

Ray-June 198 3 

Arrival in Teheran 

DezfuVAndimeshk area 

Fol-e-Dokhtar and the EPIsian/Dehloren area 

Abadan/Khorramehahr/Hoveyzeh/Susangerd area 

Sar-e-Pal-e-Zahab/Lti.sr-e-Shirin area 

Return to Teheran 

Baneh 

Departure from Teheran, arrival in Baghdad 

Zurbatiyah/Mandali/Khanaqin area 

Kir kuk area 

Az-Zubayr/Al-Faw/Abu-al-Khasib area 

Stay in Baghdad 

Departure from Baghdad 
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