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| have the honour to transmit herewith the fingport of the Panel of Experts
on the Sudan as requested by the Security Coumgiaragraph 2 of resolution 2138
(2014).

The report was presented to the Security Couna@m@ittee established
pursuant to resolution 1591 (2005) concerning thd&® on 12 December 2014 and
was considered in the Committee on 14 January 2015.

I will present to the Security Council shortly ti@mmittee’s views on the
report, and any follow-up to the recommendationstammed therein.

| should be grateful if the present letter and tle@ort were issued as a
document of the Security Council.

(Signed U. JoyOgwu

Vice-Chair
Security Council Committee established pursuant to
resolution 1591 (2005) concerning the Sudan
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Letter dated 12 December 2014 from the Panel ofxperts on the
Sudan established pursuant to resolution 1591 (20p&addressed to
the Chair of the Security Council Committee estabBhed pursuant
to resolution 1591 (2005) concerning the Sudan

On behalf of the members of the Panel of Expedwldished pursuant to
resolution 1591 (2005), | have the honour to traimsmerewith the report of the
Panel prepared in accordance with Security Couesiblution 2138 (2014).

(Signed Lipika Majumdar RoyChoudhury
Coordinator/Expert (Finance)
Panel of Experts on the Sudan established purdoant
resolution 1591 (2005)

(Signed Dakshinie Ruwanthik&unaratne
Expert (International humanitarian law)

(Signed IssaMaraut
Expert (Regional)
(Signed GuidoPotters
Expert (Aviation)

(Signed Adrian Wilkinson
Expert (Arms)
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Report of the Panel of Experts on the Sudan esthshed
pursuant to resolution 1591 (2005)

Summary
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Following its appointment on 21 March 2014, then®aof Experts spent more
than four months between May and October 2014 itigaSng the situation on the
ground in Darfur and also visited Khartoum and tégion, to determine whether the
relevant resolutions of the Security Council weegny implemented.

In general, the Panel welcomed a significant inveroent in cooperation
provided by the Government of the Sudan and moeguent interaction with the
acting national focal point, yet the Government didt always fully accede to
requests from the Panel for access and informatiowas still reluctant to provide
detailed information on some crucial matters.

The Panel identified the presence in Darfur of Bm@arms ammunition
manufactured post-2005, which had not been reparteter previous mandates. This
included ammunition manufactured in Khartoum in 204 certain violation of the
arms embargo. Clear evidence was obtained of theaice continued use of
improvised air-delivered munitions. The Panel aidentified the presence of three
weapons systems not previously reported as beiptpgied in Darfur, but has not, as
yet, identified the chain of custody for those syss. The Panel confirmed the use of
the Rakhsh armoured personnel carrier in Darfucedain violation of the arms
embargo by the Government of the Sudan.

From the aviation perspective, the number of SedarAir Force assets present
in Darfur has dropped to a historic low during therent mandate. Various sanctions
violations were identified, including, highly problg, the transfer of Antonov An-26
aircraft by the Government of the Sudan into Danftren subsequently used in an
improvised bomber role. The now certain “routingdlations of the arms embargo
by the Government continued through the regulaatioh of Sukhoi Su-25 attack/
close air support jet fighters to an aviation mairance facility near Khartoum.

Overall, there was a decline in the number of alebombings reported,
compared to previous years, although there wereasiio peaks of activity. During
its stay in Darfur, the Panel observed an Antonawv26 almost certainly in the
process of being prepared for aerial bombing anthiobd evidence of the almost
certain continued use of Sukhoi Su-25 aircrafthiait ground attack role.

The Panel investigated violations of internatiohamanitarian law, including
attacks against civilians and civilian objects irhd¢ Abeche, South Darfur and
Birka, North Darfur. The perpetrators were idemtifias certainly members of the
Government of the Sudan security forces. The ingatibn of the attacks on African
Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (WNIID) peacekeepers in
Kabkabiya, North Darfur, has resulted in a recomdation for designation. The Panel
identified violations that were almost certainlynomitted by Sudanese Liberation
Army/Minni Minawi (SLA/MM) in Khor Abeche and Tawsha, North Darfur. The
Panel also finds that it is highly probable thad&unese Liberation Movement/Abdul
Wahed Mohamed Nour (SLM/AW) incited protests withihe Kalma internally
displaced persons camp.
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The Panel continued to face an impasse regardimpdeimentation of the travel
ban and assets freeze, mainly because the Govetnofighe Sudan has taken no
steps towards implementation. Follow-up action aplations of the travel ban
reported in 2013 and a fresh violation in 2014 dat yield any results, owing to a
lack of response from the countries concerned. Pheel has identified a major
source of financing for armed groups in Darfur,oingh the illegal operation of
vehicle checkpoints for collecting toll fees.

Whether it is the progress of the Darfur intermidlogue and consultation
strategy, the conclusion of the security arrangemenr the launching of
microprojects and infrastructure rehabilitation,e timplementation of the Doha
Document for Peace in Darfur is progressing slowBrocrastination by the
Government of the Sudan and the Darfur RegionalhArity, insecurity owing to
clashes between the Government and the armed dppogroups, intertribal clashes
and the prevalence of crime are all serious impedits.

Being prey to radical Islamist turbulence and sft@ations in Libya, the Sahel
and the Middle East has the potential to affectddeurity and stability of the Sudan.
Darfur may not be immune to infiltration by radidalamist elements.

Chad and Ethiopia are making efforts to suppoetgbace process. The Sudan’s
relations with Uganda remain tense. The civil war $outh Sudan, where the
Government of the Sudan and the Sudanese RevoariioRront are directly or
indirectly involved, will eventually have an impach the peace dynamics within the
Sudan.

The initiative of National Dialogue and Constitutal Process (27 January
2014) of the President of the Sudan is a valualppoodtunity to engage in a
comprehensive peace process. Armed and civil opiposiparties are prudently
committed to the National Dialogue, although it leesen slow to start as a result of
the opposing positions of the protagonists and jasitnation by participants.
International efforts (by the European Union, by ffiroika of Norway, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland art tUnited States of America,
and by Germany, in particular) are taking placeasately, alongside the facilitation
efforts led by the President of the African Uniomghtlevel Implementation Panel.
An international diplomatic machinery will be neeasy in order to support and
strengthen facilitation.
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|. Introduction

1. The Panel of Experts on the Sudan was estaldiblyethe Security Council in
resolution 1591 (2005). The Panel's mandate hasesbeen extended in resolutions
1651 (2005), 1665 (2006), 1672 (2006), 1713 (2006)79 (2007), 1841 (2008),
1891 (2009), 1945 (2010), 1982 (2011), 2035 (202281 (2013) and 2138 (2014).

2. In its resolution 2138 (2014), the Security Coiimequested that the Panel
provide a final report with its findings and recomnaations to the Council no later
than 17 January 2015. The present report has begpmaped in response to that
request.

3. In paragraphs 7 and 8 of its resolution 1556080 the Security Council
imposed an arms embargo on all non-governmentaltientand individuals,
including the Janjaweed, operating in the statedlofth Darfur, South Darfur and
West Darfur. In its resolution 2035 (2012), the @Goil extended the reference to the
three states of Darfur to all the territory of Darfincluding the new states of
Eastern and Central Darfur created on 11 January220n paragraph 7 of its
resolution 1591 (2005), the Council extended theixsarembargo to include all
parties to the N'Djamena Ceasefire Agreement anyg etter belligerents in the
aforementioned areas. In paragraphs 3 (d) and ®f(¢)at resolution, the Council
imposed targeted travel and financial sanctionslesignated individuals (the listing
criteria were further applied to entities in resodm 2035 (2012)), to be designated
by the Security Council Committee established parguo resolution 1591 (2005),
on the basis of the criteria set out in that reSohu In its resolution 1672 (2006),
the Council designated four individuals. The enfanent of the arms embargo was
further strengthened by resolution 1945 (2010).

4. The Panel operates under the direction of theuSty Council Committee
established pursuant to resolution 1591 (2005). mlaedate of the Panel, as set out
in resolution 1591 (2005), is:

(a) To assist the Committee in monitoring impletadion of the arms
embargo;

(b) To assist the Committee in monitoring implertagion of the targeted
travel and financial sanctions;

(c) To make recommendations to the Committee dioas that the Security
Council may want to consider.

5. In its resolution 2138 (2014) and preceding hasons, the Security Council
also requested that the Panel:

(a) Continue to coordinate its activities, as amrate, with the operations
of the African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation Darfur (UNAMID) and
with international efforts to promote a politicalgzess in Darfur;

(b) Assess inits interim and final reports:

(i) Progress towards reducing violations by allrtis of the measures
imposed by paragraphs 7 and 8 of resolution 1558%2, paragraph 7 of
resolution 1591 (2005) and paragraph 10 of resotufi945 (2010);

(i) Progress towards removing impediments to thaitical process and
threats to stability in Darfur and the region;
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(i) Violations of international humanitarian lawr violations or abuses of
human rights, including sexual and gender-basetérite and grave violations
and abuses against children;

(iv) Other violations of the above-mentioned regmins;

(c) Provide the Committee with information on tbhdadividuals and entities
meeting the listing criteria in paragraph 3 (cyes$olution 1591 (2005);

(d) Continue to investigate the financing and rolearmed, military and
political groups in attacks against UNAMID persohria Darfur, noting that
individuals and entities planning, sponsoring orrtiggpating in such attacks
constitute a threat to stability in Darfur and meéherefore meet the designation
criteria provided for in paragraph 3 (c) of resadumt 1591 (2005).

6. On 21 March 2014, the Secretary-General appditiie following experts to
serve on the Panel: Lipika Majumdar Roy Choudhuhydia, Coordinator and
finance expert), Dakshinie Ruwanthika Gunaratnei (§anka, international
humanitarian law expert), Issa Maraut (France, argl expert), Guido Potters
(Netherlands, aviation expert) and Adrian Wilkins@dnited Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, arms expert). The #anishes to acknowledge the
contribution of Mohamed Mouti (Switzerland, langeagpnsultant).

ll. Methodology

7. The Panel followed a professional and technisathodology underpinned by
the maintenance of transparency, objectivity, injadity and independence. It
worked in full conformity with the best practiceacamethods recommended by the
Informal Working Group of the Security Council oneferal Issues of Sanctions
(seeS/2006/99). Emphasis was placed on adherence to standardardiag
transparency and sources, documentary evidencecamrdboration of independent
verifiable sources. Parties cited have, wherevessiiide, been offered the opportunity
to respond within reasonable, but specific, deadliThe Panel based its reasoning on
a balance of probability to establish the truthaaf disputed facts.

8. The Panel placed importance on the rule of cosise and agreed that, if
differences and/or reservations arise during theettmment of reports, it would
adopt the text, conclusions and recommendationg bgyla majority of four of the

five members. In the event of a recommendationdi@signation of an individual or
a group, such a recommendation would be made omithe basis of consensus.

lll. Programme of work

9. After the introductory meeting for the two newatn members with the
Committee, in New York on 7 May 2014, the Paneleleped a programme of work
to carry out its mandate.

1 Terminology relating to the probability of an exaises a qualitative statement to reflect an
associated probability or confidence percentagetdoe > 99 per cent; almost certain, 90-98 per
cent; highly probable or highly likely, 75-89 pesrt; probable or likely, 55-74 per cent). The
term awarded is based on the quality of quantieatimd qualitative evidence that the Panel has
seen and/or had access to.
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10. The Panel primarily focused on field investigas, with the experts deploying
at regular intervals to the five states of Darfliney conducted four field missions
to Khartoum and Darfur during 2014. In total, theperts spent more than four
months in Khartoum and Darfur between 5 May ando¥émber 2014.

11. In order to identify the impact of the regionahvironment and assess
sanctions implementation measures, the Panel méits vo Chad, Ethiopia and
Uganda for consultations with official authoritiasd other actors. In Ethiopia, the
Panel also held discussions with the secretariathef African Union Peace and
Security Council. The Panel also visited individialr organizations with specialist
knowledge, in eight other Member Stateas part of its investigations. When not
travelling, the Panel members pursued their ingadions and analysis from their
respective home bases.

12. The time spent in the field enabled the Papefocus its investigations, in
accordance with its mandate, on the following areas

(a) Reported armed violence impacting the civil@opulation as a result of
hostilities between all armed factions;

(b) Technical analysis of new sightings of weapgmd ammunition types,

analysis of statistical databaSeen conflict-related issues and investigation of

routine breaches of the arms embargo by all beléigts;

(c) Maintenance of data on reported air attackairsg civilian areas and
analysis of aviation-related material,

(d) Investigation of specific cases of alleged latmons of international
humanitarian law;

(e) Attacks on UNAMID personnel and humanitariaariers;
(f) Sexual and gender-based violence;

(g) Recruitment of minors by armed parties to ¢beflict;

(h) Violations of the travel ban by certain desitgd individuals;
(i) The funding of armed groups;

(i) Impact of the resurgence of tribal conflictsnda monitoring the
implementation of the Doha Document for Peace imfirathe impediments to the
implementation of the Doha Document and the peawzgss and the efforts to
reenergize the peace dynamics.

13. In order to maintain impartiality and the sadegree of contact with the main
parties to the conflict (the Government and the edropposition groups), the Panel
regularly met two of the components of the SudariReeolutionary Front (SRF) at
locations outside the Sudan: the Sudanese Libaer&fiovement led by Minni Arkou
Minnawi (SLM/MM); and the Justice and Equality Mavent led by Jibril Ibrahim
(JEM).

2 Austria, Belgium, Germany, Netherlands, SwitzedaUnited Arab Emirates, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Uniteat8s of America.

3 Where annual comparisons are used in the preseott, the period covered is from 1 January
to 30 October of each year. This is because thertdmad to be drafted before the end of 2014,
thus not allowing for an annual comparison. Theumirdata will be provided in a later report.
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IV. Operating environment and cooperation

14. The Panel remains generally content with theniatstrative and logistical
support and cooperation provided to its membersngdutheir visits to the Sudan,
including within the Darfur region.

A. Government of the Sudan

15. The acting national focal point, Major Geneké&bustafa Ibrahim Muhammad
Abood, has maintained his willingness to facilitdbe administrative requirements
of the Panel. There has been a noticeable improaemmecooperation between the
Government of the Sudan and the Panel.

16. The acting national focal point and the Minystf Foreign Affairs continued
to issue single-entry visas to members of the Baarad three multiple-entry visas to
one Panel member. The Government also extendee trisas in the Sudan for the
same Panel member and issued long-term Darfur ltyzamenits for the Panel.

17. More regular official meetingswere held between the acting national focal
point and the Panel; these meetings took placepositive atmosphere. After some
discussion about the type and use of previous mé&iion supplied by the
Government, the acting national focal point agré®grovide the Panel with more
detailed data than that previously provided. Congedqly, the flow of information
from the Government in response to the Panel's &rmequests has improved
during the current mandate, with written answerindeprovided for some of the
Panel’'s information requests. The acting natiomaaf point also requested that the
Panel’s reports be balanced and that the Panel asigehthat funding pledges for the
implementation of the Doha Document are not beinly fmet by the international
community, thus presenting major challenges to il implementation. The
Government requested that it be given the opparyuoi respond to allegations made
against it. The Panel complied with this request teceived no response from the
Government.

18. The Panel has had very good access to loca&l lagministrators, criminal
justice system and law enforcement officials, intthg the Special Prosecutor for
crimes committed in Darfur.

19. The implementation by the Government of temppraut-of-bounds areas
after incidents of armed violence, on a routine aedular basis for “security
reasons”, constrains the initial response by UNAMIBd thus potential follow-up
investigations by the Panel.

B. United Nations system

20. UNAMID remains fully supportive of the progree$ the Panel’s mission on
the ground, extending full administrative, techhi@nd logistical support. The
Panel has had regular direct access to United Natioountry team officials in

4 Meetings were held on 7 May, 3 June, 18 and 2gust, 28 September and 14 and 29 October
2014.
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Khartoum and Darfur, to exchange information andgerkise. The cooperation
between the Panel and UNAMID therefore remains Bgne

Member States

21. The Panel has requested information, in officc@mmunications, from
Member States and private entities. The Panel ha#fied its methodology to two
Member States as regards directly approaching cawialeentities for information,
while concurrently informing the Member State Gawaent of such requests. The
Panel is concerned that the insistence by thosdcpéar Member States that all
approaches to commercial entities be directed tilnothe Government constrains
the independence of the Panel to approach thednlje of potential sources.

22. As at 19 November 2014, the Panel had sento#f8gial communications. The
degree of responsiveness of Member States and tprigatities to requests for
information has decreased since the previous repoth only 82 replies. The Panel
has also encountered a few delays in obtainingaesgs from some Member States
to its requests for visit. The Panel particulatynks those Member States that did
provide responses to its requests for informatiod that granted requests for visit,
and urges those that did not do so to cooperatedriuture.

Regional implementation of the sanctions

23. Pursuant to paragraph 3 (b) (i) of its res@mtil591 (2005), the Security
Council requires that the Panel assist the Commiti@ monitoring the
implementation of the following provisions relatinp the sanctions regime
established with regard to Darfur pursuant to thdevant Security Council
resolutions:

(a) Arms embargo;
(b) Travel ban;

(c) Assets freeze.

Member States in the region

24. The Security Council, in paragraph 20 of itssala@tion 2138 (2014),

reaffirmed the mandate of the Committee to engaijk megional States on effective
implementation of the sanctions. To this end, thed? requested details from Chad,
Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Libya, South Sudamd Uganda, of any

comprehensive measures put in place by them. Wiritessponses were received
from Egypt, Ethiopia and Uganda, while the issueswhscussed verbally with

Chad, Ethiopia and Ugan@alrhe Panel also noted that since 2005, only 32 Mamb
States have reported to the Committee on such messas urged in resolution
1591 (2005), paragraph (3) (a) (vi). None of thgioeal Member States have
provided reports.

5 The issue was also discussed during a visit ¢olthited Arab Emirates in November 2014.

14-65632



S/2015/31

14-65632

25. It is apparent to the Panel that the regionalder States that have responded
to the Panel’'s communications to date do not h#&we appropriate legislation in
place to effectively implement the sanctions regini#dements of the sanctions
regime are implemented through the use of admiaiiste measures, which may not
be legally enforceable within those countries. Théturally limits the reach of any
measures taken by those States in implementingtbeisions of Security Council
resolutions.

26. The situation is complicated by the fact tregdl guarantees of civil rights in
some States can conflict with sanctions obligatiditss leads to the administrative
measures being challenged in courts of law, thusmtaally making implementation
of the sanctions ineffective.

27. Certain Member States have expressed the intewnf carrying out a review

of their current practices, but have emphasized tiare is a big challenge in terms
of developing legislation to deal with this issugtates have to implement many
resolutions and to do so effectively will requirarajor investment of time, human
resources and equipment. Legal and technical assistwill certainly be required

to develop and harmonize legislation across tha@oregCapacity development of
effective border management systems is also reduire

Government of the Sudan implementation perspente

28. A specific query was addressed to the Governragthe Sudan on the issue of
implementation of the assets freeze and travel Bban the four designated
individuals. The response makes the position ofGlo@ernment clear:

(a) “According to Sudanese Laws no implementatafnassets freeze can
take place unless under a judicial decision. Angets freeze without such judicial
decision is a violation of the Sudanese constitutiovhich includes the Human
Rights Charter”;

(b) “Sanctions against individuals are a violatioh the United Nations
Charter, which confirms in its preamble respect fimman rights; they are also a
violation of international conventions resultingiin the Charter when knowing that
the Security Council is bound by these internatlacenventions. It's worth noting
that the Security Council was in fact establishedaasubsequent result of these
conventions. Moreover, these sanctions violate viidial property rights and the
right to justice since they were decided withoutaleling these individuals to
respond and defend themselves”.

29. In terms of the arms embargo, the Governmensiders that security force
units routinely deploying into Darfur with weapormd ammunition are not in
violation of the arms embargo, as such deploymerdse for national and internal
security reasons (see paras. 55 and 82).

30. This approach by the Government means thas#éinetions regime is in effect
inoperative within Sudan.
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V1.

Progress towards reducing violations of the ans embargo

31. Pursuant to paragraphs 7 and 8 of resolutioB618004), expanded by
paragraph 7 of resolution 1591 (2005), and stremg¢l by paragraphs 7 to 9 of
resolution 1945 (2010), the Panel continues to $oon a range of monitoring and
investigation activities to identify any violationsf the arms embargo by the
Government of the Sudan or by other Member States.

Conflict dynamics

32. The dynamics of the conflict with Darfur wergrsficantly altered during the
first five months of 2014 by the deployment of fRapid Support Forces (paras. 39-57).
The dynamics remain complex and fluid in terms loé ngagement of individual
groups and their use of force. The same groupadi¥iduals still act under the banner
of different organizations, depending on the operatl context of their activities on
the ground at any given point in time. This makesery difficult to clearly identify
and label groups responsible for certain actiond @rexplains why there remain a
large number of incidents attributed to unidentfgroups (see para. 3%).

33. Direct armed violence between the Governmewruig force$ and armed
opposition groups has increased since 2013 as altre$ an operation, very
probably code-named, and widely referred to as, €@fion Decisive Summer”
(January-May 2014). The Rapid Support Forces tdaklead during this particular
operation. During the first 10 months of 2014, thexere five reported armed
attacks initiated by the Sudanese Armed Forces jS@¥hich excludes Rapid
Support Force operations), against armed opposiwups; an increase of 25 per
cent over the same period in 2013. There has asm lan increase in the number of
attacks against civilians by members of Governnfertes as a result of operations
against criminals, or by rogue officers acting witih orders?

34. Armed opposition groups reportedly initiated 4rmed attack® against
Government security forces during the first 10 nientof 2014, which was a
reduction of 33 per cent over the same period il0These were virtually all
minor skirmishes.

35. Five UNAMID peacekeepers were killed and ningiied during the reporting
period (see annex V).

36. During the period under review, the Panel idad the number of reported
violent clashes between different tribes as havieduced by 30 per cent, compared
with the same period in 2013. The intensity of thelence between the tribes, in

[
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See annex | to the present report for an illusteamatrix of the various armed groups and their
possible affiliations during the use of force intlh@onflict and criminal situations, which has
been slightly updated from the matrix presente&/2014/87 annex I.

See annex |l to the present report for a sumno@ttacks by groups or individuals reported as
militia or unidentified.

Including Central Reserve Police operations, fattincluding the Rapid Support Force
operations (which are covered separately).

See annex Il to the present report for a sumnuodhe attacks against civilians.

See annex |V for a summary of such attacks. 8&cks carried out in 2014 can be attributed to
particular groups, whereas others could not bebaited to a particular group, but could be
identified as having been perpetrated by armed sipjpm groups, rather than criminal groups.
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terms of casualties, was also lower than seen énfitfst 10 months of 2013. The
violence was more geographically widespread andntneber of individual tribes
involved increased over the first six months, thisthas subsequently reduced. It is
important to note that during the clashes, the Goment was often unable to stop
the fighting. Annex VI contains a summary of remartincidents of intertribal
conflict and violence.

37. There has been a significant increase in reporarmed violence by
unidentifiable groups or other militia, where itshaot been possible to positively
attribute the responsibility for a particular adtarmed violence (see annex VII).
Similarly, there has been a very noticeable incee&s the number of reported
criminal activities where armed violence has bedaciorl?

38. The national armed forces are still maintainthgir strategy of fighting a
proxy war, using the lightly arméé Rapid Support Forces and JanjawEetype of
militia. The regular Sudanese Armed Forces grourmbps are generally used
reactively, or to protect their own bases and logiassets. The first four months of
2014 saw a significantly increased tempo of operaj using primarily the Rapid
Support Forces, but since the conclusion of Rapigp®rt Force operations in late
April 2014, the tempo of Government operations gaserally returned to low levels,
similar to those reported in 2013. The level ofistigal resupply required to sustain
armed operations by all belligerents at the curdemel of conflict intensity is still
low,14 with the predominant use of small arms and ligkaponsts It is still a low-
cost war.

Rapid Support Forces

39. The activities of the Rapid Support Forces wéarefocus of conflict dynamics
during the first five months of 2014. The Panel hasestigated their origins,
organization, structure and operations in detail developed its analysigfrom a
wide range of sources, including government detiana, eyewitness statements to
Panel members and the media.

Organization and command

40. During August 2013, the then Commander of tledbr guards, Brigadier
General Muhammad Hamdan Dalgo (also known as “Hdtifedr “Hemeti”) began

11 The Panel only started maintaining data on tsige&t of the armed violence of Darfur in
January 2014, thus it is not yet possible to qugrtie increase in percentage terms.

12 The national armed forces have not resorted togutheir heavy weapons, such as main battle
tanks, field artillery or guided weapons, agairst armed opposition groups in Darfur.

13 The term Janjaweed is used in this report ameéefin annex Ill. Such groups should have been
disarmed in accordance with Security Council redolu1556 (2004), para. 6.

14 For example, a pallet weighing 1 ton containing27/x 39 mm small arms ammunition, which
can easily be transported in the back of a light4vehicle, equates to approximately 27,500
rounds.

15 Small arms are those of less than 20 mm caliviele light weapons are those of more than
20 mm and less than 100 mm calibre.

16 Detailed analysis was contained in the Paneldterim briefing to the Committee, on
20 August 2014. The present report contains a suymiathat information, together with
further analysis.
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the recruitment of large numbers of Darfuridhgpredominantly Reizigat), many
from the border guards, to be trained as the R&higport Forces in order to,
initially, fight in support of the national armedrtes in Kordofan. It is now clear
that the Rapid Support Forces have a broader ratiommndate and have been
deployed in Darfur, Kordofan and Khartoum.

41. The strategic command arrangements for the dR&ipport Forces were
initially unclear, with contradictory and changingpproaches within the
Government as the operations of the forces develdpdt is now certain that the
overall Commander of the Rapid Support Forces igoM&eneral Abbas Abdel

Aziz, who is responsible to General Ali-al-Nasih-Géalla of the National

Intelligence and Security Service for the strateglopted by the forces. It is also
certain that operational command of the Rapid Supporces on a daily basis is
exercised by Brigadier General Muhammad Hamdan ®adgd it is he who

influences the targets and deployment of the faf@dsis therefore now certain that
the strategic operations of the forces are the canthresponsibility of the National
Intelligence and Security Service, with tacticalocdination taking place with the
national armed forces at the local level.

42. The strength of the Rapid Support Forces in M&M4 was estimated at
approximately 6,000 individuak} deployed in over 750 “technical&® although

some may also be mounted on camels and h&&éls.has been reported that
National Intelligence and Security Service officeaneere embedded within the

17

18

1
20

©

21

22

It has been claimed that in addition to DarfusaReizegat have also been recruited, or joined
the Rapid Support Forces, from the Central Africapublic, Chad, Mali and the Niger. At the
time of writing the present report, it had not bgmssible for the Panel to verify this.

On 25 February 2014, Major General Abbas AbddkAstated that operations were coordinated
with the national armed forces; in late Februarg£0the Governor of Southern Kordofan,
Ahmed Haroun, announced that the Rapid Supportd=tbelonged to the NISS Operations
Department”; on 24 April 2014, the Permanent Repn¢stive of the Sudan to the United
Nations, Rahamtalla Mohamed Osman Elnor, infornfedS$ecurity Council that the Rapid
Support Forces was “a regular force that is pathefSudan Armed Forces”; on 14 May 2014,
Major General Abbas Abdel Aziz noted that “the RSFalls under command of the NISS”; and
on 21 May 2014, Brigadier General Muhammad HamdaigD clearly stated that the Rapid
Support Forces is an armed force of the Nationt&dlliyence and Security Service (NISS) in a
media interview.

Confidential source.

There are claims that the Rapid Support Forceg ooasist of 10,000 men, but the Panel has
not authenticated these claims. In May 2014, tlvezee further reports that a second Rapid
Support Force, was being recruited for further apiens in Kordofan. This may account for the
figure of 10,000.

A “technical” is an improvised civilian or non-gdat military vehicle, modified to provide an
offensive capability. In Darfur, such vehicles arsually 4 x 4 civilian pattern light trucks with a
medium or heavy machine gun (predominantly DShKejymounted in the rear of the vehicle.
The term originated in Somalia in the early 1990s.

Rapid Support Forces have been observed by UNApADoIs moving in 4 x 4 vehicles, with
armed men on camels and horses operating withiactital bound”. It has not yet been
possible to confirm whether the mounted individu@ism part of the Rapid Support Forces or
are just there to take advantage of the chaosattanh results after Rapid Support Force
operations. A “tactical bound” may be defined as tlistance separating allied military forces
on the ground over which effective mutual fire sapgpmay be provided to each force
component (Panel definition).
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command structure of the forces, as a capabilitya@geement, to provide experience
and assist in the direction of operatid®s.

Figure 1
Rapid Support Forces fighters on 4x4 technicaf

43. Members of the Rapid Support Forces are redbrtéssued with official
Government identity cards. Under the terms of éatis2 of the National Security
Services Act 2010, members and associates of thgomad Intelligence and
Security Service are immune from prosecution fdraats committed in the course
of their work. The Panel has asked the Governmentlarify this issue and still
awaits a response.

Operations and impact of the Rapid Support Forces

44. The initial deployment of the Rapid Support ¢eg was as a result of the
declaration by the President of the Sudan, Omaaahir, in November 2013, that
the then approaching dry season would see a finehing of rebel insurgencies in
Southern Kordofan, Blue Nile and Darfér. This was “Operation Decisive
Summer”. The forces first deployed to Southern Kdash in late 2013, before
redeploying to Northern Kordofan on 9 January 2014.

45. It is apparent that, although reasonably wedinted in basic military tactics,
the Rapid Support Forces are not a particularly Isdeciplined force. After
undertaking military style operations in Northernondofan, which allegedly
included attacks on civilians and markets, the ésraere redeployed from that state
in early February 2014, after fierce protests fribva local population.

23 Confidential source.
24 Image from National Intelligence and Security\Bee/Rapid Support Forces Facebook page,

available from www.facebook.com/AldaamAlsree (as@es29 June 2014). Note the range of
different uniforms and mixed civilian dress worn imgembersf the Rapid Support Forces. It is
not known where this picture was taken, whetheDanfur or Kordofan. The symbol
superimposed on the image is that of a unit withim Rapid Support Forces named “Jerusalem”.

25 Details available from www.sudantribune.com/sphp?article50134 (accessed 11 May 2014).

15/134



S/2015/31

16/134

46. The Rapid Support Forces commenced their depéoy into South Darfur on
11 February, basing themselves at the former PDimpcat Um Waragat from
19 February 2014. Deployment was complete by 3 Ma2O14. The forces
commenced offensive operations on 24 February 204th, a limited attack against
El Salem, South Darfur, immediately followed by ajor operation at Hijer Tunjo
on 27 February 2014. Analysis of the forces’ opiersg in South Darfur suggests
that they were initially deployed in four major axe(a) Nyala-Um Gunny;
(b) Graida-Buram; (c) Labado-Muhajeria; and (d) Memshie-Nitega. It is not
known if these axes represent four individual sulptsl within the Rapid Support
Forces. The forces then deployed predominantly iNmrth Darfur, where they
initiated a range of offensive operations.

47. The role of the Rapid Support Forces in Darfuas explained by the

Governor/Wali of South Darfur, Adam Mahmoud Jam&bi 26 as being “ready to

support the army in the best possible manner ...etaléployed rapidly to any front
at any time to defend the right in the face of ésod”27 The forces’ role was

further explained by Major General Yahiya al-Sheillommander of the national
armed forces 20th Infantry Division in El Daein, @shancing efforts made towards
maintaining security and stabilig#

48. During a press confererf®at the National Club in Khartoum on 14 May
2014, the Commander of the Rapid Support ForcegoM@eneral Abbas Abdel
Aziz, described the impact that the forces’ openasi had had to date in Darfur by
listing a detailed range of achievemef®sYet the Panel assessment is that it is
highly probable that the impact of the forces agaithe operational military
capability of armed opposition groups has in rgabten very limited. The forces
made only one reported significant and successfiihck against the armed
opposition groups, that being against SLA/MM forcen 9 April 2014, in the area
of Ba'ashim, north-west of Mellit in North DarfuiThe Rapid Support Forces
claimed to have killed over 150 fighters from armsggposition groups, including 10
senior commanders, and to have captured 52 vehiGles forces also claimed to
have ambushed SLA/MM in the localities of Alaeer Mddnaby and Haskaneeta,
with the effect of displacing hundreds of armed ogifion fighters.

49. The tactical response of the armed oppositioougs in Darfur, with the

exceptions above, has been to avoid open combah whtnumbered by the national
armed forces and the Rapid Support Forces and vétihdo safe areas, in effect, a
voluntary displacement by those groups in respotseRapid Support Force
operations. It is therefore highly probable tha¢ thajority of the recent operations
of the Rapid Support Forces had a minimal longemtémpact on the armed
opposition groups, and have not significantly degch their overall operational
capability.

26
27
28

29
30

At a rally in Nyala on 3 March 2014.

Via 3ayin Sudan’s new Shock Troopkiba Reports. 28 April 2014.

Janjaweed in Darfur reconstituted as the Rapid Rese ForceE Reeves, Sudan Tribune,

1 March 2014. http://www.sudantribune.com/spip.pdmiele50134. Accessed 11 May 2014.
http://news.sudanvisiondaily.com/details.htmIPisi¥235787. Accessed 15 May 2014.

(1) Removal of insurgents from a number of locas; (2) Opening and safeguarding roads;
(3) Dealing decisively with SLA/AW in one area; a(@) Destruction of enemy troops in named
locations.
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50. In order to illustrate the impact that the RaBiupport Forces made on human
security during their recent operations in Darfilme Panel compiled a database of
reported operations by the forces (see annex VTlhe armed violence initiated by
the Rapid Support Forces steadily increased frobriray to April 2014 and at one
stage, threatened to produce levels of violenceoshand confusion not seen in
Darfur since 2004.

51. The conflict statistics set out in annex Vlliggest that the main effect of the
Rapid Support Force operations has been forceddirded displacement rather than
massive casualties as a result of armed violerfcihely have sufficient warning of
an approach by the forces, the local populationegalty just hide from them, or
avoid them, in order to preserve their lives.

Redeployment of the Rapid Support Forces and fuine operations

52. Three brigadé&d of the Rapid Support Forces, equating to approkéhya
3,300 fighters, were almost certainly deployed Ine tDirector of the National
Intelligence and Security Service, General Mohamm&d Abbas El Moula, from
Darfur to Khartoum on 18 May 2013

53. On 19 May 2014, Brigadier-General Muhammad Hamdalgo stated that
future Rapid Support Force operations “would bec@lito ending insurgency in
Darfur’s five states”. He added that “his troopdlwake firm stance against anyone
who tries to undermine the security and stabilifyciizens”, and warned political
parties and forces against attributing violatiomsnenitted by rebels to the forces.
No such operations have taken place since this tinteit is now assessed that less
than 10 per cent of the force remain in Darfur,aredly either on leave or engaged
in intelligence-gathering operations.

Classification of the status of the Rapid SupporForces

54. The Panel considers that the Rapid Supportdoaould be classified as a
regular government armed force under the commanthefNational Intelligence
and Security Service, and thus separate to thelaegational armed forces. Yet it is
almost certain that that Service is not constitudidy allowed to have such an
armed force3® The Panel has therefore formally requested claatfon of the
legislative status of the Rapid Support Forces ftamGovernment of the Sud&h.

Violations of the arms embargo by the Rapid Suppt Forces

55. Itis certain that the Rapid Support Forceslalggd into Darfur from Kordofan
carrying their individual and team weapons, witlpgarting ammunition. During a
wider discussion on the resupply of ammunition tarfor with the acting national

31 The organization and structure of the Rapid Supporces is not in the public domain, but

sources suggest that each brigade equates to apmi@ty 1,000 men.

32 www.gulfnews.com/news/region/sudan/sudan-to-dgounterinsurgency-unit-1.1334813.

www.newvision.co.ug/news/655728-sudan-to-deploytooversial-military-unit-around-
khartoum.html. Accessed 19 May 2014. Confirmed bigtheti” media interview of 21 May
2014 (ibid.).

33 Article 151 of the 2005 Interim Constitution litaithe mission of the National Intelligence and

Security Service to: (1) collection and analysisrdbrmation; and (2) presenting
recommendations to the nation’s decision-makingieésd

34 | etter by the Panel dated 8 July 2014 addresseldet Government of the Sudan.
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focal point, on 28 October 2014, the focal poinatet that security force units
routinely deployed into Darfur with their persoreaid team weapons, and that the
Government did not consider this to be a violatmfnthe arms embargo, as such
deployments were for national and internal securitgsons. Yet the Panel considers
that the now routine movement of weapons and amtimminto Darfur is almost
certainly a violation of the arms embargo by thev&mment, as no request has ever
been made to the Security Council Committee esthbld pursuant to resolution
1591 (2005), as required under paragraph 7 of thaolution3> for authority to
import these weapons and ammunition into Darfure TBovernment should be
reminded of the exemption request requirement amcoeraged to request such
authority on a case-by-case basis. The Panel shbseldinvited to verify any
shipments of weapons and ammunition so authorizethé Committee.

Military strategy of the Government

56. The deployment of the Rapid Support Forces du@syet indicate a major
shift in the military strategy of the Government Darfur. The regular national
armed forces do not use appropriate counter-insurgeactics, they are poorly
equipped for counter-insurgency operations and redv&urces suggest that their
morale is low. The national armed forces rarely dwst “fix and destroy”
operations against armed opposition groups and semntent to adopt a tactical
policy of point defence of their own bases and tha&or settlements. As such, it is
possible that the Government has lost some confiedén the ability of the regular
national armed forces to implement the overall teyec objectives of the
Government in Darfur.

57. The strategy of the Government appears to ebnsi: (a) collective
punishment of villages and communities from whitte tarmed opposition groups
are believed to come or operate; (b) induced orcddr displacement of those
communities; and (c) direct engagement, includiregisd bombardment, of the
groups when their location can be identified. Thezaduction of the Rapid Support
Forces into the Darfur military equation is notligan overall change in this.

Criminal armed violence

58. The level of criminal armed violence is on adamgreater scale than in 23F3
and is much more prevalent than the use of armeckefby the Government or the
armed opposition groups. This increase in armedewice is a significant indicator
of the breakdown of law and order within the fivates. The Government response
to this increasing threat has been limited, butltoal response by the Governor of
South Darfur has proved effective, demonstratingt tthe capability exists where
there is political will. The Governor of South Darf (a) imposed a curfew;
(b) banned the use of vehicles with no number pglafecluding those of the
Government); (c) banned passengers on motorcy¢Bsprohibited the carriage of
weapons in civilian clothes; and (e) banned turbihias cover the facé’

35 As updated by Security Council resolution 2038%2), para. 4.
36 See annex VIl for summary.
37 www.sudantribune.com/spip.php?article51758. Aseesl2 November 2014.
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D. Identification of the use of aerially deliveredordnance

S-8DM 80 mm air to ground rockets

59. The Panel examined forensic evidence and inyagErunexploded ordnance)
recovered from an attack at Orschi, on 26 April 20Which resulted in nine
civilians being injured. The Panel finds that itdertain that S-8 Type 80 mm air to
ground rockets were used in this attack.

60. The only identified delivery system for suchwaapon with the necessary
operational range, known to be used in Darfur & time of the attack, is the
Sukhoi Su-25 fighter ground attack/close air supprcraft of the Sudanese Air
Force. The Panel finds that it is almost certaiattthe Su-25 was the delivery
mechanism for this attack.

61. In its previous report (se®/2014/87 para. 75), the Panel identified that the
transfer of S-8DM 80 mm rockets to Darfur is cemtgia breach of sanctions by the
Sudan, as the ammunition was imported into the Budden subsequently
transferred to, and used in, Darfur. The S-8DM 8@ nockets were legally delivered
to the Government by a Member State, conditionalhair non-use in Darfur.

Use of improvised air-delivered munitions

62. The use of improvised air-delivered munitions the national armed forces
(Sudanese Armed Forces) continues. One exampl@a iattack on Abuleha, North
Darfur on 19 October 2014. It was reported thatlsinbs had been dropped on the
village. This was confirmed by a UNAMID verificatiopatrol on 21 October 2014,
which identified two unexploded devices and fourcaet craters. The Panel
undertook crater analysiand finds that it is almost certain that the detoon of
improvised air-delivered munitions was the cause.

63. The two unexploded devices are certainly impged air-delivered munitions.
One such unexploded munition was located in the pmmd of the school.
Measurements from this unexploded munition werestaknd proved to be within
10 per cent of those obtained from the photogramynetported inS/2014/87 The
Panel has therefore revised its analysis of theeTgpmunition and finds that it is
almost certain that the device contains approxiiya®8.6 kg of trinitrotoluene TNT
equivalent explosive, which means the Type 2 manithas about 89 per cent of the
destructive power of a conventional high explosiagcraft bomb such as the
OFAB-100.

38 See methodology i8/2014/87 annex VI.
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Figure 2
Unexploded improvised air-delivered munition at Auleha (21 October 20143°

64. From the previous technical analysis it is aoertain that the munition is
fitted with an AM-A Type Fuze. A Member State preusly confirmed the supply of
10,000 AM-A Type Fuze to the Sudan, between 20068 a011. Therefore the
transfer of the AM-A fuzes fitted to the improvisedr delivered munitions into
Darfur is almost certainly a breach of sanctionsthey Sudan; the AM-A fuzes were
delivered by the Member State conditional on thmin-use in Darfur.

65. The delivery technique (almost certainly by Suwelse Air Force Antonov An-26)
and the design of such munitions means that theuGir Error Probability (CEPY
radius would be higher than for an aircraft bominafre modern design, and hence
accuracy would be poor.

66. The Panel therefore finds that the use of suehpons in such close proximity
to the civilian population, as evidenced by theaakton Abuleha, is almost certainly
indiscriminate and is a violation of customary imational humanitarian law. This
violation is inferred in the Protocol Additional tthe Geneva Conventions of
12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection d€tivhs of Non-International
Armed Conflict (Protocol 1), 8 June 1977, to whiSludan is a signatory, and which
states in its article 13(2) that “... the civilian pdation as such, as well as
individual civilians, shall not be the object otak”.

39
40

Imagery from UNAMID.

Circular Error Probability is a measure of a weagystem’s precision or accuracy. It is defined
as the radius of a circle, centred about the medwose boundary is expected to include the
landing points of 50 per cent of the warheads.
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E. Ground and improvised ground role weapons systes

67. The Panel has obtained evidence of the follgwhree weapons systems being
deployed during the attack at Khor Abeche on 22 dWa2014 (see paras. 166-183 of
the present report).

UB-32M 55 mm rocket launcher

68. Imagery obtained by the Panel shows the presef@ UB-32M 55 mm air to
ground rocket launcher in a convoy (figure 3). Thveapon system had been
improvised so as to operate in the ground-to-grotoid. The UB-32 55 mm rocket
launcher is specifically designed for use in thetaiground role. It is one of the
weapon system options for use on the Su-25 attackradt or Mi-24 attack
helicopters, and UB-32 55 mm rocket launchers hawipusly been observed by the
Panel in 2013, next to these aircraft types, at BheFasher Sudanese Air Force
Forward Operating Base (see figure 4).

Figure 3
UB-32 55 mm free flight rocket launcher at Khor Aeche (22 March 2014,42

‘.

41 UB-32M imagery from confidential source.
42 The insert image is a schematic of UB-32M imageoyn www.lockonfiles.com/files/file/2303-
dcs-world-ub-32m57-57mm-rocket-pod-model-v2/. Acmdon 17 August 2014.
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Figure 4
UB-32 55 mm free flight rocket launchers at El Faher Forward Operating Base
(16 May 2013}3

: ="

69. Analysis of the imagery shows the UB-32 55 nouoket launcher mounted on
the cargo area of a 4x4 technical. Although the 0$eUB-32 55 mm rocket
launchers in the ground-to-ground role is not rféwgnly crude modifications are
usually made to pair the weapon system to the Vehithe weapons mount shows a
more complex and engineered weapons mount, suggestat a more sophisticated
engineering approach has been taken, in terms sifyjdeand manufacture, in order
to improve the effectiveness and safety of theeaystAlthough arms manufacturers
have produced prototypes of properly designed aadufactured weapons mounts
for the UB-32 55 mm rocket launcher in the grounter none are thought to have
progressed to a production stage 4efThe design of the weapons mount is very
different to previously seen prototypes. The Panehcludes that it is highly
unlikely that the armed opposition groups have asc® the engineering, design
and production facilities necessary to produce apwss mount of the type seen in
figure 3.

43 Panel imagery.

44 The use of the weapon in such a role was firehda the 1980s, as used by the Soviet 40th
Army in Afghanistan. Improvised systems have subeeqly been seen in Iran/lraq (1980s), the
former Yugoslavia (1990s), Georgia (1998), Afghaans(2000s), Libya (2011) and the Syrian
Arab Republic (2012). Lyamin L and Jenzen-Jones,Niprovised Employment of S-5 Air to
Surface Rockets in Land WarfareRES Report 1, Armament Research Services, Fepr2@l14.
(ISBN: 978-0-9924624-0-6).

45 Ukraine LUAZ-969M Truck mounting (1998) and Azaijan (2012). The inherent inaccuracy of
the UB-32M system, combined with the small high lespse payload of the S-5 FFR warheads
make such a weapons system of limited utility imeantional warfare. Artillery or direct fire
anti-tank weapons would be more accurate and hagreater target effect.
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70. The UB-32 55 mm rocket launcher is only capaifldiring the S-5 type free

flight rockets (FFR). Each S-5 rocket weighs appmately 4 kg, therefore a

complete reload for the weapon, which can hold &kets, is 128 kg. Therefore the
logistical requirements necessary to support the afsthe UB-32M system in any
sustained manner would be significant. It is highiplikely that the armed

opposition groups have access to a sustainablelsobs-5 rockets for the weapon
system or a means of effective logistical resupply.

71. The UB-32 weapons system, when mounted on hnteal, is of limited
effectiveness in both the direct and indirect fides. For indirect fire it has a
limited range of less than 4,000 m and its accurigcgo poor that if used in the
vicinity of civilians it would certainly be consided as an indiscriminate use of
force. It would be slightly more effective in théekt fire role, as accuracy could be
improved at ranges of up to 1,000 m and even the gayload would be effective
against unarmoured targets.

107 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher

72. The image of the convoy in figure 5, obtainedthe Panel, also shows the
presence of a 107 mm multi-barrelled rocket laumaheunted on the cargo area of
a 4x4 technical.

Figure 5
107 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher at Khor Abeche (22 March 2014647

73. The quality of the image is not of a high enlougsolution to positively identify
the make and model of the 107 mm rocket launchds likely to be either a TAKA
BRY01 107 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher mamtdaed by the Military
Industrial Corporation (MIC) of the Sud&hor an imported Type 63 107 mm rocket
launcher variant, which is manufactured under leby a number of countries.

46 107 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher imagemynfra confidential source. The Panel has
further imagery showing more than one such systepiayed at that time.

47 The insert image shows a schematic of a TAKA BRYM®7 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher
manufactured by the Military Industry Corporatiohtbe Sudan. www.mic.sd/idex/en/products/
smallarms. Accessed on 18 August 2014.

48 http://www.mic.sd/idex/assets/lib/images/productstails/bry01-2.jpg. Accessed 19 August
2014.
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74. A 107 mm rocket launcher is only capable oiihfir107 mm calibre free flight
rockets (FFR). Each 107 mm rocket weighs approxétyat8.9 kg, and a complete
reload for the weapons system, which can hold XXets, is approximately 227 kg.
The firing rate of the system is 12 rockets in @@els. Therefore, the logistical
requirements necessary to support the use of tiieni rocket launcher system in
any sustained manner would be significant. It ightly unlikely that the armed
opposition groups have access to a sustainablelsugdpl07 mm rockets for the
weapon system or a means of effective logisticalpply2°

122 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher

75. Also seen in the image of this convoy from 2arkh 2014 is a 122 mm
multi-barrelled rocket launcher mounted on a ligh# truck (figure 6). Analysis by
photogrammetry indicates a highly probable barexigth of approximately 3 m,
which is consistent with that of a BM-21 Variantket launcher system. The quality
of the image is not of a high enough resolutiorptsitively identify the make and
model of the 122 mm rocket launcher.

Figure 6
122 mm multi-barrelled rocket launcher at Khor Abeche (22 March 2014051

76. It is of interest that, on its corporate websthe Military Industry Corporation
advertises the fact that it manufactures a vardnhe BM-21 122 mm multi-barrelled
rocket launcher system, the TAKA2 GRLO1 122 mm etckauncher and
ammunition$253 The image in figure 6, however, is of insufficiergsolution to
positively confirm, or otherwise, that the weapastem observed is a Sudanese
manufactured TAKA 2 GRLO1 122 mm rocket launcher.

77. A BM-21 Variant or TAKA2 GRLO1 122 mm multi-b@led rocket launcher is
only capable of firing 122 mm calibre free flightakets (FFR). Each 122 mm rocket
weighs approximately 66.6 kg, and a complete relimadhe weapons system, which
can hold 8 rockets, is approximately 533 kg. Thig rate of the system is 8 rockets
in 4 seconds. Therefore the logistical requirememsessary to support the use of the

49 S/2013/79 para. 51 identified the presence of a captured hén multi-barrelled rocket
launcher in the possession of SLA/AW in Dibule, thern Jebel Marra in December 2012. It is
almost certain that this is not the weapon ideatifby the Panel in 2014, as images show more
than one system deployed during the Khor Abechechtt

50 BM-21 Variant 122 mm multi-barrelled rocket lalmes image from confidential source. Please
also note Sudanese flag.

51 The insert image shows a schematic of a TAKA2 GRIL22 mm multi-barrelled rocket
launcher manufactured by the Military Industry Coration of the Sudan.
http://lwww.mic.sd/idex/en/products/smallarms. Acsed on 18 August 2014.

52 http://www.mic.sd/idex/en/products/smallarms. Assed 19 August 2014.

53 http://www.mic.sd/idex/assets/lib/images/productstails/mrl.jpg. Accessed 19 August 2014.
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122 mm rocket launcher system in any sustained mramould be significant. It is
highly unlikely that the armed opposition groupv@access to a sustainable supply
of 122 mm rockets for the weapon system or a meaiheffective logistical

resupply.

78. The Panel initiated tracing requests to variddesmber States in order to
determine the origin and chain-of-custody of the-BB rocket launcher, 107 mm
multi-barrelled rocket launcher and 122 mm multitiedled rocket launcher. Some
of the tracing requests remained to be answeredMbyber States. Likewise, a
response to the Panel's request for information tbese systems from the
Government also remains outstanding. It has thusyabbeen possible to reach any
definitive conclusion regarding the origin and tlehain of custody of these
particular weapons systems before their delivery ase in Darfur.

Rakhsh type armoured personnel carrier

79. Inits reportS/2013/79 the Panel identified a possible deployment ofakigsh
type armoured personnel carrier in Darfur duringc®mber 2012. The Panel can
now confirm the use of this vehicle in Darfur byetPRolice, after a sighting by the
Panel of a Rakhsh armoured personnel carrier indNga 22 May 2014 (figure 7).

Figure 7
Rakhsh type armoured personnel carrier at NyalaZ2 May 2014%4

80. The Rakhsh armoured personnel carrier is manufad by the Shahid Kolah
Dooz Industrial Complex, Islamic Republic of Ir&hand some 20 vehicles were
reportedly delivered to the Government of the Sudaning 2005 and 2006. The
first sighting of the vehicle in the Sudan was ihattoum, in August 2005, during
protests surrounding the death of SPLA leader J8arang>®

54 Panel imagery.
55 A variant of the vehicle, thamir, was also advertised as being manufactured byvitieary

Industry Corporation in the Sudan, on its websie2007. The system is no longer listed as
being manufactured on the website (accessed orepéeBiber 2014).

56 Skirting the Law: Sudan’s Post-CPA Arms Fldw Lewis. Small Arms Survey. Geneva.

September 2009. (ISBN: 978-2-940415-17-5).
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81. As the first sighting in the Sudan and the knodelivery date%’ to the

Government of the Sudan are certainly subsequemtthacadoption by the Security
Council of its resolution 1591 (2005), on 29 Mar2@05, the deployment of this
vehicle into Darfur is certainly a violation of tteems embargo by the Government.

Small arms and light weapon ammunition violatios

82. During the reporting period, the Panel obtaifiedher physical evidence, in
the form of recovered small arms ammunition andiradge cases, of the use of
post-embargo Sudanese manufactured small armsightd weapons ammunition.
This is summarized in table 1, with full details alf post-embargo manufactured
ammunition recovered during 2014 contained in anlixex

Table 1

Summary of small arms ammunition violations idenified by the Panel
Date of Consistent with

Serial Calibre Markings manufacture manufacturess Date first seen in Darfur

1 7.62 x 39 mm 13908 2008 MI®,Sudan 2014

2 7.62 x 39 mm 39 09 2009 MIC, Sudan 2014

3 7.62 x 39 mm 33909 2009 MIC, Sudan 2014

4 7.62 x 39 mm 39011 2011 MIC, Sudan 2014

5 7.62 x 39 mm 239011 2011 MIC, Sudan 2014

6 7.62 x 39 mm 139012 2012 MIC, Sudan S/2014/87

7 7.62 x 39 mm 13913 2013 MIC, Sudan S/2014/87

83. These particular small arms were recovered fd#M/Sudan members who
had surrendered their weapons to the UNAMID TS it Buru on 16 April 2014.

84. The transfer into Darfur, almost certainly ne tGovernment of the Sudan, of
these particular small arms ammunition batchescar¢ainly violations of the arms

embargo. Such violations are now routine and syatamas evidenced by the range
of cartridge case markings and recent dates of faahwure.

85. The Panel also obtained physical evidence,hin form of recovered small
arms ammunition and cartridge cases, of the us@ast-embargo manufactured
small arms ammunition from other countries. Thisusnmarized in table 2 and is in
addition to those identified in previous reportstioé Panel.

26/134

57 Confidential source.
58 The markings, materials and design are consistéthtthis particular manufacturer. The

similarities are such that it is almost certainttttee ammunition can be attributed to this
particular manufacturer.

59 Military Industry Corporation, Khartoum, Sudan. wwmic.sd.
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Table 2
Summary of non-Sudanese manufactured small armsvamunition violations
identified by the Panel

Date of
Calibre Markings manufacture Consistent with manufacturer Date first seen in Darfur
7.62x39mm 6108 2008 Unknown factory, China NEW

86. The transfer into Darfur of these particularainarms ammunition batches are
certainly violations of the arms embargo by peragtrs as yet to be identified. The
Panel’s investigations continue in this area.

87. The Panel also obtained physical evidence,hin form of recovered small
arms ammunition, of the use of unmarked 7.62 x 38 small arms ammunition in
Darfur by JEM/Suda®! The source of this ammunition is unknown and tlamét
will monitor this issue to see if it is a develogitrend.

Indigenous production and supply capability forsmall
arms ammunition

88. The level of logistical resupply required tosgin armed operations by all
belligerents at the current level of conflict ingéy still remains low, with the
predominant requirement continuing to be for smalins ammunition. The main
supply chain for such ammunition, including impattemmunition, remains within
the national borders of the Sudan and hence underfall effective control of
national authorities.

89. An emerging indicator of the capability of thBlitary Industry Corporation to
manufacturé2 and supply enough small arms ammunition of 7.62 wafibre to
sustain Government operations within Darfur is theoliferation of recently
manufactured Sudanese small arms ammunition thimutghe region. Such Sudanese
ammunition almost certainly manufactured betweer0720and 2013 has been
identified in the Central African Republic, Cétel\ire, the Democratic Republic of
the Congo, Libya, Somalia, South Sudan and theafyArab Republi&3 Further
details are set out in annex X.

90. The fact that the Military Industry Corporatiois developing, or has
developed, sufficient production capacity to supply export market is a strong
indicator that the Government certainly retains tta@pability to sustain their
internal requirements without any requirement t@art small arms ammunition of
7.62 mm calibre from external sources.

60 The markings, materials and design are consistéthtthis particular manufacturer. The

similarities are such that it is highly probablatithe ammunition can be attributed to this
particular manufacturer.

61 Recovered from three JEM/Bashir combatants whoesulered their weapons and ammunition

to the UNAMID Um Baru TS on 6 April 2014.

62 Manufacturing is based at the Alshagara Indus€@mplex outside Khartoum.
63 Options were examined with a view to making pbesrecommendations to the Council

through the Committee. The Panel has not investidjite suppliers, brokers or transit routes
for this particular ammunition, as that is beyohd Panel’s mandate.

27/134



S/2015/31

28/134

91. This combination of surplus indigenous smalingarammunition production
capacity and relatively low logistical supply rempments means that the current
arms embargo does not appear to be an effectivensnebicontrolling the supply of
such ammunition, of 7.62 mm calibre, into DarfurGovernment forces. Yet this is
the type of ammunition predominantly used in vittyall cases of armed violence
within Darfur. The Panel has examined two optioos iimproving the control of
such ammunition into Darfud4 (a) further targeting sanctions measures for small
arms ammunition (see paras. 93-96); and (b) redutie risks of proliferation of
Government stocks within Darfur (see para. 97).

92. In figure 1 of reportS/2014/87 the Panel identified that, during 2013, the
primary route of supply of small arms ammunitiondaweapons to the armed
opposition groups was via capture from Governmentds after successful combat
engagements. During 2014, the number of engagemimitiated by the armed

opposition groups fell to 54 per cent of the levedsorded in 2013 for the same
period. This is mainly as a result of the groupsving to “safe areas” during the
“Operation Decisive Summer” offensive of the Ra@dipport Forces. Thus the
opportunities for those groups to resupply havenbesduced. It is also probable
that their expenditure of small arms ammunitior fela similar level.

Control of materials and components for small arrs ammunition manufacture

93. The Panel has analysed the raw materials antpeonents necessary for the
manufacture of small arms ammunition in order te #ethis could be a potential
option for recommending more effective targetedcsmms. Any disruption of the

production of such ammunition in the Sudan coulgéhthe potential of restricting

its supply into Darfur.

94. The majority of raw materials necessary for thmnufacture of such
ammunition are common materials such as coppec, @Ateel and lead, which are
widely used in large quantities by many other indes. Targeted sanctions to
restrict supplies of such materials are unrealiatid operationally unachievable.

95. The Panel identified two specific chemical cemmpds necessary for the
manufacture of the percussion c@p(a) lead nitraté® and (b) styphnic aci@?
These are the chemical compounds required to matwfa the sensitive high
explosive lead styphnat® commonly used in percussion caps. The two chemical
compounds have few other commercial ug&sione of which are known to be
present as significant industrial manufacturing @ams within the Sudan. Yet, to
produce one million rounds of small arms ammunitimould only require an
estimated 27.5 kg of lead nitrate and 21.25 kgtgplsnic acid.

64 |In response to requests made during informal gibasons.
65 Also referred to as the primer or primer cap.nmdadl metallic cap or cup containing a small

charge of an impact-sensitive (often a fulminatpayvder) or electric-sensitive chemical
mixture. It is located in the base of the cartridgese and exploded by percussion to fire the
propelling charge of small arms ammunition.

66 United Nations serial number 1469.

67 United Nations serial number 0219 or 0394.

68 United Nations serial number 0130.

69 Other commercial uses are (a) the productiomdtistrial dyes; (b) the manufacture of matches

and fireworks; (c) staining for industrial mothefqmwearl production; or (d) industrial
pharmaceuticals.
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96. It is therefore not practicable to utilize ekig targeted sanctions mechanisms
on precursor materials to disrupt the supply of raaterials for the manufacture of
small arms ammunition in Sudan, and hence reduzester risks to Darfur. Such
sanctions would effectively be unenforceable asslt of (a) the widespread use of
the majority of raw materials required; or (b) thery small quantities of “unique”
precursor chemicals required are easily transpoatetwidely obtainable.

Reduction of proliferation risks for weapons andammunition during storage

97. In paragraph 6 of its resolution 2138 (2014g Security Council called upon
the Government to improve its standards of physisaturity and stockpile

management of weapons and ammunition. The Goverhmekould therefore be

encouraged to implement the guidance provided i liiternational Small Arms

Control Standards (ISACS) 05.20 Stockpile managedmenveapons, International

Ammunition Technical Guideline (IATG) 03.10 Invemyomanagement and IATG

09.10 Security systems and principles. This wouddist in improving the standards
of security for weapons and ammunition storage sug@ad thus reduce any risks of
proliferation to criminals and armed opposition gps. The Ordnance Disposal
Office of UNAMID could provide any necessary advieand assistance to the
Government on physical security and stockpile mamnagnt.

Weapons recovered from armed opposition groups bthe Government of
the Sudan

98. On 2 November 2014, the Panel, after a requess, invited to an ordnance
depot near Bahri, the Sudan, to view a sample &fpeeas recovered from the armed
opposition groups in Darfur by Government forcese(¢able 3Y°

Table 3
Small arms recovered from armed opposition groupsn Darfur by Government forces

Serial number/ Production

Serial Calibre Type markings dates Consistent with manufacturer Remarks

1 7.62 x51 mm Rifle FN SLR KA16373 1954> 14 cousr2 Broken

2 7.62 x 51 mm Rifle (M14) 590805 1958-1964  Unit®tdtes of America Functional
3 9x19 mm Pistol (Jericho) 36306530 1991> Isrdédiapons Industries, Israel  Functional
4 9x19 mm Sub Machine Gun (Uzi) 060768 1954> drtoes3 Functional

5 40 x 46 mm Grenade Launcher 202361 1961> UnitateS of America Broken

70 The Government also produced an empty launch frdme an anti-tank guided weapon and
control unit. Identification of the system by tharfel is ongoing.

71 The markings, materials and design are consistéthtthis particular manufacturer. The
similarities are such that it is highly probablatithe ammunition can be attributed to this
particular manufacturer.

72 Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, @ada, Germany, Greece, India, Israel, Mexico,
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northereland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
and Zimbabwe. Sold to over 90 countries.

73 Israel (Israel Military Industries/Israel Weapardustries), Belgium (FN Herstal), China
(Norinco) and United States of America (Lyttletondineering). Sold to 90 countries.
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VII.

99. The age of most of these weapons, combined twéHarge number of producers
and users, means that it highly probable that aaging requests by the Panel in
accordance with the principles of the Internatiomedcing Instrument (ITFf would
not be productive. The Panel has, however, subdiitine tracing request to a
Member Stat&s

100. It is almost certain though that none of thes@apons are in regular use by, or
of standard issue to, any of the armed oppositi@mugs. Logistical support for the

particular ammunition types required would not besgible to guarantee or even
easily arrange within Darfur and the Panel has seenevidence of any recent
resupply of such ammunition types from outside Darf

101. The Government did not maintain best practiain of custody evidence for
these weapons since their recovery and thus theavesaare of little evidential value.

Monitoring of offensive military overflights, including aerial
bombardments, and aviation assets in Darfur

102. Pursuant to Security Council resolutions 1%3604), 1591 (2005) and 1945
(2010), the Panel continues to focus on monitoramgl investigation activities in
order to identify any violations relating to milita aviation assets by the
Government of the Sudan or other Member Statesnduthe Panel's current
mandate. The Government is the only party to thefledd in Darfur that operates
offensive aviation assets and controls airspace.

Offensive military air operations

103. The provisions of paragraph 6 of Security Golumesolution 1591 (2005)
demand that no offensive overflights take placeaind over Darfur. Yet this
requirement has not had an impact on the actionth@fSudanese Air Force. The
Panel has continued to receive reports of allegéeineive military air operations,
with a significant proportion of such operationsoring in the Jebel Marra area. A
summary of this information is set out in annex Xhe Panel continues to analyse
the frequency of reported offensive air operatiagsinst previous historical open
source data.

104. The rate of reported offensive air strikesttoz first 10 months of 2014 fell to
approximately 62 per cent of the historical averdgeel over the same period
between the years 2006 and 2013, as shown in figur€onsistent with this, the
Panel observed a significant decrease in sortieslected by the Sukhoi Su-25 and
Antonov An-26 aircraft based at El Fasher Forwapkfating Base.

105. However, during the final two weeks of Octot®814, the Panel observed
almost daily flights conducted by the El Fasherdsh#&n-26 aircraft, and occasional
sorties conducted by a pair of Su-25 FGA aircrafie rate of reported offensive air
strikes in October 2014 increased compared to #te in the preceding months
(see annex Xl).

30/134

74 International Instrument to Enable States to tdgrand Trace, in a Timely and Reliable

Manner, Illicit Small Arms and Light Weapons/CONF.192/15 dated 8 December 2005.

75 Request sent on 4 November 2014, therefore nworese was expected before production of the

present report.
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Figure 8
Reported air attacks in Darfur (1 January 2006-310ctober 2014)
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B. Overview of Sudanese Air Force assets in Darfer

106. During the current mandate, the Panel obsethatithe number of Sudanese
Air Force assets present in Darfur had reachedstohc low for the period 2006-

2014. In September 2014, the Panel observed only d@rcraft operated by the Air

Force and being based in Darfur:

(a) One Antonov An-26 transport aircraft (based Et Fasher Forward
Operating Base);

(b) Two Sukhoi Su-25 fighter ground attack air¢cr@ibased at El Fasher
Forward Operating Base);

(c) One Mil Mi-1777 transport helicopter (based at Nyala Forward Otrega
Base).

107. The Panel observed, or obtained credible enmideof, the certain presence of
the following aircraft operated by the Sudanese Parce based in Darfur. This
includes aircraft deployed to Darfur as a replaceinier others:

76 An overall historical summary of Sudanese Air é®assets in Darfur is set out in annex XII.
77 Specifically the Mi-171 Type. Mi-17 is used foortsistency.
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Table 4
Summary of Sudanese Air Force aircraft operating inDarfur
Serial  Type Quantity TN Role Remarks
1 Su-25 5 205, 207, 208, 210, 214 FGA/CAS Plus two writtefi-bil 204, 212
2 An-26 2 7706, 7715 Transport/(Light bomber)  See paragradh 1
3 Mi-17 3 543, 544, 546 Transport
4 Mi-24P/Mi-35 2-3 TN TBC Attack Not seen since May 2014
108. During the reporting period the Panel obserwwdhad credible evidence of,
the following Sudanese Air Force aircraft that weertainly based outside Darfur
and almost certainly providing logistical suppoot the national armed forces in
Darfur (see table 5).
Table 5
Summary of Sudanese Air Force transport aircraft spplying Darfur
Serial  Type Quantity TN/Civil registration Role Remark
1 An-12 2 9966/ST-KNR789977 Transport TN 9977 is a new sighting
2 An-26 2 7717,7719 Transport 7717 was based in Darfur duginl3
3 An-30 2 7704, 7708 Transport
4 An-32 3 7710/ST-ALM797720, 7721 Transport See paragraph 118 for use of TN 7720 in bomber.role
7721 is a new sighting
5 II-76 TD 2 ST-APS, ST-AZZ Transport See paragraph 130

32/134

C. Newly identified Sudanese Air Force assets indbfur

109. The Panel has evidence that the Su-25 markdd™N 205 was operating in
Darfur during 2011, but had not been reported dyrprevious mandates. It is
therefore reported as a new sighting (see figurdo®)the purpose of the present
report.

110. The Sudan has not submitted any exemptionestgufor the deployment to
Darfur of Su-25 with TN 205 to the Committee. Theptbyment of this aircraft is
therefore certainly a violation of the arms embabyoSudan.

78 This aircraft has dual military/civil registration
79 |bid.

14-65632



S/2015/31

14-65632

Figure 9
Su-25 (TN 205) operating from El Fasher Forward Qerating Base (May 2014)
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111. The Panel has evidence that the An-26 markiéid TN 7715 was operating in
Darfur during 2011, but it had not been reportedimy previous mandates. It is
therefore reported as a new sighting. The Sudannimasubmitted any exemption
requests for the deployment to Darfur of an An-26hwI'N 7715 to the Committee.
The use of this type of aircraft, for the resupplfy military equipment, or in the
improvised or designed bombing role (see para. 224jould constitute a violation
of the arms embargo by the Sudan. The Panel coedibe monitor the situation.

Military aviation operational levels and deploynents

Sukhoi Su-25 aircraft

112. During the current mandate, the Panel obsetwed to three Su-25 aircraft
simultaneously deployed in Darfur at the El FasHiemward operating base. In
December 2013, two Su-25s were present in El Fagiér201 and 214. The Panel
reported during previous mandates on the presen@mifur of Su-25s with TN 207,
208 and 21@®* The redeployment of TN 207, 208 and 210 to Dasfithout prior

authorization by the Committee is certainly a roativiolation of the arms embargo
by the Government of the Sudan. The Panel defihes iroutine as it is a regular

process that is determined by scheduled aircrafiviseg and maintenance
requirement$2

113. In the first half of the current mandate, thanel observed that the three
active83 Su-25s were fitted with two B-8M1 rocket launclperds each, which is the
parent launcher for the 80 mm S8-DM rockets (sgerg 10). However, during the

80 See als®/2014/87 paras. 107-116.

81 5/2011/11]1 para. 82 an&/2014/87 para. 85.
82 5/2014/87 para. 118.

83 TN 205, 207 and 208.
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latter half of 2014, the three actBeSu-25s present at El Fasher forward operating
base had been rearmed with UB-32 rocket launchetspavhich is the parent
launcher for the 57 mm S-5 rockets (see figure 11).

Figure 10
Su-25 (TN 207) on 31 May 2014 fitted with two B#31 rocket launcher pods

)

Su-25 (TN 210) on 28 October 2014 fitted with UB2 rocket launcher pods

Figure 11

114. The Panel continues to receive reports thaitime the use of attack/close air
support aircraft in air strikes on civilian targ@ts8¢ For example, the air strike on
26 April 2014 at Orschi almost certainly involveuetuse of Su-25 in their primary
offensive ground attack role (see paras. 59-61).

115. The Panel therefore finds that the Sukhoi Su&altack/close air support
aircraft are almost certainly used in Darfur inithgrimary role as attack/close air
support aircraft, in violation of paragraph 6 ofc8ety Council resolution 1591
(2005). The Government, by transferring these afitcinto Darfur, is certainly
routinely violating the sanctions imposed by the@éy Council.

84 TN 207, 208 and 210.
85 Confidential sources.
86 For the national armed forces’ rationale for thd#ployment, se&/2014/87 para. 95.
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Mil Mi-24 multi-role attack helicopters in Darfur

116. The Panel has evidence that either two oretiM&24 helicopters, of Mi-24P
or Mi-35 variants, were simultaneously deployedtla® Nyala forward operating
base until the middle of May 2014. The Panel hasidentified these aircraft as
being operational in Darfur since then, probablyaasesult of their deployment
elsewhere.

117. The Panel has no evidence that Mi-24 have aipdrfrom the airfields of
El Geneina, Tine and Zalingei, or the Kutum helipaduring the reporting period.

E. Antonov aircraft involved in “special operations” in Darfur

An-32 deployed in bomber configuration to Darfur

118. During the current mandate, the Panel obseinwvedtl Fasher that An-32
TN 7720 (manufacturer’'s serial number 2288yas equipped with four BDZ-34
hard points (coloured orange in figure 12 for digri each hard point is designed to
carry a 500 kg bomB? The aircraft was observed during the period of phevious
mandate, without such hard points fitted. The Pdrasd yet to obtain evidence that
An-32 TN 7720 has been used for offensive overtiighithin Darfur.

Figure 12
An-32 (TN 7720) as observed in Darfur in Novembe2013 (top) and in
May 2014 (bottom)

87 The Panel has not observed or received informattiat any (semi-) permanent support
equipment has been located at those four locatiamsg the current mandate, which means
these airfields currently lack the capability tgoport such aircraft.

88 Manufacturer’s serial number confirmed by the mfacturer.

89 5/2014/87 para. 116.
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Flight details on An-26 aircraft based in El Faskr

119. The Panel obtained information from a confitEnsource concerning the
flight patterns of the An-26 when leaving El Faskar “special operations” flights.
The standard practice is that aircrews communitia@ destination, estimated time
of arrival at the destination, flight enduraféend the number of people on board
to air traffic control prior to departure. The aiegv of the An-26 on such “special
operations” flights do not provide these detailatotraffic control.

120. The “special operations” flights differ fronther flights departing El Fasher in
that the aircraft maintain contact with air traffiontrol at El Fasher for the majority
of the flight. After departure, all other aircraétaving El Fasher, with the exception
of the Su-25, are advised to contact air traffimtcol at destination. On a few
occasions, the An-26 was told to “continue operndtiand requested to “report for
rejoining” by air traffic control. This means th#te aircraft had left El Fasher-
controlled airspace and was being ordered to ano®us return into that controlled
airspace.

121. The Panel has observed that “special opersitifiights return to El Fasher
after a flight time of two-and-a-half to four hourSuch flight times fall within the
endurance of the An-26, and the Panel is almodagethat on these, occasions the
An-26 remains airborne within Darfur.

122. On return to El Fasher, An-26 with TN 7706 wasard to use the term
“estimated time on target” to air traffic contréllthough the crew may have been
joking, such a term is only usually used by airentept, attack or bomber aircraft.
The term can also be used, but less routinely, bltary transport in the air
dispatch role.

123. The Panel has identified that, within daysaofspecial operations” flight,
reports often emerge of one or more air attacksuorg within the same time
frame that the aircraft was airborne. Such repddasot emerge when the El Fasher-
based An-26 aircraft is on the ground, or engagetdlansport or liaison flights.

An-26 in the improvised bomber role

124. The Panel obtained chronological imagery, l(iding figures 13A and 13B),

taken at El Fasher forward operating base on 2®l@et2014. This clearly shows a
forklift, loaded with four improvised air-deliverednunitions?l approaching the

An-26 aircraft with tactical number 7715. The intés almost certainly to load them
onto the aircraft.

90 The time period the aircraft can stay airbornéheut refuelling, for the An-26 a maximum

period of between 4.5 and 5.5 hours.

91 For previous analysis s&#2014/87 figure 16.
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Figures 13A and 13B
An-26 aircraft with tactical number 7715 being laded with improvised air-
delivered munitions at El Fasher forward operatingbase (28 October 2014)
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4:23:06:PM

125. The munitions being loaded onto the aircrak aertainly improvised air-
delivered munitions and are unpackaged. It is atneestain that they would never
be loaded this way for purely transportation pugmsSuch munitions can only be
dropped by rolling out of the large door locatedhe belly or aft of the fuselage, as
they have no suspension lugs. The El Fasher-base@6Aaircraft, with tactical
numbers 770% and 77153 are therefore highly suited to this task.

126. The Panel notes that the An-26 aircraft witlttical number 7706 has
manufacturer’s serial number 10404. This particugdrcraft was registered as
ST-ZZZ during 2006-2007. Another An-26 aircraft, thvi manufacturer's serial
number 10407, that crash-landed at El Fasher ir6268d whose wreckage was at
El Fasher airpor®? also used that registration number at the same.tifhe Panel

92 The An-26 aircraft with tactical number 7706 heesen observed in El Fasher in September and
October 2014.

93 The An-26 aircraft with tactical number 7715 teeen observed in El Fasher in May, June and
late October 2014.

94 In December 2013 the Panel asked the GovernnfethieoSudan if it could visit the derelict,
which “was written off by the Sudanese armed forves years ago”. In September 2014, the
Panel again requested permission from the actitigmal focal point to visit the derelict of
ST-ZZZ, but then observed on arrival in Darfur thiae wreckage had been moved. As the Panel
had seen it in May 2014, it is surmised that theetiet of An-26 ST-ZZZ (manufacturer’s serial
number 10407) was removed from El Fasher airpodune or July 2014.
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has always suspected that the main purpose of bawio An-26 registered as
ST-ZZZ was in an attempt to confuse observers asduise their involvement in
aerial bombardment®

127. The Panel therefore concludes that the An-2éraft with tactical numbers

7706 and 7715 are cargo aircraft that are almostaidy regularly used in an

improvised bomber role. The transfer to Darfur o€ls aircraft, when subsequently
used in an improvised bombing role, is therefomaadt certainly a violation of the
arms embargo by the Sudan. The Panel cannot disadbenprobability that An-26

aircraft with other tactical numbers are also useduch a role in Darfur.

128. The dropping of improvised munitions from aigi¢ of between 5,000 and
8,000 feet above the grou?fdfrom an aircraft that is not properly equipped fbe
bombing task (no proper release mechanism, no proglease orientation and no
proper target finding/locking system) leads to hjginaccurate bombing with a
large circular error probability.

129. Civilians and other civil targets are likety be hit using this highly imprecise
bombing method and, consequently, the Antonov Ana2th tactical numbers 7706
and 7715 are almost certainly operating in violataf the Protocol additional to the
Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relatinthe protection of victims of
non-international armed conflicts.

Supply flights with civil registered aircraft to Darfur

130. The Panel has observed, or obtained compeilifigrmation on, two civil
registered llyushin II-76TD transport aircraft, RS and ST-AZZ, which have
conducted military supply flights from Khartoum téyala, Geneina Sebera and
El Fasher during the current mandate. The Panehioétl information that the
flights were executed under military call sign GadD1. This call sign has been
previously mentioned in paragraphs 102 and 1038/8D07/584in relation to supply
flights for the national armed forces.

131. The Panel asked the Government to provideildeta two particular supply

flights observed by the Panel in Darfur during tiegorting period: (a) a supply
flight conducted by II-76TD, registered as ST-AZd,El Fasher on 11 August 2014;
and (b) a supply flight conducted to Nyala by 1T, with registration ST-APS, on

16 September 2014.

132. The Government responded that the flight onAligust 2014 conducted by
ST-AZZ was a flight “under request of the Ministof Defence to transport food
supplies from Khartoum to El Fashei”.Details such as the flight manifest, the
flight number or name of the operator were not jded to the Panel.

133. On the flight conducted on 16 September 20¢4SB-APS, the Government
responded that the flight was a “commercial fliglat'id provided the manifest. The

95
96

97

See als®/2007/584 paras. 200, 209 and 210.

Between 1,700 and 2,700 m is a safe height tp atd of range of ground fire. The average
elevation of Darfur taken into account, the airtrgberates at an altitude of 12,000 to 15,000
feet (4,000-5,000 m) above sea level, which isrtteximum altitude at which to operate with an
unpressurized cabin (owing to an opened aft door).

Letter dated 28 October 2014 from the Governnagliressed to the Panel.
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manifest reads that it was operated by Kush Aviatiader flight number KUH 1088
One package according to the manifest containss#bof 1,000 kg, which might
correspond with the two horses observed near theradt (see figure 14). Besides
the two horses, the Panel also observed a numbéxétechnicals, of which some
were painted in a camouflage scheme similar to tised by the national armed
forces, or armed groups supported by those forces.

Figure 14
II-76 TD ST-APS at Nyala airport on 16 September @14

134. The Panel has indeed obtained evidence thaARSY occasionally conducts

flights as KUH 105, however for most flights theaaft operates as Gadir 101. The
Panel was not able to verify the contents of Gdd@it flights by physical checks or

through a verification of the documentation thabshl accompany the payload. The
Panel continues to monitor the situation.

135. The manufacturer, llyushin Open Joint StockmPany, on its website?9
confirms that ST-APS has manufacturer’s serial nemb023409316, and ST-AZZ
has serial number 1023408265. The two aircraft hlagen previously mentioned
(see Panel repoi$/2007/584 paras. 97 and 98 and 102 and 208)n relation to
the supply of the national armed forces in DarfManufacturer’'s serial number
1023408265 was then operating under a differentistegion, XT-FCB. Panel
investigations continue.

VIIl. Violations of international humanitarian law and
human rights

136. In accordance with Security Council resoluti@i38 (2014), the Panel
investigated threats to stability in Darfur, vidtats of international humanitarian
law, sexual and gender based violence and allegatd the recruitment of children.

98 |bid.
99 See www.ilyushin.org/en/airworthiness/, accessed 6 November 2014.
100 Paras. 97, 98 and 102, 103.
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A. Attacks against the African Union-United Natiors Hybrid
Operation in Darfur

137. A total of 35 incidents of armed violence amsi African Union-United

Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID) persosinwere reported between
1 January and 31 October 2014. The incidents reduilh five fatalities and nine
injuries. This equates to a decrease of 30 per aedt 28 per cent, respectively,
compared against the 2013 statistics.

138. The killings of five United Nations peacekeep® Northern and East Darfur
during 2014 were the result of three separate itisl (see table 6).

Table 6
Summary of incidents resulting in African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur
fatalities, 2014

Date Location Fatalities Battalion Incident description Perpetrators
24 May Kabkabiya, North 1 RWANBATT 40 Peacekeeper was Commander of the
Darfur participating with armed group identified

team site Commander
in a government-
initiated mediation
process, 20 m outside
UNAMID team site

19 September El Daein, East 1 NIBATT 43 Peacekeeper was on Unknown
Darfur duty at an observation
post, inside the Sector
headquarters.
16 October Shoba (Korma), 3 ETHBATT13 Peacekeepers were orDescribed as Arab
North Darfur duty near a water militia, unknown
point, 0.2 km from the
team site

139. The continued attacks against UNAMID are htitdble to (a) general insecurity
in Darfur; (b) worsening economic conditions foethopulation; (c) weakness in the
rule of law, as demonstrated by the paucity of steeand prosecutions and the
resultant impunity; (d) a perception by criminatsit UNAMID personnel and objects
are easy targets; and (e) ineffective follow-upgases by stakeholders.

140. Of the 12 attacks reported by the Panel in320t& date, only one case has
resulted in an arredf! The Panel is unaware of any arrests made in 20itH w
respect to attacks against UNAMID that resultedfamalities. On 18 September
2014, the Special Prosecutor for Darfur Crimes sgstully prosecuted four men

101 See “Sudan confirms arrest of suspect involvekilling of UNAMID peacekeepers”Sudan
Tribune 1 January 2014, available at www.sudantribune/spip.php?article49419. The Panel
requested, but did not receive, an update on geEn following the arrest. Panel letter dated
14 September 2014 to the Government of the Sudan.
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for armed robbery and the rape of an internatietatf member of UNAMID, which
occurred in 2014.

141. Directing an attack against personnel anda§je? involved in a peacekeeping
mission “in accordance with the Charter of the @ditNations, as long as they are
entitled to the protection given to civilians angilian objects under the international
law of armed conflict”, is prohibiteé®3and such attacks constitute war crimes.

Attack against the African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur at
Kabkabiya (24 May 2014)

142. On 23 May 2014, an altercation occurred betwaeField Officeto4 of the
national armed forces and a group of Fur interndilgplaced person¥5 who had
allegedly threatened that Field Officer. On 24 M2 4, the Field Officer deployed
between 80 and 150 “armed men” to arrest those Wwaod threatened him the
previous day. The armed men were under the authadmmand and control of the
Field Officer106

Figure 15
Armed men near the African Union-United Nations H/brid Operation in Darfur
team site, Kabkabiya (24 May 2014%7
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143. Community leaders, at the request of the Gowent of the Sudan, were
invited, together with UNAMID and the Field Officeto mediate the crisis between
the Field Officer, his men and the internally despéd persons. The armed group
first opened fire on an unarmed community leaderd ahen when UNAMID
arrived, at UNAMID. In the subsequent exchange io¢ between UNAMID and
this armed group, one civilian, one UNAMID peacefreeand two armed men were
killed. Two community leaders and three peacekeepare injured.

144. The Panel is certain of the identity of thel&iOfficer who was responsible for
the gathering of the armed men and is almost cettsit (a) he was present during the
attack against UNAMID; and (b) he had command resfuility during the incident.

102 Such objects include installations, material tsimir vehicles.

103 |nternational Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC3tomary international humanitarian law,
rule 33.

104 A Field Officer being an officer in command, @arsing on the staff, of the rank of either Major,
Lieutenant Colonel or Colonel.

105 Official sources indicate that the internally glisced persons “belonged” to LIM. Letter dated
28 October 2014 from the acting national focal poin

106 The Government of the Sudan independently corddrthe above finding of the Panel. Ibid.

107 Confidential source.
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145. It is almost certain that attacks on the comityuleaders and subsequently, the
United Nations peacekeepers, were deliberate apdowvoked attacks that occurred
while they were providing support to a governmeritiated local mediation
process. Such actions are an impediment to thegfelaesolution of local conflicts
in Darfur, adversely affect the stability of Darf@® and violate international
humanitarian law (see table 10). Yet the Panel s acertain that this armed
violence was the result of the actions of an indlirl’s initiative and not as a result
of following deliberate or specific orders from thational armed forces.

146. The Panel recommends that the Committee censil designation in
accordance with paragraph 3(c) of Security Couresblution 1591 (2005%9°

Abduction of a United Nations peacekeeper in Nyal(9 March 2014)

147. On 9 March 2014, one United Nations peacekegddBATT 43) was
abducted 10 km from Nyala Sector headquarters whdewas driving a water
tanker, unescorted, from Dereige internally dispthgersons camp to UNAMID
Sector headquarters. The abductors, in two gredntdsghnicals, hijacked the water
tanker and abducted the peacekeeper. The abdudewrsanded ransom for his
release. He was held in captivity for 54 days. TRanel interviewed the
peacekeeper and commenced preliminary investigatiddowever, given that
internal investigations are ongoing, the Panel witit comment further. Attacks
against peacekeeping personnel and objects antdastage-taking of peacekeepers
are violations of international humanitarian lanwdagonstitute war crimeto

Abductions of humanitarian workers

148. Darfur withessed a spate of abductions fosoamin the first seven months of
2014. Civilian humanitarian relief personnel areotected against attack and
hostage-taking under international humanitarian ¥aw

149. Abductions are now carried out with impunity Darfur. The Panel finds the
lack of arrests a cause for concern, given that al¢horities interacted with
perpetrators while negotiating the release of hgesta Abductions in South Darfur
reduced significantly after the Governor of thatatet imposed emergency
regulations aimed at cracking down on criminalatyiin the area12

108 Under the provisions of Security Council resodmti2138 (2014), para. 14.

109 The detailed findings of the Panel, basis anteda for the recommendation, supporting
evidence and information concerning the identitgés$ out in Confidential Annex I.

110 Statute of the International Criminal Court, aki 8(2)(c)(iii), (e)(iii).

111 Customary international humanitarian law, rule 31

112 See para. 58.
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Figure 16
Summary of abductions of humanitarian workers inthe Sudan (2004-2014}-3
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Abduction at Nyala (6 July 2014)

150. In Nyala, South Darfur, on 6 July 2014, theetnational Organization for
Migration Head of Office in South Darfur was abdetttwhen gunmen driving in a
land cruiser intercepted him along the road betwd®AMID Sector headquarters
and Nyala towrt4 He was held in captivity for 20 days, during whitle was
periodically denied access to food and wat&rA ransom was demanded for his safe
release.

Abduction at Kutum (18 May 2014)

151. Between 1100 and 1200 hours on 18 June 20/s%,25 humanitarian workers,

travelling in four vehicles, were abducted in threeparate incidents by two

elements of the same armed grddp.Most were released within 24 hours of the
abduction with the exception of two SustainableidwtGroup employees (released
on 2 July 2014), two GOAL International staff (rated on 19 July 2014) and one
United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) staff membgeleased on 19 July

2014)117 Ransom was demanded for the safe release of flgetaderm abductees.

113 Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian AffaiHumanitarian Bulletin, 20 July 2014. While
this figure shows the total number of abducteehenSudan, the majority were abducted in
Darfur.

114 Information available from http://unamid.unmissgorg/Default.aspx?ctl=Details&tabid=
11027&mid=14214&ItemID=23681, accessed on 12 Novent014.

115 Confidential source.

116 The humanitarian workers were all locally empldystaff. Two groups from Sustainable Action
Group and GOAL were abducted approximately 5 knmfrigarakasala Village (30 km south of
Kutum) with the other group, (GOAL/UNICEF) beingdirted 1.5 km from the Kutum team
site helipad. The workers were engaged in a huraaait assistance mission when the
abduction took place.

117 Information available from www.unicef.org/medieédia_74444.html, accessed on 20 July
2014.
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152. The Panel, on the basis of credible infornmatand the results of its own
investigations, concludes that:

(a) It is almost certain that the abductors wemrgeting specific individuals,
based on individual and group discussions withahductorst18

(b) It is almost certain that the abductees reddgsrior to 19 July 2014 were
not physically abused and females were releaselerirst instance;

(c) Is almost certain that these were pre-planneaprdinated and well
targeted operations by the same armed group.

153. The deteriorating security situation duringsttperiod resulted in GOAL
scaling down its operation in Kutum. 13,000 indivéds used to benefit from GOAL
health service319

Deliberate or indiscriminate attacks against aiilians and
civilian objectst2o

154. The first six months of 2014 saw a patterndefiberate targeting of and/or

indiscriminate attacks on civilians with actual perceived allegiance to the armed
opposition groups, and sporadic attacks on thoseeped to be aligned to the

Government of the Sudan. The effects of this haaulted in 3,324 villages being
destroyed in Darfur over the five-month period syed by the Darfur Regional

Authority, from December 2013 to April 20241 There also has been a significant
increase in the number of displacements. There hbeen 431,291 reported

displacements up until 31 October 2014, of whiclpragimately 390,000 were

displaced in the first six months of the year. Tehdigures exceed previous annual
displacements since 2006 and demonstrate the dvemaact of the armed violence

on the civilian population.

118 The abductors concentrated and then segregagedrtiup on the basis of gender, job and
organization. Thereafter, they held individual intiews with most of the abductees.

119 Data from the Office for the Coordination of Humitarian Affairs.

120 This includes dwellings, residences, hospitalsdioal units, civilian means of transportation
and schools.

121 More information on the Darfur Regional Authorgyrvey available from
www.radiodabanga.org/node/76724, accessed on 302Dil4.

14-65632



S/2015/31

14-65632

Figure 17
Total number of new displacements in Darfur (1 Janary 2003-31 October 201422
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155. International humanitarian law prohibits deliite or indiscriminate attacks
against civilians, the civilian population and dia&h objects'23 It also prohibits
spreading terror among the civilian population amgosing civilians to dangers
associated with hostilitie®24 Collective punishment of a civilian population is
prohibited under all circumstances, including thallegiances to armed opposition
groups or the Government of the Sud&h.

Responsibility of the Government of the Sudan andssociated armed groups for
violations of international humanitarian law

156. The Panel is almost certain that the nati@raled forces, the Rapid Support
Forces and armed groups associated with the Gowarhof the Sudan carried out
attacks against civilians, the civilian populatiamd civilian objects. It is highly

probable that civilian communities were targeted aasesult of their actual or

perceived affiliations with armed opposition groups

157. In the incidents investigated, the Panel fitidat these forces capitalized on
existing inter-community and tribal differencesdrnder to solicit the support of local
militias or armed groups to attack the targetecerimally displaced persons and
resident communities. These attacks were associatddreports of cattle rustling,
looting of household material and the removal andstdiction of objects

122 Data from the Office for the Coordination of Humit@rian Affairs. Figures unavailable for

2005.

123 See table 9. Additional Protocol Il, article 1B(Statuteof the International Criminal Court,

article 8(2)(e)(i), (ii) and relevant customary law

124 Additional Protocol I, article 13(1) states tH#te civilian population and individual civilians

shall enjoy general protection against the dangeising from military operations”.

125 Additional Protocol I, article 4(2)(b) and custary international humanitarian law, rule 103.
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indispensable to the civilian populatié®® The Panel is almost certain that these
attacks had the tacit support or participationhaf hational armed forces.

158. The impunity with which these attacks haveetalplace, as identified in case
studies, reflects either the inability or unwillimgss of local authorities to protect
segments of the civilian population.

159. The Panel also agrees with a Government aseedsthat some attacks are
carried out by armed groups and criminal elementk no links to the Government or
to armed opposition groups. For example, in KobeA#llar and Kobe Al Ghadi, the

Panel finds that it is almost certain that armedugis took advantage of the local
insecurity created by parties to the conffiél. It is the responsibility of the

Government to maintain the rule of law and to poege those responsible for such
attacks.

160. See subsequent case studies on Khor AbecheBahkd for examples of
Government violations of international humanitarlaw.

Responsibilities of armed opposition groups forielations of international
humanitarian law

161. Reluctance by communities to incriminate theexd opposition groups means
that there is limited information on deliberateindiscriminate attacks carried out by
those groups on civilians, the civilian populati@ncivilian objects. Similarly, despite
Panel requests, the Government provides virtuadlynfiormation on this issue.

162. One example is the attack on 4 March 2014 rgafaweisha. It is almost
certain that SLA/MM carried out this attack, caugisignificant damage to the
civilian infrastructure. The resulting damage irbdd destruction of Government
institutions, the main locality store, many civilidhouses, vehicles and generators
for bore holes. SLA/MM also looted fuel from thecld fuel station. Over 81,000
people were displaced as a result of this attacklaweisha and the surrounding
areal28 These constitute violations of international huibaman law (see table 10)
and war crimes.

163. See case studies on Khor Abeche and KalmaXamples of violations of
international humanitarian law by armed oppositggoups.

126

127

128

These include foodstuffs, agricultural areastfoe production of foodstuffs, crops, livestock,
drinking water installations and supplies, andgation works. International humanitarian law
prohibits parties from attacking, destroying, renmavor rendering useless objects indispensable
to the civilian population. See Additional Protodbglarticle 14 and customary international
humanitarian law, rule 54.

Panel investigations into the looting and burn@igillages, schools and the medical clinic in
Kobe area in Korma, North Darfur, beginning on 2arkgh 2014 revealed that it is almost
certain that the attacks were carried out by argmdips identified by witnesses as “janjaweed”
and “hajjana” (armed men on camels). Villagers adjthat the armed men benefited from the
insecurity in the area created by the movemenhefRapid Support Forces through Birka and
surrounding areas on 21 and 22 March 2014.

Data from the Office for the Coordination of Humit@rian Affairs.
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Impact of armed opposition group activities on aiilian communities

164. It is a fact that some civilian communities) (re perceived to provide;
(2) voluntarily provide; or (3) are forced to proe the following to the armed
opposition groups:

(a) Information and logistical support;
(b) Finance, either as “taxation”, voluntary cabtitions or otherwise;

(c) The use of the internally displaced personsnga as political and
operating bases;

(d) A safe haven for members of armed oppositioougs who participate in
hostilities.

165. Armed opposition groups often integrate witltinilian communities either
(a) for tactical reasons or (b) because they umdtera dual role of supporting their
families as well as fighting for those groups. Cemsently, this translates into
families within the internally displaced personsmmes supporting the movements,
by providing food and shelter, as they are suppgrtheir family members. It is the
responsibility of the armed opposition groups tsume that their activities do not
expose the civilian communities to the dangers ditany operations, in accordance
with international humanitarian law. The eventKér Abeche on 22 March 2014
are an example of the consequences of such groamgslities in the internally
displaced persons camps.

D. Case study — attack on Khor Abeche internally splaced persons
camp (22 March 2014)

166. The attack on the Khor Abeche internally dadgeld persons camp on 22 March
2014 demonstrates the complex linkages between Glo@ernment, internally
displaced persons, armed opposition groups, looairaunities (Neteiga and Khor
Abeche}29 and local militias aligned to the Government. Aettime of the attack,
Khor Abeche was under the de facto control of armpposition groups.

Events preceding the attack

167. The attack on Khor Abeche was preceded by éwents, which are significant
in terms of their influence on the subsequent &tt@t 22 March:

(a) At approximately 1700 hours on 9 January 20depresentatives of
SRF30 were expected to meet in Khor Abeche. It is almmesttain that this event
contributed to the perception that the internaligpthced persons camp was used as
a base for armed opposition groups. The initialcpption arose as the local area

129 The population of Neteiga is composed primarilypersons from Misseria tribe, with actual or
perceived allegiance to the Government of the Sutiae the capital of the administrative unit.
Khor Abeche is composed primarily of persons of @&&g and Bergid tribes, with actual or
perceived allegiances to SLA/MM and other non-stgma movements. Following attacks on
their village several years earlier, persons frohbKAbeche settled as internally displaced
persons in front of the UNAMID team site. Khor Altecbelongs to the same administrative unit
as Neteiga.

130 Confidential source.
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was under de facto control of SLA/MM. The beliehtlthe camp was an operational
base for such groups contributed to the attackhenceamp on 22 March 2014;

(b) On 9 January 2014, during the meeting, an droenfrontation occurred
between a local “Arab” armed group leader (Abu Bgsand SLA/MM, which led
to the death of Abu Bashir and at least nine ofrhén. The Panel finds that:

(i) It is also almost certain that at least onenmaelonging to the Abu

Bashir group, was gravely injured but still alive 830 hours on 10 January
2014. 1t is almost certain that the armed oppositigroup denied him

appropriate medical care and that this contributeadr resulted in his death.
Yet SLA/MM sought treatment for their own injurech ® January 2014.

International humanitarian law requires that allunded be treated humanely
and entitles them to receive, to the fullest extpassible and with the least
possible delay, the medical care and attention irequby their condition. It

prohibits distinction between the wounded on angugids other than medical
ones. This is almost certainly a violation of intational humanitarian law
(see table 10) and a war crime;

(i) It is almost certain that the parties expéatthe death of Abu Bashir to
influence participants’ involvement in the attaak 22 March 2014 (see later);

(c) On 15 March 2014, Neteiga was subjected toaarial bombardment,
almost certainly by Su-25 aircraf$ The Panel finds that:

(i) It is highly probable that the air strike ré®d in injuries to one adult,
three children and damage to at least seven hoasdsto crops32 This
bombing was indiscriminate, a violation of interioatal humanitarian law and
constitutes a war crim&ss

(i) It is almost certain that Vice-President Hals Mohamed Abdel
Rahman, accompanied by senior officers of the maticarmed forces from
Nyala, visited Neteiga on 19 March 2014 followinget bombardment34
highly probably to apologize for the bombiags

(iii) It is possible that the intended target wasA/MM, who were probably
present in the locality of Khor Abeche at that tinTehe Government of the
Sudan subsequently claimed the attack was an émrguidance provided to
the pilot. The Government agreed to pay compensatio

(d) On 19 March 2014, in Dilba (near Netiaga), rthewas an armed
confrontation between the Government and SLA/MMsuléng in nine fatalities36
This supports the Government argument that SLA/MEkwactive in the area in the
days preceding the attack on Khor Abeche.

131 |dentified from imagery shown to witness.

132 Confidential source.

133 Statute of the International Criminal Court, aki 8(e)(i) and relevant customary law.

134 “Vice President’s visit to Neteiga”, from Al Raka.net. Sources stated that the bombing
angered the otherwise pro-Government populationessitating the high-level visit.

135 Sources in Neteiga and Khor Abeche collaborated bonfidential source of the Government of
the Sudan.

136 Confidential source.
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The attack on 21 and 22 March 2014

168. At approximately 1700 hours on 21 March 20ide internally displaced
persons in Khor Abeche were pre-warned of an immirstack on their camp and
UNAMID team site by relatives in Neteiga, SLA/MM ér'Janjaweed”. SLA/MM
also stated that they were no longer deployed & dhea and that the area would
therefore be effectively undefended. It is probathi@t advance warning of the attack
on 21 March 2014 was deliberately provided so awmittimize civilian casualtie&37

169. At approximately 1800 hours witnesses repothed one 4x4 technical entered
the camp, abducted one person and left the camfs lighly probable that this
individual was taken to obtain information on theegence of armed opposition
groups within the camp.

170. At approximately 1000 hours on 22 March 20lithesses observed five 4x4
technicals, highly probably reconnoitring the Kiddreche UNAMID team site from

Neteiga and Menawashi (southerly) directions. Twés followed by the main body
of 36 camouflaged 4x4 technicals, containing menniyaattired in military dress,

as well as two supply trucks and 15 motorcycleg fsgure 18).

Figure 18
Convoy at Khor Abeche (22 March 201438139

171. The Panel is certain that this convoy condisté members of the national
armed forces, as:

(a) Government sources stated that the attack direxted by the military
command in Nyala. The attack was described as atifte operation” as part of the
“Government strategy to fight rebels”. The Panalidf that the national armed
forces were almost certainly deployed in such gjtenin order to achieve its
operational aim;

(b) The uniforms of the men, the size of the conwnd the weapons
systems deployed (see paras. 67-78) almost ceytginint to a well-equipped
combat-ready patrol of the national armed forces;

(c) Vehicles in the convoy are flying what is alshaertainly the Sudanese
flag (see figure 6); and

(d) Imagery shows a vehicle with a Government leathgpe figure 19).

137 |t is alleged that some segments in Neteigauidiclg a local leader, opposed the attacks on
Khor Abeche and took measures to minimize casualtie

138 Confidential source.

139 See also figures 3, 5 and 6.
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Figure 19
Vehicle with Sudanese Armed Forces badge at Khébeche (22 March 201440
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172. A second armed group of over 100 armed menstlgnan civilian clothes,
mounted on camels, donkeys and horses immediat@lpwied the convoy. The
convoy deployed to the north and west, whereasathieed men deployed to the east
of the UNAMID team site. It is almost certain thhits was a planned and coordinated
deployment between the national armed forces andaramed militia, which took
30 minutes to effect.

173. It is almost certain that the group of armeshnmcluded Misseriya of Neteiga.
Nomadic leaders allege that the group included Mr&ribes hostile towards the
internally displaced persons as a result of theldedAbu Bashir (see para. 167).

174. At approximately 1030 hours, once the UNAMIE&am site was surrounded,
three bursts of fire were directed away from th&einally displaced persons camp
towards the mountains. This is a standard “recass@ice by fire” tactic designed
to provoke a response from any armed oppositionugsowithin, or defending, the
camp or local area. Once the armed group sensédheee would be no resistance,
they deployed towards the village from all direasoin a manner that allowed the
witnesses to believe that what followed was a welbrdinated and premeditated
attack.

175. The Panel has seen compelling evidence ofaiteqtlanned and deliberate
arson, using multi-point ignition throughout thdlage, almost certainly designed to
ensure the effective destruction of a large parthe village (see figure 20). The
arson resulted in the destruction of 80 per certhefvillage.

140 Confidential source.
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Figure 20
Results of arson at Khor Abeche (22 March 201431

176. The attack lasted approximately three houusind which the perpetrators also
looted personal and household belongings (see didilr). Prior to the arson, the
perpetrators also deliberately vandalised and hatemmunity assets, including the
grinding mill, school, health centre and water purdpring the attack, an 80-year-old
visually handicapped man was burned to death. TéeePis certain that both the
national armed forces and the armed men participiatehe looting and destruction.

Figure 21
Looting at Khor Abeche (22 March 2014342143

141 Confidential source.
142 Confidential source.
143 See also figure 19.
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177. At approximately 1300 hours, in what was phblysa pre-determined signal to
end hostilities, further bursts of gunfire were tteand the armed groups withdrew
towards the direction of Menawashi.

178. On the same day, between 1800 and 1830 hfivesndividuals, including the
community leader of the internally displaced persoand two minors, were
abducted from four locations in and around the cah® two minors were released
the same day. It is highly probable that the comityuleader was tortured during
interrogation to obtain information on the locatiof Abu Bashir’'s gravé#4 The
three persons were released, after 24 days inwgptnd a ransom had been paid
for their release. It is highly probable that aadé one identified perpetrator resides
in Neteiga administrative unit.

179. The Panel therefore finds that:

(a) It is almost certain that UNAMID personnel wemot the intended target
in the attack, as no aggressive action was takamagthe UNAMID team site;

(b) It is almost certain that the national armeatcés and armed men,
including those from the Neteiga locality, partiatpd in a joint attack;

(c) Itis almost certain that a group with linlsAbu Bashir was involved in
the abduction of individuals, and probable thatytparticipated in the attack;

(d) It is almost certain that both the Governmefitthe Sudan and their
allied armed groups were responsible for the laptend deliberate attack on
civilian objects and for the destruction of objeatslispensable for the survival of
the civilian population, such as food stuff and dseThese are violations of
international humanitarian la¥#>

Events subsequent to the attack

180. By 1 June 2014, an official investigation hreat yet been initiated at the local
level into the looting and destruction. In a Sepbem2014 meeting with the Panel,
local authorities emphasized that reconciliationwsen the two communities was
more important than seeking justice.

181. On 11 July 2014, the Government deployed potir Khor Abeche, after an
absence of several years. In meetings in Septer2béd with the Panel, the
residents of Khor Abeche stated that they welcontbe presence of the
Government, citing improved security conditions,emsas in May 2014 community
leaders had categorically refused any interactioithwthe Government. The
community rejected any possibility of reconciliatizvith the community in Neteiga
locality until their livestock, which were stolerudng the attack on 22 March 2014,
was returned.

182. The Panel afforded the Governmigftand a leader of the Misseriya
community in Neteiga the opportunity to reply toetlabove allegations. The

144 Given the hostilities on 9 January 2014 betwekA/$IM and the Abu Bashir group, members

of his tribe refused to accept his body the next dde body was then buried by UNAMID.

145 See table 10. It is also a war crime under tleudé of the International Criminal Court,

article 8(2)(e)(v).

146 | etter of 17 October 2014 to acting national flogaint.
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Government did not respond and the Misseriya conmitgueader denied that they
were involved.

Case study — attack on Birka, North Darfur, on20 March 2014

183. Birka was a model village constructed with B\daeague funding in 2010 to
encourage voluntary returns to the area.

184. At approximately 0830 hours on 20 March 20a4significant number of
vehicles, identified as belonging to an armed ojpas group, transited Birka in
what villagers described a regular event. Duringirtthransit, the group purchased
small goods from a shop in Birka. The group did wain residents that the national
armed forces were behind the group. The groupdeé broken truck outside Birka.

185. Between 1430 and 1500 hours, a large numbeRabid Support Force
vehicles, identified by unit signs, entered Birkarh the same direction as the
armed opposition. The forces then cordoned offviliage.

186. At approximately 1700 hours, a search for #@irened opposition group
commenced. Witnesses reported looting and asshultgroups of 2 to 20 members
of the Rapid Support Forces (RSF) during these cdwa;, which continued for
several hours. The soldiers were identified as “RSRArabs” or “non-Sudanese”
based on the dialect spoken.

187. During the night, a man was killed by the RbB@upport Forces while
protecting his daughters from a possible rape.dwalhg this death, a Commander
of the Rapid Support Forces visited the house guagized for the death caused
by his men.

188. During the looting and assaults, a communégder, who consulted with a
second Commander of the Rapid Support Forces, cstidnat they both agreed to
divide the village into four protective sectors, thvieach sector under the
responsibility of one of the four of the Rapid SoppForce Commanders. A
community leader stated that the measures takethdysecond Commander of the
forces proved effective and that no further vicdas were reported in his sector.

189. On the morning of 21 March 2014, the first Rlaupport Force Commander
re-visited the house of the deceased, participateduneral rituals, paid 2,000
Sudanese pounds and promised to pay blood moneyoapmuanish those responsible.
A third Commander addressed the people in the masqu

190. During 20 and 21 March 2014 the three abovetmaed Commanders of the
Rapid Support Forces confirmed that:

(a) There were four Rapid Support Force CommanueBirka that night.
(b) The Rapid Support Forces were pursuing theedropposition groups;

(c) The forces had previous information that armepposition group
members could be found in four villages, includBigka;

(d) The forces were compelled to rest in Birka ronght because military
regulations prohibited movements after dark;
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(e) The forces were present to help the people modto attack them.
However, it had not been possible for them to cointhe large number of men on
the night of 20 March.

191. The Rapid Support Force Commanders requediat geople stay in the
village and assured them that the forces woulddeav 21 March 2014.

192. The Panel finds that it is almost certain thihé Rapid Support Force
Commanders attempted to prevent attacks againgiacis and civilian property, but
that the soldiers committed violations wheneverythgere outside the direct
oversight of the commanders.

193. On 21 March 2014, the Rapid Support Forces Bafka. Later that evening,
and for several days after, an armed group underl¢ladership of an identified
“Arab” leader in the region, arrived in Birka andirsounding areas. The group
looted livestock and other household goods overrnégt few days, set fire to the
huts and compelled villagers to leave the area.

194. The Panel interviewed individuals from thersunding villages of Usbani,
Sarafaya, Jonjona and Abu Senaith, who confirmed the Rapid Support Forces
were in Birka and the local area. They also ideadifthe “Arab” leader and
confirmed that his group had destroyed their vilag

195. The Panel interviewed victims and witnessesmfrBirka in El Fashir,
Khartoum and Korma. The Panel did not visit Birkachuse the 150 families
resident in Birka were all displaced as a resulthaf attack.

196. The Panel continues to investigate this incid& summary of the violations
of international humanitarian law arising from thigack is included in table 10.

Case study — disturbances in Kalma internally tsplaced persons
camp, South Darfur

197. Kalma internally displaced persons camp hamjpulation of approximately
126,000 people and is one of the largest such cam@3arfuri47 It is a highly
politicized camp, with known allegiances to Abduakivd.

198. It is highly probable that political advisasg Abdul Wahid-48 arrived in Kalma
on 27 August 2014. It is probable that this gromgauraged the internally displaced
persons to conduct mass demonstrations again§&dkernment of the Sudan so as to:

(a) Provoke the Government into using force adatins internally displaced
persons, at a time when international attention feasised on the national dialogue
between the Government and the armed oppositioaggohoping that the resultant
media coverage may hinder the national dialoguachvAbdel Wahid opposes;

(b) Demonstrate unity among SLM/AW supporters, egivthe disunity
reported in its ranks.

199. On 4 September 2014, the national armed foecésred and left the camp at
Kalma, without incident. On 5 September 2014, destations began in the camp,

147 Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian AffaiHumanitarian Bulletin Sudan, Issue 44,

2 November 2014.

148 | eader of SLM/AW and SLA/AW.
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allegedly to protest against the incursion by tbhecés into the camp. This resulted
in the death of one female as a result of gunshotinds and injuries to at least
three other civiliang49,150

200. The Panel finds that:

(a) It is almost certain that the national armexcés entered the camp
without incident, on probably four previous occasp between 14 August and
4 September 2014;

(b) It is almost certain that protesters, mostlgmen, carried Abdul Wahid
posters and chanted “One Abdel Wahid: one commuitying the protest;

(c) Itis possible, given the level of organizatineeded to produce posters,
and the fact that the Government had earlier edténe camp without incident, that
the protests were premeditated and were not a apeous reaction to the entry of
the Government on 5 September 2014;

(d) Itis highly probable that those supportingd&b Wahid had an important
role in organizing the demonstrations.

201. The Panel understands that the alleged regudsfbdel Wahid to organize

this demonstration and to collect financial conations from the camp has caused
friction within the camp, mainly between Fur leasi@nd other community leaders.
There is a strong segment within the camp thatsteghe use of the camp to further
the political agenda of Abdel Wahid. This incideagain illustrates the potential

risks and hazards to the civilian population of tmmsequences of association with
armed opposition groups.

Sexual and gender-based violence

202. Incidents of sexual and gender-based violerarginue unabated since 2013,
particularly when women go to collect water or fiteod or are involved in farming.
Children are particularly vulnerable to incidents apportunistic sexual violence,
both outside and inside internally displaced pesseamps. Sexual violence and
physical assaults are also reported when newlylaiga women temporarily return
to their villages to collect their belongings. Adtigh sexual violence is alleged
during attacks, it is more difficult to obtain vBable information of these attacks,
because the displacement and lack of qualified oedpersonnel do not enable
victims to seek medical care within the stipulatixde.

203. The Panel is aware of the allegations of nrape in Tahbit, North Darfur on
31 October and 1 November 2014 and will continuentmitor the situation.

204. The social stigma associated with sexual vioée because of the nature of the
crime and the social, cultural, economic and religi implications, at times, makes
affected communities and officials more comfortallgh denial. Officials of the
Government of the Sudan argue that survivors’ iligbior the communities’
unwillingness to identify perpetrators (for exampller security reasons) contributes

149 Confidential sources.
150 The death resulted from a shooting. The originhaf shots is unclear. Some accuse law

enforcement officials, while others state that shmfy have originated from locals at the
marketplace, who intended to disperse the protesiad prevent looting.
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to the lack of arrests. Yet, if, at the officialvid, measures were taken to concede

that incidents of sexual violence occur and to\adti seek and prosecute those
responsible, it could contribute to combating thapunity that allows these
violations to continue unabated.

Implementation of the travel ban and assets &eze

205. In accordance with paragraph 3 (d) of its hetson 1591 (2005), the Security

Council requires all States to prevent entry intdransit through their territories of

individuals designated by the Committee. The primvis of paragraph 3 (e) of the

resolution require all States to freeze all funfisancial assets and economic
resources on their territories that are controldéabctly or indirectly by designated

individuals, or that are held by entities contrdllley those individuals or by persons
acting on their behalf. All States, particularlyotfe in the region, are required to
report on the specific steps they have taken tolémgnt the measures imposed by
paragraphs 3 (d) and 3 (e) of the resolution.

206. The Panel has addressed requests to relevantbir States and entities for
any information available to them on the implem¢iota of the measures imposed
by resolution 1591 (2005). This information is ned@t, as it enables the Panel to
determine the efficacy of the implementation of tlsanctions imposed on
designated individuals.

Ongoing investigation into designated individubs

207. In paragraph 1 of its resolution 1672 (2006)26 April 2006, the Security
Council designated four individuals. Investigatiotsntinued for (a) the purpose of
identifying assets; (b) establishing cases of \tioles of the travel ban; and
(c) following up on violations identified in PanedportS/2014/87151

208. The Government of the Sudan has not yet takey steps towards
implementing paragraph 3 (e) of resolution 15910&)) nor has it requested, or
received, an exemption from the assets freeze fittanCommittee to make salary,
pension or allowance payments, as reported in Paepbrt S/2013/79 The
Government has categorically indicated that thecBans cannot apply at the
domestic level in the absence of a judicial deaisio

Sheikh Musa Hilal Abdalla Alnsiem

209. The Panel continues to verify additional imi@tion on possible violations of
the travel ban by Sheikh Musa Hilal Abdalla Alnsierie has stated to the Panel

that he had travelled to the United Arab Emirat@2013. The Panel has addressed

several communications to the authorities in thetéthArab Emirates over the past
year, but no response has been received. It wasvaldbally raised during a visit by
the Panel to the United Arab Emirates on 4 Noveni#fdr4.

210. In addition to this possible violation of theavel ban, official government
sources in Chad confirm that Sheikh Musa Hilal &léed to Chad to attend the
second conference for peace, security and peacefexistence in Darfur, held at

151 5/2014/87 11 February 2014.
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Um Jaras from 29 to 31 March 2014. The Panel hashad the opportunity of
meeting Sheikh Musa Hilal so as to get his respamsehis issue. The Panel has
formally requested further details from the Goveemnhof Chad and a response is
awaited. Nevertheless, based on media reports hadconfirmation by official
government sources in the course of meetings wiéhRanel, the visit to Um Jaras
in March 2014 is almost certainly a violation ogttravel ban.

211. Sheikh Musa Hilal is on recd®® as having stated that he made trips to four
countries recently. There is no record of any cophfaving requested an exemption
from the Committee.

Jibril Abdulkarim Ibrahim Mayu (also known as Tek )

212. In paragraphs 179 and 180 $f2014/87 the Panel identified a possible
violation of the travel ban in connection with taetry of Jibril Abdulkarim Ibrahim

Mayu into N’'Djamena in October 2013, and reportedttChadian authorities are
investigating the aforementioned violation of thmavel ban. The Panel is still
awaiting the result of this investigation from th@overnment of Chad and
reminders have been sent.

Adam Yacub Sharif

213. The Panel has yet to receive any documentaogfpto confirm that Adam
Yacub Sharif is deceased, as was reported in RapertS/2013/79

Implementation by the Sudan

214. The National Coordination Committee of the &oment of the Sudan for the
implementation of Security Council resolution 15@1005) reiterated the inability
of the Government to implement the travel ban amel assets freeze or designate
individuals without appropriate court orders. Thiewther informed the Panel that
they had concerns about the implementation of tlssets freeze, as in so
implementing the freeze, the Government may breseberal provisions of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political RightThe Government concern
stems mainly from the fact that the designated viuilials were not provided an
opportunity to defend themselves during the dedignaprocess. The Government
authorities are concerned that this may be a vimtabf the basic human rights of
the designated individual.

Implementation by Member States

215. In the light of the evidence and informatioregented in the current and
previous reports, violations of the travel ban aregular occurrence and reflect the
current level of implementation by all Member Statdéember States are required
to take the measures for implementation and enfoetd. Moreover, there are very
clear provisions for the Committee to grant exemipsi, as set out in paragraph 3 (f)
of resolution 1591 (2005), with a well-defined pedare elaborated in the

“Guidelines of the Committee for the Conduct of Mgork”. The fact that the

Committee has not received any such request, ahdeyéain designated individuals
continue to travel freely, reflects the continuezhsimplementation of this aspect of

152 Article available from www.sudantribune.com/spipp?article41521, 6 February 2012,

accessed 16 November 2014.
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the sanctions regime. The Panel is of the view,thatmatter what the justification
for travel, unless a request for exemption is pnése before the Committee, which
then determines whether it is an appropriate caseould clearly be a violation of

the relevant provision of resolution 1591 (2005).

Commercial air travel

216. The Panel initiated enquiries with the 13ia@$ that fly between the Sudan and
other countries, in order to obtain any evidenceviolations of the travel ban and

receive indications of the sources of finance & designated individuals. Responses,
in the negative, have been received from six adinSeven airlines have not yet
responded, despite two reminders. Two of the adinthat operate flights to the

United Arab Emirates from the Sudan have not redpdnthese airlines are obvious
options for recent travel by Sheikh Musa Hilal AbdaAInsiem to Dubai.

Asset freeze

217. The Panel has yet to identify any assets eithethe name of designated
individuals or in the name of anyone acting on thethalf. A detailed request for
information was made to the Government of the Sudarwhich a response is still
awaited.

B. Financing of armed groups

218. Pursuant to paragraph 14 of resolution 2138142, the Panel was mandated
by the Security Council to enquire into the finamgiand role of armed, military and
political groups in attacks against UNAMID persohireDarfur.

219. The Panel met the group Savana, and its leédieRizeigallah, in Darfur on
19 October 2014. The leader of the group signedaxe deal with the Government of
the Sudan on 14 January 2013, and is presentlyddasél Daein. Ali Rizeigallah has
denied participation in the attack on UNAMID on 28d 19 April 2013. He is the
only one in his group who has received a rank (tdeant) from the Government
pursuant to the agreement. The Panel investigatitm the funding of the Savana
armed group (se®/2014/87 paras. 127-133) and the attack is still ongoing.

220. The Panel initiated an analysis of criminatidties (armed robberies and
“passage tax” — see annex X) in Darfur in orderdentify trends, perpetrators and
funding opportunities for armed groups. The pergtetr is rarely identified in
reports and the terms “unidentified armed men” militia” are widely used.

221. The analysis shows that, in the first haltlod year, there were regular attacks
on World Food Programme (WFP) trucks and quantitie$oodstuffs were looted.
These attacks indicate: (a) a lack of food suppieesormal markets; and/or (b) an
increase in the use of armed force by armed greombtain basic supplies.

222. From August to October 2014, there have besgular carjackings. North
Darfur recorded the highest number of incidents,smaf which targeted United
Nations agencies and international non-governmesrigdnizations.

223. The local population has also been targetedctiminals, mainly through
armed robbery and the rustling of livestock.
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Financing of armed groups through illegal vehicleeheckpoints

224. The Panel, while scrutinizing other potenti®dthods of resource mobilization
by, or on behalf of, the armed groups operatingDarfur, has identified this

particular area, which is well organized.

Main supply routes
225. The main supply routes from El Fasher are showfigures 22A to 22C.

Figures 22Ato C
Main supply routes from El Fasher
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226. Table 7 summarizes the main supply routesir thezards and some of the
criminal activities used to raise revenue.

Table 7
Summary of main supply routes
Colour/code
From Via To (figures 22A-C) Armed group control Tariffs/tolls/incidents
El Fasher Shangil Tobaya  Pink [3] SLA/AW Fuel, food and sugar
SLA/MM
Abu Zereiga  Shangil Tobaya Nyala Pink [3] SLA/AW SDG 1,000 + 100L fuel
per truck
SLA/MM
El Fasher Kutum Green [7] Janjaweed SDG 3,000 per truck
Small tribal
armed groups
Kutum Dor Anka Fateh Borno Green [7] Janjaweed SHM®0/4,000 per
truck
Fateh Borno Um Baru Tine Green [7] SLA/MM SDG 1,500 annual fee
LIM Regular payments to
armed opposition group
camps
El Fasher Kornoi Tine Green [7] SDG 600 per trpek
vehicle checkpoint
El Fasher Kebkebiya Yellow [6] Janjaweed Checkpoigvery 10 km
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From

Colour/code
Via To (figures 22A-C)  Armed group control Tariffs/tolls/incidents

Nyala

Nyala

Zalingei

El Daein Blue [4] Rezeigat and
Ma’alia tribal
armed groups

Zalingei Red [5] SLA/AW SDG 1,000/1,200 per
truck plus food and fuel

El Geneina Red [5] Tribal armed
groups (Popular
Defence Forces)

14-65632

Toll fees

227. On the route from Fateh Borno to Tine, via a@rand Um Baru, vehicles have
to pay a toll to each rebel camp vehicle checkpthely pass. The groups are mainly
SLA/MM, but there are also some JEM factions. Tinawal toll fee is SDG 1,500
(US$ 263)153 which is collected at either the Orschi or Abu Gancheckpoints. A
receipt is given, which has to be shown each tingettuck travels on this route. Three
sample receipts were obtained by the Panel, tweha¢h were issued by SLA/IMM —
one probably dated 9 November 2013 and the othEBgbfuary 2014 — and one was
issued by LIM, dated 17 February 2014 (see exampf@®duced in annex XV).

Vehicle checkpoints
228. All the main factions in North Darfur have \vektablished vehicle
checkpoints, as illustrated in table 8.

Table 8
Examples of illegal checkpoints

Colour/code
Serial Route Illegal checkpoint (figures 22A-C) Operated by

1 To Kutum Donkey Shata Green [7] SLA/MM
SLA/AW

Kafowt Green [7] Free Will

Shegennahara Green [7] Arab militia
To Kabkabiya Ingolo Yellow [6] SLA/MM

Kaora Yellow [6] SLA/AW

o o B~ W DN

Iddanabak Yellow [6] Arab militias

229. Examples of the illegal vehicle checkpointiwty in North Darfur, almost
certainly operated by SLA/MM, are in table 9.

153 Current official exchange rate is approximatel$$1.00 = SDG 5.70.
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Table 9
Examples of illegal checkpoint activity
Colour/code
Date Checkpoint (figures 22A-C) Convoy Tax Fuel
14 July Tangarara Pink [3] 8 commercial trucks SD&;000 total Yes
17 July Thabit Pink [3] World Food Programme SDG 3,000 per vehicle 210L
contracted
21 August  Tangarara  Pink [3] UNAMID escorted SD®@JiEr vehicle No

230. If the toll is not paid, then the system iattthe vehicle is hijacked. Subsequent
release of the vehicle involves a phone call todlmer, with instructions to pay the
ransom to a local nominated individual. The usea&l is SDG 200,000, which is worth
paying as a new truck would cost SDG 1,200,000.

231. In Nyala, South Darfur, the activities of tlamed groups have recently
decreased, probably because of stricter measurdsirpuplace by the local
government. The magnitude of the incidents haselsmad by between 60 per cent
and 70 per cent since the measures were introduideal government now provides
escorts on certain routes, but this involves a wgitime of up to 15 to 20 days,
until a convoy is formed. This is sometimes impre&t when the truck is loaded,
and the waiting time also increases the cost ofifass. There is a government
escort from Nyala to Zalingei once a month. On dehut — El Daein — Nyala
route there is a government escort specificallyftml tankers, which is designed to
deny the armed opposition groups easy access to fue

232. UNAMID provides convoy escorts for WFP matériacluding from El Fasher
to Um Baru, Kabkabiya and Shangil Tobaya. Some mairsuggested that
UNAMID protection is probably not very effectives &ach escort only consists of
three UNAMID vehicles, thus drivers paid the tollsNAMID stated that there were
only three occasions, in July 2014, when the dsvarsisted on paying the toll
demanded by the armed opposition groups, despite phtrol commander’s
instructions to the contrary. The drivers felt thas they travel regularly on these
routes, it would be better to comply rather thaoefaghe consequences. Since then,
UNAMID has issued strict instructions to the agexsciin Khartoum for
implementing a system of non-payment. The Paneb disds that it is almost
certain that the UNAMID convoy protection is faregter than that claimed above.
There were no incidents involving UNAMID convoys Beptember and October
2014.

233. The data provided in the present report adcative of the profitability of
this venture. The Panel has not been able to estitiee average number of trucks
per route per month, as no accurate data are dNaildlevertheless, the Panel finds
that it is highly probable that an armed group cdopbtentially make in excess of
US$10,000 per month. This is probably one of thestmionportant sources of
internal revenue for the armed opposition groupd atier armed groups.
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X.

A.

Political process and progress towards removing
iImpediments to the peace process

Progress of the Doha Document for Peace in Danf

234. The implementation mechanism for the Darfutteinal dialogue and
consultation was finalized in 2014. After plannednsultations with some 9,600
representatives of civil society? the consultation is expected to become an
element of the National Dialogue. A Truth, Justared Reconciliation Commission
has also been established.

235. The Justice and Equality Movement (JEM/Dabajigs gradually been
integrated into the central Government, but theirtigipation in governance within
the Darfur Regional Authority, as well in the Darftepresentative bodies, is still
pending. JEM/Dabajo has concluded an agreementecnrdy arrangements that
involves the integration of 3,750 of its membertithe national armed forces and
police. This integration is to take place in thr@éemonth phases, each involving
1,350 individuals, the process has already begun.e&rly November 2014,
breakaway factions from JEM, SLM/MM and SLM/AW j@d as parties to the
Doha Document for Peace in Darfur.

236. The Government of the Sudan has undertakepato $158 million to the
Darfur Regional Authority in 2014, in the form ofl@ter of credit, for the financing
of 756 microprojects. This credit is the first iabhent of the commitments entered
into for 2012, 2013 and 2014 (of a total value 808 million).

237. The State of Qatar has financed the delivdrgasic social services for some
20,000 persons per programme in model villageshm five states of Darfur. On
21 September 2014, the Qatar Development Fund digmme agreement with the
United Nations Development Programme for the finagcof 19 consolidated
projects under the foundational and short-termvatogis ($88.5 million).

Delays in implementing the Doha Document

238. Several of the agreed commitments have yetedmplemented. There has
been no progress on power sharing (the allocatib@0oper cent of posts in the
national administration to Darfurians), nor the diag of a referendum on the
permanent administrative status of Darfur. No meghil measure has yet been
taken with respect to the nomadic peoples. The reffof the Darfur Land

Commission, the Voluntary Return Committee and ta&untary Return and

Resettlement Commission have all stalled owinghe ¢ndemic insecurity in the
region.

239. The timetable for the security arrangemenistirgg to the planned integration
of three battalions of the Liberation and Justicevdment (LJM) into the national
armed forces and police was updated on 25 Febr2@ty and was implemented in
November 2014. The delay led to the defection ahea40 individuals from LIM
and has accentuated existing internal divisions.7C®eptember 2014, an intensive
exchange of gunfire took place at the Darfur RegloAuthority headquarters in

154 Qatar has allocated $1.7 million for the holdiwfgthe consultations.
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El Fasher between supporters of the Chair of thehéuty and critics of the
security arrangements committee of the Authority.

240. The combination of insecurity and the economiétsis is hampering the

implementation of robust rehabilitation and devefgmt programmes. People are
left to fend for themselves, poverty is increasargl frustration is growing owing to

the absence of any tangible peace dividend. A fealdvey conducted by UNAMID

revealed a population sceptical about the commitmeh parties to the Doha

Document and armed movements to ending conflict.

Impediments to the implementation of the Doha Bcument and
peace process

241. In addition to the inertia of the Governmerittbe Sudan and the Darfur
Regional Authority, the implementation of the Dobacument faces both internal
and environmental challenges.

242. The despondency within the Darfur Regionalhduity and LIM is a reflection
of an institutional crisig55 Officials are critical of the management of thetAarity
by its leadership. In particular, they criticize) (the indifference of the civilian
leaders to the LIM ex-combatants; (b) the explmitabf tribal loyalties, which works
to the detriment of the representation of certaibes within the leadership and the
subsidiary bodies; and (c) policy alignment withatthof the dominant party, the
National Congress. A prominent leader of the Aultypr the Minister for
Reconstruction, Development and Infrastructure, Edgine Bashir Niam, tendered
his resignation to the President of the Sudan oBeptember 2014. The former
Minister has taken the DRA leadership to task fauthoritarian management, failure
to consult relevant stakeholders (only two meetingesre held in 13 months, as
opposed to the monthly meetings that should havenbleeld), refusing to heed
warnings, delays in the implementation of the s#guarrangements, interference in
the various bodies and confusion over their powexgaknesses in launching
development projects (which accounts for the retéeeof international donors) and a
lack of responsible officials in the Darfur Recanstion and Development Funds$

243. Furthermore, the precarious security situatisna structural factor that
constantly undermines the implementation of the ®Btocument.

244, During the first half of 2014, Darfur expereed an escalation of armed
violence, marked by:

(a) Sporadic fighting between armed oppositionug® and the national
armed forces (Sudanese Armed Forces)/Rapid Suppoces;

(b) Terror created by the militias;
(c) Recurring tribal fighting;

(d) Violations of international humanitarian lawramitted by armed groups
that are difficult to identify;

155 The President of the Darfur Regional Authorit)kacwledges the existence of a malaise within

his movement (interview in the daily newspapédarida 19 October 2014).

156 Confidential sources.
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(e) Banditry and crime (kidnapping, rape, carjackirobbery);
(f) Attacks on UNAMID personnel.

245. The armed violence has had a poisonous effiecll areas (political, military,

economic and social). It has heightened the sufterbf tribal communities,

displaced inhabitants, torn the social fabric, tedthe destruction of villages and
infrastructure and caused damage to the ecosystem.

246. Although SLA/MM157 SLA/AK and the SLA/AW have all been active,
conducting and coordinating their attacks, theyehawot obtained the results they
had hoped for. In response to attacks by these érapposition groups, which
continue to proclaim their capacity to overturn tlegime in short order “using all
possible means”, the Government of the Sudan nwdalliits military and security
apparatus. The national armed forces reacted inuaep 2014 by deploying the
Rapid Support Forces in Darfur and it continuedcaspaign of air strikes.

247. The politicization and militarization of theiltes means that communal
fighting continues unabated. Currently, this is nigi between Arab tribes in
competition for access to natural resources orudspover political leadership.

248. Despite the ongoing criminal acts and occadiaiitacks against UNAMID
forces, the second half of 2014 has so far seerirtttitional reduction in violence
as a result of the rainy season (July to Septembéw stakeholders’ involvement in
preparations for the National Dialogue may havep dlfluenced the reduction in
violence. Attacks by SLA/MM and SLA/AW in localizeateas have lessened. These
attacks do not have any strategic significance émaot affect the balance of power
in any way. The leader of SLM/AW continues to ma&ecasional use of his
supporters in the camps for internally displacedspas in Kalma (South Darfur)
and Golo (Central Darfur), but he faces internadséint from civilian as well as
military officials. Meanwhile, in October 2014, thkeader of SLA/MM faced
opposition from 26 field commanders and a numbeciwgilians, who criticized his
poor administrative and financial management of Mh@vement. Dissidence within
SLA/AW and SLA/MM has weakened both these movements

249. The geographical area of the tribal clashes become less widespread since
July 2014. There is now a relative lull among thanw tribes that fought bitterly in
2013 and the first few months of 2014. The Paned hated persistent tensions
between the Arab tribes of Ma'alia and the RizeigatEast Darfur. Repeated
attempts by the Darfurian (Darfur Regional Authgréind the Governor) and central
(Government of the Sudan) authorities and civilisbcleaders have failed to lead
to a negotiated settlement. Clashes between théhBior Rezeigat (Abbala) and the
Beni Hussein in El Sereif region, located in theaof Jebel Amir (North Darfur),
the exclusive domain of Sheikh Musa Hilal, are sjlic and not very intense.

250. The degradation of the security situation h#fected the social equilibrium,
causing divisions and fragmentation in Darfuriaristy. Violations of tribal rules

and values are resulting in social divisions thause a dislocation of traditional
tribal structures. Consequently, the traditionahftiot resolution mechanisms are no
longer functioning effectively. Any agreements ttve cessation of local hostilities
are temporary and their implementation remains ttade

157 Despite the death of Ali Karbino on 27 June 201i4,group remains active.
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D.

Regional environment

251. During the period under review, the immediagional environment of Darfur
has deteriorated significantly as a result of ratlislamist agitation in Libya, the
Sahel and the Middle East. The Sudan has admittatd“it has provided all means
of support and backing to all Libyan rebel factitA88 The Prime Minister of
Libya, while on a visit to Khartoum in late Octob2014, commented that Libya has
“turned the page” about Libyan suspicions of thed&us support for the Libyan
jihadists.

252. The Panel finds that Darfur could be “potehtiéertile ground” for infiltration
by radical Islamists, owing to its porous bordensl ghe cross-border family solidarity
between Sudanese tribes and their African “cousofsArab descent in the Central
African Republic, Libya, Mali and the Niger. Theri®h has yet to quantify the actual
or potential threat that radical Islamist movemepuse to the security and stability of
Darfur. It is true that the form of Islam practiséd Darfur, Tijaniyah, which is
collegial in nature, and the culture of Darfuriamciety are resistant to the Muslim
Brotherhood ideology of the ruling National CongreRarty. Sudanese Islamist
militancy, such as (a) “Ansar al-Sunna” (which adates the strict application of
sharia); (b) the “Liberation Party” (which favouttse establishment of a caliphate and
recruiting from the Army and tribes); or (c) thestAmic Constitution Front” (among
whom a minority openly supports the so-call®d’'esh15° which the Government is
reportedly looking to ban), are all unattractivelarfurians.

253. Chad is still a major regional actor and esjoyood relations with the
Government of the Sudan, but has some issues otecon Waves of radical
Islamists from the Central African Republic, Libyklali, the Niger and Nigeria,
including Boko Harant8% have to be contended with. Furthermore, Chad bas t
contend with a steady trickle of refugees, as veslilnomads trafficking arms and
ammunition, from the Sudan.

254. Ethiopia, another key regional actor, mairdagmod relations with the Sudan.
Home to the headquarters of the African Union, acuirent Chair of the
Intergovernmental Authority on Development, it is@hosting the inter-Sudanese
peace talks. These should lead to the opening oha#onal dialogue and
constitutional process in the Sudan.

255. The ongoing civil war in South Sudan is haviagpolitical impact on the
Sudanese protagonists. The Government of the SaddnSRF have both declared
their “neutrality” with regard to the civil war. Nertheless, the Government of
South Sudan has stated that the Government of tiiaiSis providing significant
military support to Riek Machar, while JEM backsettarmed deployment of
Ugandan troops in support of the President of S@utan, Salva Kiir Mayardist
During his visit to Khartoum on 4 November 2014¢ tRresident of South Sudan
agreed with his Sudanese counterpart to put anternde mutual support they both
provide to their respective opponents. The solgiom the problems in the Sudan
and South Sudan are closely linked.

158 |nterview with President Al-Bashir in the dailgwspapel-Yawm Al-Tani20 October 2014.

159 Also known as Islamic State in Iraq and the Levan

160 Now thought to be affiliated with Al-Qaeda in th@amic Maghreb in the Niger. See “Special
Report: Boko Haram — between rebellion and jihale Brock, Reuters, 31 January 2012.

161 The Government of the Sudan and JEM both conttowteny their involvement in the civil war.
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256. The Sudan’s relations with Uganda remain tem¥alogue between the two
capitals is almost non-existent. Tensions remainingwto the Sudan’s alleged
continued support for the Lord’s Resistance Arnmyparticular.

E. National dialogue and constitutional process

257. The national dialogue initiative, launched tme President of the Sudan on
27 January 2014, is designed to inaugurate an s$nctu peace process and a
constitutional process with all civilian and armeplposition groups. This initiative,

known as “al-wathba”, meaning “the great leap”, ethiwas followed up on

9 August 2014 with a “societal dialogue” involvingivil society, has been

welcomed by the international community. Variouspogpition elements and SRF
have expressed their tentative support. While fawamu a peaceful solution, the
opposition groups are demanding a number of preitimmd in order to create an
atmosphere of trust. The “7+7 Committe®Z responsible for the dialogue
preparation, adopted a road map on 16 August 204#nd some confidence-

building measures, including:

(a) The release of all political prisoners;

(b) The definitive cessation of hostilities;

(c) Comprehensive security arrangements;

(d) The protection of basic freedoms under theigessystem.

258. The dialogue will be structured around sixopty themed63 and will last
between one and three months. The African Uniom, lthague of Arab States and
the African Union High-level Implementation Paneillvyparticipate in the dialogue
as observers.

259. Ten months after it was announced, the naliodialogue has yet to
materialize. The reasons for the delay are botltipshpgical and political.

260. The Government of the Sudan and the opposigooups remain deeply
suspicious of one another. This serious lack officemce has led to a range of
accusations, which offer an insight into the dehayi tactics, posturing,
equivocations and evasions by the parties. Eachapgomist casts doubt on the
sincerity of the other’s commitment to a negotiasatution.

261. The Government condemns the opposition grodp&rsionary tactics, such
as the “Paris Declaration” signed on 9 August 2044SRF and the leader of the
National Umma Party. The Sudanese authorities demghis a rival initiative to the

national dialogue.

262. The Sudanese Revolutionary Front is tryingreate a united opposition and
denounces Government procrastination. Accordingthtem, the Government is
taking a long time to adopt concrete confidencdding measures, related to the
release of political prisoners and freedom of egpien. The Panel’s interlocutors at
the African Union consider the protagonists’ stasiaaed statements obfuscatory.

162 Comprises of seven representatives from the Gowent of the Sudan and its allies and seven
from Sudanese internal opposition political parties

163 These themes arpeace and unity, the economy, basic rights aneldivens, identity, and foreign
affairs.
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263. Thus, major divisions are jeopardizing thertstaf the national dialogue.
Officials in Khartoum have established a clear ididion between the dialogue
itself and the negotiations that are a precondifiamthe participation of SRF in the
dialogue in Khartoum. The Government of the Sudaends to negotiate solely on
military matters (the cessation of hostilities aseturity arrangements) on the basis
of the Doha Document. SRF remains hostile to negioty on the basis of the Doha
Document alone and wishes to broaden the scopehefnegotiations to also
encompass political (power-sharing and wealth) bachanitarian aspects.

264. Rejecting the demands of the opposition growgsich it considers extreme,
the Government intends to hold a general electignti®e constitutional deadline
(April 2015) and opposes the formation of an inmerGovernment. At its fourth

General Conference, held in Khartoum from 20 toQ&ober 2014, the National
Congress Party nominated President Al-Bashir azatsdidate for the presidential
election. SRF believes that this position of thev&mment jeopardizes the national
dialogue.

265. As the time set by the Government for the tduwf the national dialogue

approaches, in principle around the last week ofé&Nober 2014, two scenarios are
possible. On the one hand, the dialogue will ineladl of the stakeholders, without
exception, or on the other hand, it will be limitedlthe Government of the Sudan,
its satellites and the internal opposition, thusleding the armed groups and their
allies. The second scenario would in no way resdhes Sudan’s problems. Worse
still, it would, according to SRF, facilitate “themergence of an uprising (intifada)
and the resumption of the armed struggl®*The opposition groups are well aware
that this prospect would jeopardize stability ie tAudan. Located in a region that is
in the grip of deep radical Islamist unrest andrgca profound economic crisis, the
Sudan could emerge weaker from the second scenario.

Progress towards removing impediments to the @&e process

266. Faced with these uncertainties, the Chair hif African Union High-level
Implementation Panel, Thabo Mbeki, is trying to arcile the two camps. He has
recently taken a step forward by finalizing the fAgment on the national dialogue
and constitutional process”, which was signed saedy in Addis Ababa, on
5 September 2014, by two representatives of the “Cemmittee” and by the “Paris
Declaration Group” (the Chair of the National Ummarty and the Chair of SRF).
After initial hesitation, the Government of the Smdhas accepted the Agreement of
5 September 2014. At the invitation of Presidenttiod High-level Implementation
Panel, the Government, along with JEM and SLM/MMypentered into negotiations
about the cessation of hostilities and securitg@gements on 23 November 2014 in
Addis Ababa. SLM/AW declined their invitation totemd these negotiations.

267. Some countries and regional organizations supfhe dialogue, but their
approaches differ slightly. The European Union “gois currents efforts to create a
comprehensive platform for the facilitation of thNational Dialogue”. The Troika
on the Sudan (Norway, the United Kingdom and thététhStates) also supports the

164 Yassar Araman, Foreign Relations Secretary ofShdanese Revolutionary Front, declaration of

8 October 2014.
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XI.

national dialogue, but has adopted a position nooitéecal of the Government of the
Sudan.

268. Germany enjoys good cooperation with the Sadanauthorities. Under the
auspices of their diplomatic service, and with #greement of the Government the
Berghof Foundation organized a meeting with SRMBarlin, on 1 and 2 October

2014, to discuss, according to the summary of tietjmeeting, “two areas critical

to the national dialogue and the constitutionalgess: stopping the war and closing
the gaps impeding a comprehensive national dialaglibe Berghof Foundation

intends “to consult a variety of Sudanese stakedwsldand key international

partners, notably the African Union and the Unifddtions”. The German Federal
Foreign Office has expressed its readiness to stpese initiatives.

269. Chad is also seeking to support the facibtatefforts. Having organized two

loya jirgas with the Darfurian tribes along the border witha@h(the first Um Jaras

Forum in October 2013 and the second in late M&@h4), the President of Chad,
Idriss Deby Itno, was able to resume dialogue wtib opposition movements in
Darfur. Talks between the three Darfurian movemedédegation on 2 November

2014 in N’'Djamena and the Ministerial committeeaired by the Chad Minister of

Foreign Affairs, suggests a thawing of relationgween these movements and
Chad.

270. At this stage, none of these internationabré$f are coordinated or truly
focused on the same goal. Although some countrigge hexpressed scepticism
regarding the position of the Government of the &udvarious African Union

countries and Sudanese opposition groups (includbagliq al-Mahdi) advocate
“international incentives” (such as the lifting afnilateral sanctions and debt
cancellation) to encourage the Government to shemwue political will to bring

the National Dialogue to a successful conclusiohisTwould require diplomatic
machinery to support and consolidate the faciliatefforts of the African Union
High-level Implementation Panel.

Summary of violations of sanctions and intern&onal
humanitarian law

271. A summary of violations of sanctions and inafonal humanitarian law
identified by the Panel in this report is set autable 10 for ease of reference.
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Table

10

Summary of violations

Perpetrator
Security Council resolution
Level of reference/Violation of international
Serial Area Violation summary Responsible certainty humanitarian law
1 Arms Import of small arms ammunition Government  Almost 1591 (2005), para. 7
into Darfur of the Sudan certain
2 Arms Import of weapons and Rapid Support Certain 1591 (2005), para. 7
ammunition into Darfur on or Forces
about 11 February 2014
3 Arms Import of S-DM 80mm rockets  National Certain 1591 (2005), paras. 6
into Darfur that were used in armed forces and 7
aerial attack at Orschi on 28 April
2014
4 Arms Import of AM-A Type Fuzes National Almost 1591 (2005), paras. 6
(fitted to improvised air-delivered armed forces certain and 7
munitions) into Darfur that were
used in aerial attack on Abuleha
on 28 October 2014
5 Arms Import of Rakhsh armoured Police Certain 1591 (2005), para. 7
personnel carrier into Darfur on
an unknown date since 29 March
2005
6 Aviation Deployment of Sukhoi Su-25 Sudanese air Certain 1591 (2005), para. 7
(tactical numbers 207, 208 and force
210)) into Darfur from base
maintenance in Khartoum
7 Aviation Niteaga, 15 March 2014, aerial Sudanese air Certain 1591 (2005), para. 6
attack by Sukhoi Su-25 force
Protocol Il, art. 13 (2)
(protection of the
civilian population),
art. 14 (protection of
objects indispensable to
the civilian population)
8 Aviation Orschi, 28 April 2014, aerial Sudanese air Almost 1591 (2005), para. 6
attack by Sukhoi Su-25 force certain

70/134

Protocol Il, art. 13 (2)
Customary international
humanitarian law,

rule 11 (indiscriminate
attacks against civilians
prohibited)
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Perpetrator
Security Council resolution
Level of reference/Violation of international
Serial Area Violation summary Responsible certainty humanitarian law
9 Aviation Deployment of Sukhoi Su-25 Sudanese air Certain 1591 (2005), para. 7
(TN 205) into Darfur (sighted force
in May 2014)
10  Aviation Deployment of Antonov An-32  Sudanese air Certain 1591 (2005), para. 7
(tactical number 7720) into Darfurforce
as a light bomber (observed in
May 2014 fitted with BDZ-34
weapon hard points)
11  Aviation Abuleha, 28 October 2014, aerialSudanese air Almost 1591 (2005), para. 6
attack on civilians force certain
Protocol Il (see also
serial 7).
Customary international
humanitarian law, rule$
and 2 (spreading terror
among the civilian
population),
6 (protection of
civilians), 7 (distinction
between civilian objects
and military objectives),
11 and 71 (weapons that
cause superfluous injury
or unnecessary suffering)

12 Aviation Deployment of Antonov An-26  Sudanese air Almost 1591 (2005), para. 7

(tactical number 7715) into Darfurforce certain
as an improvised bomber (sighted

28 October 2014 being loaded

with improvised air-delivered

munitions)

13 International Khor Abeche, 9 January 2014, SLA/MM165  Almost 2138 (2014), para. 19
humanitarian denial of appropriate medical care certain . .
law to a captured fighter Customary international

humanitarian law,
rule 118 (treatment of
persons deprived of
liberty)
Third Geneva
Convention, art. 3
(humane treatment)
165 On 12 December 2013, SLA/MM and JEM both agreetespect international humanitarian
law treaties. This was widely covered in the media.
14-65632 71/134



S/2015/31

Serial

Area

Perpetrator

Level of
Violation summary Responsible certainty

Security Council resolution
reference/Violation of international
humanitarian law

14

15

16

17

72/134

International
humanitarian
law

International
humanitarian
law

International
humanitarian
law

International
humanitarian
law

Khor Abeche, 9 January 2014, One or more Almost
meeting in/in the vicinity of the  groups within certain
internally displaced persons campSRF

Tawiesha, 4 March 2014, attacks SLA/MM Almost
on civilian population certain

Nyala, 9 March 2014, abduction Unidentified NA
of UNAMID peacekeeper

Birka, 20 March 2014, attack on Government Almost
civilian population certain

Protocol Il, art. 7(2)
read together with

arts. 4(1), 4(2)(a),
5(1)(a) on the treatment
of the wounded

2138 (2014), para. 19

Protocol Il, art. 13 (1)
(protection of civilians
from the dangers arising
from military
operations)

2138 (2014), para. 19

Protocol Il (see also
serial 7)

Customary international
humanitarian law,

rules 1 and 6, 2, 7, 10
(protection of civilian
objects), 11 and 103
(collective punishments)

2138 (2014), paras. 14
and 19

Customary international
humanitarian law,

rule 33 (attacks on
peacekeepers)

2138 (2014), para. 19

Customary international
humanitarian law (see
also serial 15). In
addition, rules 52
(pillage), 87 (humane
treatment) and 89
(violence to life)

Third Geneva
Convention, art. 3
(humane treatment)
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Perpetrator

Level of

Serial Area Violation summary Responsible certainty

Security Council resolution
reference/Violation of international
humanitarian law

18 International Khor Abeche, 22 March 2014, National Almost
humanitarian attack on civilian community armed forces, certain
law associated

armed
groupseeé

19 International Khor Abeche, 22 March 2014, Identified Almost
humanitarian abduction of five internally individual and certain
law displaced persons group

20 International Kabkabiya, 24 May 2014, death Identified Certain

humanitarian of one UNAMID peacekeeper individual

law and injury to three others

166 |ncluding from Niteaga.

14-65632

Protocol Il, arts. 4(1)
(humane treatment) and
(4)(2)(b) (collective
punishments) (g)
(pillage) and art. 13

2138 (2014), para. 19

Customary international
humanitarian law (see
also serial 15) and
rules 28 (protection of
medical units), 53
(starvation), 54 (attacks
on objects indispensab
to the civilian
population) and 146
(reprisals)

Third Geneva
Convention, art. 3
(humane treatment)

Protocol Il (see also
serial 17) including
arts. 11(2) (protetion to
medical units) and 14

2138 (2014), para. 19

Customary international
humanitarian law,

rules 87 (humane
treatment), 90 (torture,
cruel, inhuman and
degrading treatment)
and 96 (hostage-taking)

Third Geneva
Convention, art. 3

2138 (2014), paras. 14
and 19

Customary international
humanitarian law,

rule 33 (protection of
peacekeepers)
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Perpetrator
Security Council resolution
Level of reference/Violation of international
Serial Area Violation summary Responsible certainty humanitarian law
21 International Nyala, 16 June 2014, abduction Unknown NA 2138 (2014), para. 19
humanitarian of Head of International ) )
law Organization for Migration Customary international
humanitarian law,
rule 31 (protection of
humanitarian relief
personnel)
22 International Kutum, 18 June 2014, abduction Unknown NA 2138 (2014), para. 19
humanitarian of 25 humanitarian workers ) )
law Customary international
humanitarian law,
rule 31
23 Travel ban Musa Hilal Abdalla Alnsiem Individual Certain 1591 (2005),
travel to Chad for meetings from para. 3 (d)
29 to 31 March 2014
Xll. Recommendations

74/134

272. The Panel recommends to the Security Couhail t

(a) The Government of the Sudan be urged to enthatthe measures it
implements for the physical security and stockpilanagement of its weapons and
ammunition are fully in accordance with the guidarprovided in the International
Small Arms Control Standards, standard 05.20 (Sideknanagement — weapons),
and in the International Ammunition Technical Guides, guidelines 03.10
(Inventory management) and 09.10 (Security prirespdnd systems);

(b) It specifically task the Panel with inspectiogrgo prior to the unloading
of Government aircraft at the point of delivery rarfur and, consequently, it urge
the Government to provide the Panel with unhindeaedess to undertake spot
inspections, without prior notice;

(c) It condemn the use of civilian establishmeitsparticular the camps for
internally displaced persons, by the armed oppmsigroups in a manner that places
the civilian population and civilian objects atkisrom the dangers arising from
armed conflict.

273. The Panel recommends to the Committee that:

(a) Under operative paragraph 3 (c) of resolutiaf91 (2005), the
Committee consider the designation of the individiesponsible for the attack on
UNAMID peacekeepers and civilians at Kabkabiya dn\2ay 2014;

(b) It remind the Government of the Sudan of iesponsibility under
paragraph 3 (a) (v) of resolution 1591 (2005) taqyuest approval from the
Committee for the movement of military supplies asguipment into Darfur for
internal security operations and strongly urgefuts compliance in the future;
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(c) It urge the Government to ensure that the Péas the same direct
access to military officers that the Panel has be ftivilian administration,
particularly when access and further informatiors lb@en requested in connection
with ongoing investigations;

(d) It remind all Member States, including the &nod to ensure
implementation of the assets freeze and travel bhad, of the need to comply with
existing procedures to be followed for seeking egéion from the application of
such measures;

(e) It consider initiating consultations betwedh sanctions committees so
as to formulate a consolidated approach to making itmplementation of all
sanctions regimes more effective, by, inter aléking the following steps:

(i) Encouraging Member States that do not haver@ppate domestic
legislation to give effect to the sanctions regimtsintroduce such legislation
as soon as possible;

(i) Reminding all Member States of their obligati to submit timely
implementation reports;

(f) It consider strengthening dialogue with intseted Member States, in
particular those in the region, under the auspioésparagraph 3 (a) (vii) of
resolution 1591 (2005), in order to identify infoation gaps and report capacity-
building requirements in the context of the implension of the sanctions
measures;

(g) It urge the Government to take immediate ampprapriate steps to
conduct enquiries and take action regarding thelifigs of the Panel where
responsibility for violations of sanctions or intational humanitarian law has been
attributed to officials and/or entities of the Gonment of the Sudan.
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Annex |
lllustrative armed group affiliations

It is often very difficult to accurately identifyhé affiliation or membership of individual groupsda
individuals responsible for armed attacks withinrffida The same individuals, units or groups mayrafe
under the ‘banner’ of different organizations deget on the activity being pursued at that time.

The situation is made more complicated by the #ose of terminology. For example, according tonomn
usage in Darfur, the term ‘militia’ is used to nete certain uniformed’ and non-uniformed individuals,
groups and units that carry out individual or snwallarge-scale attacks in Darfur, and to varioimt armed
groups (TAG) operating within Darfur. It should beted that, as per common usage, the term mittiaot
used to describe the uniformed regular armed foofethe Government of Sudan. The Panel has yet to
determine which category the RSF should fall underthere is still conflicting evidence that reqgsire
resolution.

In its report, the Panel will use the followingrtex and definitions to ensure that the terminologgduin the
report is consistent and in line with internatiobast practice. The terminology adopted refleatsoierational
requirements and realities of the environment withhich the Panel functions.

a. Auxiliary Forces. Uniformed paramilitary or armed law enforcemegercies generally recognized as
such in domestic law to back up or reinforce regtdaces already engaged on operations or to uakkert
operational support functions which regular forcasnot or do not wish to undertake, such as saputin
handling supplies, or policing rear aré¥s.

NOTE: In the case of Sudan this includes the CEReaerve Police (CRP) and the Border Guards (BG).

b. Militia. A body of citizens, armed and trained, especibjlya State, for military service apart from the
regular armed force'§?

NOTE: Some State regulated militias are formallyegmated into the armed forces of the State and are
recognized as such in domestic law. They are djsigihable by uniform, insignia and equipment. la thse of
Sudan, this includes the Popular Defence Force YR was established pursuant to the PDF Acpgpi’®

NOTE: Domestic law may not regulate all militiasattbelong to a Stafé! In this case, membership can be
reliably determined on the basis of a functionékcdion similar to that of an armed opposition grdsee below).
These militia groups may not wear uniforms andgni similar to those integrated into the armeadsrof a
State.

167 |Individuals, groups and units attired in clotlesognized by the population as official uniforms
worn by members of GoS military and auxiliary greup

168 Adapted from theéDxford Essential Dictionary of the U.S. Militaryx@rd University Press,
elSBN: 9780199891580. 2002.

169 Black’s Law Dictionary, 8 Edition.

170 http://www.refworld.org/pdfid/3df42cfo4.pdf.

171 Seelnterpretative Guidance on the Notion of Direct Reipation in Hostilities Under
International Humanitarian LawlCRC, p 31. A militia is said to belong to thea& if its
actions are attributable to the State under therivgtional law on State responsibility. See p. 23
of the above study. See also articles on tResponsibility of States for Internationally Wromgf
Acts', 2001.
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NOTE: Parties to a conflict other than the Staterohave armed groups, which are commonly and urataly
referred to as militias. For the purpose of thespng report all such militias fall under one of thesequent
definitions.

c. Janjaweed.”” A non-uniformed armed group supplied and armedhieyGoS, and acting, de facto, in
direct military support of the Government of Sudathe territory of Darfur. (Panel Definition).

NOTE 1: The term does not indicate, or propose, begahip of any particular tribal or ethnic group,
although this group is sometimes inaccurately reteto as ‘Arab Tribes’ or ‘Arab Militias’.

NOTE 2: Such groups should be disarmed by the Go&ccordance with Paragraph 6 of Security
Council resolution 1556 (2004) dated 30 July 2004.

d. Tribal Armed Groups (TAG). Armed groups that operate exclusively in suppbraaiual or perceived
tribal interests. (Panel Definition).

NOTE: These groups are not generally recognizddges entities under domestic law, and as suchicization
on behalf of the group in an armed attack may Eptaiitive sanctions under domestic law.

NOTE: Membership in these groups is exclusivelyeldasn tribal identities. Parties to the conflicDarfur may
provide weapons, logistic and financial supposdme of these armed groups.

e. Armed Opposition Groups (AOG). Organized non-uniformed armed grotipsihen they fight against the
GoS. (Panel definition).

NOTE: Armed opposition groups are not recognizelkgal entities under Sudanese domestic law.

NOTE: The Panel attributed membership in these ggoto those who undertake a continuous combat

function’

NOTE: The Panel does not consider persons witaltob geographical affiliations or family ties tav@ember of
the AOG as a fighter in the AOG in the absencénefabove functional criteria. He or she may be idemsd as a
civilian who takes a direct part in hostilities fie duration that he/she takes part in directilities.* "

The matrix below is designed to illustrate the ctaxmjpy of these group dynamics and assist in the
understanding of the range of affiliations usedhimitDarfur. The primary organization to which a gpo
belongs to is in the left hand column, whereashtirezontal axis contains all the options for thgaorization to
which the group may claim affiliation, dependenttba activity in which it is engaged at that tifide matrix

172 The word Janjaweed translates from Arabic intglih as ‘man with a gun on a horse”.

173 The Prosecutor v Germain Katanga, Trial ChambeldG-01/04 - 01/07, 7 March 2014, para
1186. See also The Prosecutor v Bosco NtagandaTakChamber I, ICC-01/04-02/06, 9
June 2014, text in respect of footnote 118.

174 |Interpretative Guidance on the Notion of Direct Reipation in Hostilities Under International
Humanitarian Law ICRC, pp. 27-36, in particular p. 33.

175 See further the International Committee of thel ReossIinterpretative Guidance on Direct
Participation in Hostilities Ibid. Article 13(3) of Additional Protocol Il to #thGeneva
Conventions, 1977. Rule 6 of the Customary Intaomatl Humanitarian Law Study of ICRC.
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illustrates the dynamic affiliations in the contektthe use of force or armed violence as parhefdonflict'"®

The Panel recognizes also that individuals from gmyup may conduct criminal activities such as, for
example, murder, rape or theft during the normars® of human dynamics and personal relationships.

The colour coding of intersection squares is usedidstrate the ‘legality’ of a group’s engagememtder
Sudanese national legislation. Green for legal Qtange for ‘Undetermined’ and Red for illegal (Ilt)is not
a Panel judgment as to whether the use of foremynparticular situation under that claimed affiba is legal
under international humanitarian law or even whetippropriate or justified. The matrix is only dgstd to
be read from Left to Right and NOT vertically.

Unidentified groups would fall within one of the loared boxes in the matrix once more information is
received as to their identity and rationale foract

The RSF will be included once the Panel receivisnimation from the GoS as to the legislative positdf the
RSF.

176 The Panel recognizes that there are complex timgics between the conflict and the level of
criminal armed violence, mainly caused by the tyadind perceptions of human insecurity and
the need to obtain resources for survival.
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Some examples from the matrix above would be:

A. The Sudanese Armed Forces operating within fitical constraints and maintaining a legitimeaitght
to the use of controlled and appropriate force uag@ropriate circumstances.

B. A group from the CRP operating illegally as ab@t Armed Group, whilst using the equipment and
weapons provided by the GoS.

177 The Groups/Organizations columns illustrate #reninology that is used interchangeably to
attempt to describe armed groups.

178 This is when a Group operates illegitimately torgnecessary resources for the group due to
lack of government support or local shortages.

14-65632 79/134
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C. The Janjaweed acting in direct support of GoSatjons.

D. The Janjaweed acting illegally to gain resourhas to lack of government funding.
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Annex Il

Summary of reported*”®Militia’*#° “Arab Militia” or Unidentified initiated violence (01 January - 31 October 20123182

Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
AOG  Civilian GoS NGO TAG

03Jan  Abdel Shakur North X 0 0 Ambush

06 Feb  Menawashei South X 1 1 Robbery

20Feb  Korny Central X 0 0 Robbery

22 Feb  Tabaldia East X 0 0 Rustling

26 Feb  Jabel Amer North X NK NK

27 Feb  Hijaar South X NK NK

28Feb  Karama North X 15 17+ MusaHilal Group v CRP

01 Mar  Hajer South X 32 NK

04 Mar  Menaweishi South X 0 4

11 Mar  Rumaliya and area West X 2 0

15Mar Kuma North X 1 4 Target was Wali (N)

19 Mar  Bely North X 1 0 2abducted

21 Mar  Safeh Area North X 0 0 RSFalso

22 Mar  Khor Abeche South X 1 3 RSFalso

22 Mar  Hillet Usher South X 0 0 RSFalso

25Mar  Kutum North X 2 0

25Mar Donkey Baashim North X 6+ 38

27 Mar  Tongoro North X 0 0

30 Mar  Amsenina Balhamri North X

179 These are incidents reported from a range ofrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportingstablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wontep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the
issue. The data are included as “reported” andefioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

180 These forces are not necessarily the Militia eBnééd in Annex A. They were reported as such btnesses and were certainly

uniformed and armed.

181 p = Perpetrator. X = Target. NK = Not Known. TBCTo Be Confirmed.
182 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentesahdicate the commencement of the mandate penigchd of reporting

quarters.
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
31 Mar Um Senina North X 2 5
03Apr Kuum  North | x | T o
03 Apr Hamed Jadidy North X 0 0
07 Apr  Gadara North X 0 0
07 Apr  Birmaza North X 0 0
07 Apr  Birdik North X 0 0
07 Apr  Kobe Assara North X 0 0
08 Apr  Nabaru and area North X NK NK
09 Apr  Zalingei Central X 1 0
09 Apr  El Fasher North X 2 7
09 Apr  Azum Central X 1 0
11 Apr  Tangoro North X 0 1
13 Apr Um Keddada North X 2 1
14 Apr  Goker North X 0 0
14 Apr  Kobegad North X 0 2
15 Apr  Kobe Jalala North X 2 0
15Apr Kona North X 1 0
17 Apr  Nertiti Central X 1 0
18 Apr  El Nadeif South X 0 6
21 Apr  Birkat Siera North X 1 0
23 Apr Nyala South X 2 0
23 Apr  Foro-Baranga West X 1 0
23 Apr  Al-Khansaa North X 1 1
23 Apr  Kibir > Sileili Central X 0 NK
23 Apr  Bileil IDP Central X 1 1
23 Apr Al Khansaa North X 1 3
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Target

Date Location (Town) Sector Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
23 Apr  Wadi Salih Central X 1 0
23 Apr  Garsila Central X 1 0
24 Apr Al Salam South X 1 1
27 Apr  Kulkul North X 1 0
29 Apr  Kutum North X 1 0
03 May Nabcai South X 0 1
04 May Al Matar North X 0 1 Sheikh of Al Mater was target
05May Focca North X 0 1
05May Kabkabiya North X 1 0
07 May  Kundah Central X 1 0
11 May Manzoula, Sirba West X 1 1
11 May Kalma IDP North X 0 1
12 May Kutum North X 0 3
12 May Dirbat East X 3 0
13 May Kalma IDP North X 0 1
14 May Tawila North X 1 3
20 May Nyala South X 1 3
20 May Kass Central X 1 2
26 May Nyala to Beliel road South X 2 0
27 May  Um Dufak South X 1 0 Chad soldier dead
28 May Jimeza Komura South X 1 0
28 May  Kirkira North X 1 0
29 May Nurain North X 2 NK
29 May  Abrum South X 2 0
31 May Guba North X 0 0 Armed robbery
31 May Abusuruj North X 1 0 Rogue SAF soldier
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks

A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
01 Jun Saraf Jihad North X 0 0 Armedrobbery
02Jun  Zalingei Central X 1 1 CRP casualties
03Jun  Abuhamura South X 0 0 Village destroyed
04 Jun Nyalma North X 1 6
05 Jun Kalma North X 7 6
05 Jun Sidou North X 3 NK
05 Jun Korru North X 2 1
06 Jun Korru North X 3 4
06 Jun Tarafona North X 1 0
06 Jun Wadi Kaberei West X 0 1
06 Jun Abdos South X 0 2
07 Jun Terej Central X 0 8
07 Jun Dereig Central X 0 5
08 Jun Khor Ramla Central X 1 1
09 Jun Korea, Nyala South X 1 0 Armedrobbery
09Jun  AdiKong West X 1 1 Armed robbery
09 Jun Nyama South X 1 0 CRP fatality
10 Jun Gester South X 1 0
11 Jun Fata Borno North X 0 1 Armed robbery
12 Jun Merro (Road to) North X 0 1 Armed robbery
14 Jun Kakkabiya North X 0 1
15Jun  Deleig Central X 0 2 Attack on SAF Base
16Jun  Tabeldia Wana North X 0 3 3 children fired upon
16 Jun Thur IDP X 1 0
17 Jun Kakkabiya North X 1 0
17 Jun El Salaam IDP South X 0 1
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG

17 Jun  El Goura East X 3 3 Goatrustling
17 Jun Kakkabiya North X 1 0
17 Jun Sanidadi West X 2 3
17Jun  Alrayan North X 1 0
18 Jun Kakkabiya North X 3 6
19 Jun Al Salam South X 0 1
20 Jun Dereige South X 1 0
21 Jun El Geneinia West X 1 0 Armed robbery
25 Jun Amar Jadid North X 1 1
26 Jun Bindisi Central X 0 0
27 Jun Greida South X 1 3 Armed robbery
29 Jun Malwi South X 1 8
29 Jun  Wadi Salih / Garsila Central X 1 0
30 Jun Kambi South X 0 2
30 Jun Jebel Kunjo Central X 0 3
01 Jul Umday East X 0 TBC
01 Jul Mila, Kunyumadil, and  South X 0 5

Kumba
01 Jul Between El Sareif Beni  North X 4 0

Hussein and

Kabkabiya
02 Jul Nyala South X 1 0
05 Jul Zalingei Central X 3 0
06 Jul Ed Al Fursan South X 1 0
06 Jul Deleig Central X 2 0
06 Jul Jukhana South X 1 NK
06 Jul Tuwal Um Balal South X 1 1 Assassination of Abdallah Yasin,

Katila Commissioner
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
06 Jul Joghana South X 1 1
07 Jul Abu Dinga West X 0 2 Mounted similar to Janjaweed
07 Jul Joghana South X 1 0
08 Jul Sandeigo North X 1 0
08 Jul Basinga North X 1 0 Armedrobbery
09 Jul El Neem East X 1 1+ Indiscriminate fire
10 Jul Zalingei Central X 2 0 Armed robbery
10 Jul Kass South X 1 2
12 Jul Assalaya South X 1 2 3 x4x4 captured
13 Jul Broma South X 2 0
13 Jul Kalma South X 0 1
15 Jul Regelmakit North X 1 0
17 Jul Fata Borno North X 0 0 Health centre robbery
20 Jul Dar Salaam North X 0 1 SGBV
20 Jul Malam South X 4 6
20 Jul Wadi Salih Central X NK NK
20 Jul Lebeir South X 0 1
20 Jul Kalma South X 0 9 Armed robbery
21 Jul Um Asal South X 0 5 SGBV
21 Jul Um Daba Central X 0 1 Armed robbery
21 Jul Kass South X 2 1 Failed kidnap by possibly RSF
rogues
24 Jul Habila West X 0 1 Armed robbery
24 Jul Daba West X 0 1
25 Jul Hashaba South X 0 4  Pro govt militia were attackers (?)
26 Jul El Geneina West X 1 0 Carjacking
26 Jul Ashaba West X 1 0 Armed robbery
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Target

Date Location (Town) Sector Fatal Injured Remarks
AOG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
27 Jul Abu Karinka East X 0 3
28 Jul Gereida South X 1 0 Armedrobbery
29 Jul Kutum North X 1 0
30 Jul Zalingei Bridge Central X 1 0
31 Jul El Sareif North X 1 0
31 Jul Fillet Hassab North X 1 1
31 Jul Albashir North X 1 1 Cattle rustling
31 Jul Kirkira North X 0 1
01 Aug Umsharena South X 1 0
02 Aug Bilail Area South X 2 0
04 Aug ElWihda North X 1 0
04 Aug  Hillet Ibrahim North X 0 1
05Aug Kartam North X 0 1
05Aug Duma South X 1 0
06 Aug  El Fasher North X 1 0 Retired Police
06 Aug  El Sareif North X 1 2
06 Aug  Kabkabiya North X 1 0 Fur tribesman
07 Aug  Amarjadeed West X 0 2
07 Aug  Um Dukhun Central X 1 0
08 Aug  Sirba West X 0 21
08 Aug Al Salam North X 1 0
09 Aug  Kebkabiya North X 0 1
09 Aug  Kebkabiya North X 0 1 Linked to above
10 Aug  Marshang South X 2 0 RSF casualties
11 Aug Foro Baranga West X X 1 0 Individual was GoS and Umda of
Fur
11 Aug  Kutum North X 1 0
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
11 Aug  Zalingei Central X 0 1 Armed robbery
12 Aug Dababeen Gard North X 1 0 Armed robbery
13 Aug  Gassor, Kutum North X 0 1 Armed robbery
13 Aug Dombre, Kutum North X 0 1 Armed robbery
13 Aug  Abdel Shakur, Kutum North X 2 1 Murder
14 Aug  Kutum North X 1 0 Murder of SAF Sergeant
14 Aug  Shangil Tobaya North X 1 0 Pro-GoS militia
16 Aug  El Salam South X 0 1 IDP
16 Aug  Sirba West X 1 0
16 Aug  Kutum North X 0 1
22 Aug  Khor Ramla Central X 1 1
23 Aug  Kutum North X 0 1 Armed robbery
23 Aug  Kutum North X 0 0 Attempted abduction by
possible Border Guards
28 Aug Labdo, Yassin South X 0 1 Armed robbery
29 Aug Labado East X 1 3 Cattle rustling
30 Aug  Kutum North X 1 0 MI Officer.
31 Aug Kutum North X 1 0 Armed robbery and beheading
01Sep Jawiri Central X 1 0
01Sep  Ama Kasara South X 1 0 Armed robbery
06 Sep  Kutum North X 1 1
06 Sep  Tina North X 1 1 Armed carjacking
08 Sep Al Mahamaraya South X 3 2 Fallata tribe were targets
09Sep  ElNeem East X 0 1 Cattle rustling at market
09 Sep  Labado East X 1 0 Attempted theft of donkey
11Sep Al Salam > El Fasher North X 1 3 Armed robbery
13Sep  Abuhamura South X 0 1 Militiaman injured
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG

13Sep  Dobo El Jadida East X 7 0

16 Sep  Meleba West X 1 0

17 Sep  Milaibiday West X 1 0 Shiekh killed

17Sep  Yassin North X 1 0 SAF killed off duty

18 Sep  Orokom West X 0 1

21Sep  Aburish West X 1 0 Armed robbery

21Sep Burma South X 0 1 Armed raid on market

21Sep  Gulnageisa West X 1 0 Armed robbery

22Sep  Kass South X 0 1 Alleged CRP perpetrators

22Sep  Burunga South X 0 1 Alleged SAF perpetrators

24 Sep  Tawila North X 1 0

27 Sep  Mashrou Abu Zeid North X 1 0 Armed robbery

28Sep  ElGeneina West X 1 1 Reason NK

28Sep  Habila West X 0 1 Cattle rustling

28Sep  Seleah West X 1 0 Armed robbery of weapon
020ct Deleig  Centra | x| 1 0 Armedrobbery

03 0ct  Nadiff South X 0 2

04 Oct  Tire East X 2 2 Cattle rustling

050ct  Tandal North X 1 0 NK

06 Oct  Kutum North X 1 0 Armedrobbery

06 Oct  ElFasher North X 0 1 Armed robbery

06 Oct Rwanda North X 0 1 NK

07 Oct  Labado East X 2 0 NK

09 Oct  Kabkabiya North X 1 0 Policeman Kkilled

10 Oct  Sani Haya North X 3 1 Ambush and robbery

130ct  Danjo South X 1 1 Armed Assault
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Date Location (Town) Sector Target Fatal Injured Remarks
A0OG Civilian GoS NGO TAG
130ct  ElDaien South X NK NK SPLM-IO from South Sudan were
Target
13 0ct  Abga Rajil South X 1 0
130ct  Sani North X 5 7 Ambush and robbery
150ct  Dabanga East X 1 0
150ct  Riyadh West X 0 2
22 Oct Gerida South X 2 1 Massalit farmers attacked.
23 0ct  Kabkabiya North X 0 1 Armed robbery
24 Oct Um Jalbakh North X 0 0
26 Oct  Gargish South X X 4 5 Ambush and robbery
30 Oct Birsal West X 1 0
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Figure 11.1

Reported ‘Militia’ or Unidentified Armed Violence ( 01 Jan — 31 Oct Period Analysis 2014)
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Annex Il
Summary of reported*®3armed violence initiated by GoS forces (01 January 31 October 2014)8%*18°186
Target Casualties
Fatal Injured
Date Location (Town)  Sector % § . ; 5 E Remarks
06 Jan Helitat Central X 1
07 Jan Fogadiko Central X 20 8 | CRP response to hijacked
trucks.
30 Jan El Fasher North X 2 10 | Police operation to recover
stolen property.
08 Feb  Badi East X187 0 | 2 X SAF also killed.
17Feb zalengei  Central | x x | & 16 |cRr
19Feb  Um Gunya South X SRF Hemeti used by GoS.
27 Feb  Um Gunya South X NK NK | CRP attack.
02 Mar  El Lait North X 8 NK | SRF v CRP
18 Mar  El Fasher North X CRP
21 Mar  Abujab North X 0 Cattle rustling
03Apr  Kutum  North | x| s 2 | saFvBe
29 Apr  Kirro, Bardane, Central X NK NK | Counter-attack
Nani
06 May Zamzam North X 2 1 | Rogue Officer
08 May Bahrel Arab East X 1 12 | In market

183 These are incidents reported from a range ofsrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportingstablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wontep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the
issue. The data are included as “reported” andefioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

184 p, perpetrator; X, target; NK, not known; TBC,lte confirmed.

185 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentesahdicate the commencement of the mandate penichd of reporting

quarters.

186 This table does Not include attacks initiatectliy Rapid Support Forces against civilian targétese are covered in table VIII.

187 Ma’'alia.
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Target Casualties
Fatal Injured
Date Location (Town)  Sector > = - - = Remarks
. = I 3 s = . . 2 FE .
= 5 4 2 & &5 & 2 5 &5 & =z

09 May Greez / Disa North X 1 0 | Witness elimination

11 May Kabkabiya West X 0 1

12 May Dirbat North X 1 0

15 May Al Danga South X 1 2 | CRP

19 May Nyala South X 0 1 [ CRP

19 May Galab North X 30 0 | GoS Casualtis!

20 May  El Fasher North X 12 NK | SAF v RSF

25May Sawany West X 1 0

29 May  Abu Surung West X 1 Rogue Officer

06 Jun Kirarow Central X 2 4 | GoS took casualties during
operation

07 Jun  Kailik Central X 6 7 | GoS took casualties during
operation

08 Jun Striana Central X 1 0 | Self defence

10 Jun Chukori West X 2 0

15 Jun Korma North X 1 8

7jl Anka  North | x| o 0 | BGandairstrike

7 Jul Birdik North X 0 0 | BG and air strike

9 Jul El Fasher North X 2 0 | SAF v PDF

19 Jul Koaki Wadi North X 0 1| BG

28 Jul Saraf Omra North X 0 1| BG

28 Jul El Salam South X 0 2 | SAF

05 Aug  El Sereif North X 1 3 | SAF v Beni Hussein

14 Aug  Tandelti West X 1 0 | Drunk tribesman doing
celebratory fire

18 Aug  Abata, Zalingei Central X 3 3 | SAF v Arab Militia

03Sep  Khor Omer East X IDP killed by Military
Officer
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Target Casualties
Fatal Injured
Date Location (Town)  Sector > = - - = Remarks
< = 0 s £
3 < = = g
s s < < 3 = <3 a. N k=) 23
= 5 4 2 5 &5 £ 8 5 5 5 EZ

05Sep  Kalma IDP South X 4 5 | During demonstration at
IDP Camp

08 Sep  Ed Daein East X 1 1 | Suspected bandits
(Reizegat)

17 Sep  Deribat North X 3 0 | Killed by RPG

13 0ct  Deribat North X Killed by Rogue soldier

14 Oct  AlRiyadh IDP  West X 0 Killed by Rogue
(intoxicated) soldier

19 0ct  Ishma South X 0 1 | Injured by Rogue CRP
Officer

20 Oct  El Fasher North X 0 | SAFv BG

21 0ct  Muhajeria North X CRP

Zamzam
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Figure 111.1

Reported GoS initiated Armed Violence (01 Jan — 3@ct Period Analysis 2013 — 2014)
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Annex IV
Summary of reported*®® armed opposition group (AOG) initiated violence (01January — 31 October 2014§%91%°

) Armed Opposition Group (AOG) Armed Faction or GoS Casualties
Location NGO
Date (Town) Sector SIA SIA SLA. SPLM Remarks
JEM LIM AKlg'l AW ) MM ) N " SRF| GoS NGO NK | Fatal Injured

0l Jan Beesa North P X 23 TBC 3 x 4x4 stole

03Jan Wadi Eweiji North P X 41 TBC 11 ¥dsstolen

04 Jan  Nertiti Central X 0 1 Police post

08 Jan  Khor Ramla Central P X 1 TBC Conampush.
Field Commander
SLA/AW Kkilled.

09 Jan Khor Abeche  South X 13 11 InteiGADAG
fight. Abu Bashar
killed.

10 Jan El Salaam South X 7 3 Police post

13Jan Al Sunta South X 7 1 6x 4x4 stolen

21Jan Zalingi Central X 0 0 Hijack védic

21 Jan Graida South X 1 0 2 x4X4 stolen
3 civilians killed

23 Jan El Geneina South X P 1 0

31Jan Kass South X 1 0 1 x Rifle stolen

31Jan Singita South X 4 2 CRP Convoy
attacked.

02 Feb  Singita South P X 4 0 2xLJM aerdst

05 Feb  Kabkabiya North X 1 TBC

09 Feb Burum South X 0 1xTLC stolen

188 These are incidents reported from a range ofrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportingstablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wntep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the

issue. The data are included as “reported” andefioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

189 P, perpetrator; X, target; NK, not known; TBC,kde confirmed.
190 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentesahdicate the commencement of the mandate peniaahd of reporting

quarters.

191 Also reported as being called the Sudan LiberaNmvement for Justice (SLMJ) or SLA/Justice.
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) Armed Opposition Group (AOG) Armed Faction or GoS Casualties
Location NGO
Date (Town) Sector SIA SIA SLA. SPLM Remarks
JEM LIM AKIOT AW MM N SRF| GoS NGO NK | Fatal Injured
11 Feb Wadi Borgo North X P
24 Feb Nyala South P X 2 1 x4x4 stoler0+
weapons
26 Feb Jebel Amer North X P NK NK 14 x s seized
26 Feb Galdi South P X 0 NK RSF attacked.
26 Feb Tarma North X R 4 9 4 x vehiclegesgi
02 Mar El Lait North P X NK NK
02 Mar Haskanita North P X NK NK
04 Mar El Taweisha North P X 30 P3
04 Mar Kulbus / West P X 0 2
Olibade
13 Mar Millet North P X 101 NK
17 Mar Delbah South P X 11 1 4 x AOG vetscl
captured or
destroyed.
17 Mar Al Dababeen North X 14 1 0
23 Mar Fanga Suk South P P X NK NK
28 Apr  Rockero, Koro Central P X 10 31
and Nogzogol
30 Apr  Turo Centra P X 16 NK
? May Gosmino and West X 0 1 LRM/JEM
Aro Shorou
22 Arosharow West P X 1 @
May and Gossmino
26 Jun Goba North P X TBC TBC SAF won
27 Jun  Alguba North P X 1 422 SLA/AK Leader
killed
09 Jul Wade Mora North P P X 17 NK
14 Jul Golo Centra P X 2 3
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Armed Opposition Group (AOG)

Armed Faction or
NGO

GoS Casualties

D Location
ate (Town) Sector SIA SIA SLA. SPLM Remarks
JEM LIM AKIOT AW MM N SRF| GoS NGO NK | Fatal Injured

19 Jul  Birka North P X 11 NH

24 Jul  Korny North X P 2 1 JEM/Sudan
Jina/Musa splinter
group

09 Aug Dar El Salam  North P 2 0 Robbery

12 Aug 0o, Jebel North P X 17 2

Marra

24 Aug Bersi North PX 1 1 AW/Taradav
AW/Gadora

26 Aug Tawilla North P X 0 D

04 Sep Rokoro Central P X 7 NK

07 Sep Tibra North P X 17 NK

08 Sep El Fasher North X 0 1 Protest

11 Sep Nurtic North P X 4 NK SLA/MJ (Taher
Hajer) also involved.

11 Sep Alwedha South P X 0 0 Sheikh + &gt
killed. 10 SLA/AW
killed

27 Sep Golo Central P X NK NK

06 Oct Guldo Central P X 16 NK

12 Oct  Jebel Amer North X P 4 6 Includingttalion
CO

150ct Straha Central P X 2 2

15 Oct El Zubeir Centra| P X 8 NK

16 Oct Rokoro Central P X 21 NK

31 Oct Deribat North P X 37 NK
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Figure IV.1

Reported AOG initiated Armed Violence (01 Jan — 3Dct Period Analysis 2013 — 2014)
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Annex V
Summary of reported*®* armed violence against UNAMID (1 January — 31 Ocioer 2014)'931%4

UNAMID Target Casualties
Date Location Sector Perpetrator Remarks
Base TS  Patrol  Residence  Individual(s) A/C196 Fatal Injured

30 Jan Nyala South X NK 0 0 10 armed attackers fired
shots at sanger.

08 Feb  North Sindy X 0 0 Major UN equipment
theft.

14 Feb  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 4 armed men attempted
robbery.

20 Feb  Sindy North X 0 0 Minor attack

25 Feb  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle

09 Mar Nyala South X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle

12 Mar  Kass South X NK 0 0 Attempted robbery

14 Mar Nyala South X NK 0 1 Armed robbery

16 Mar  El Fasher North X NK 0 1 Attempted robbery of
WFP

22 Mar Korma North X RSF / 0 0 Shots fired at TS

Militia

05 Apr  Sindy North X NK 0 1 Ambush

10 Apr  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Attempted robbery

25Apr  Nyala South X 0 0 Attempted armed
robbery

27 Apr  Nyala South X NK 0 0 Attempted armed
intrusion

27 Apr  Nyala area South X NK 0 0 Water tanker hi-jacked

192 These are incidents reported from a range ofsrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportingstablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wontep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the
issue. The data are included as “reported” andefioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

193 p, perpetrator; X, target; NK, not known; TBC,lte confirmed.

194 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentes¢ahdicate the commencement of the mandate penicahd of reporting
quarters.

195 Team Site.

196 Ajrcraft.
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Date Location Sector UNAMID Target Perpetrator Casualties Remarks
Base TS  Patrol  Residence  Individual(s) A/C196 Fatal Injured
04 May Karkara North X NK 0 0 Ambush
10 May  Foro Baranga West X NK 0 0 Armed robbery
14 May Nyala South X NK 0 0 UNAMID Bus shot at
17 May  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Car-jacking
24 May Kabkabiya North X TAG 1 3 RWABATT
29 May El Daein East X Reizegat 0 0 Robbery
28 Aug  Kutum North X NK 0 0 R4 Rifle and 35 rounds
ammunition stolen
01Sep  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery
01Sep  Geneinia West X NK 1 0 National staff member
05Sep  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
10Sep  ZamZam North X 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
17 Sep  El Fasher North X 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
19Sep El Daein East X NK 1 0
24 Sep  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
25Sep  El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
28 Sep  ElFasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
010ct ElFasher 1 North X NK o 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
02 Oct El Fasher North X NK 0 0 Armed robbery of vehicle
16 Oct Korma North X NK 3 0 Plus 4 abducted
ETHBATT
29 0ct Kutum North X NK 0 3 RSABATT
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Figure V.1

Reported Armed Violence Attacks against UNAMID (01Jan — 31 Oct Period Analysis 2013 — 2014)
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Annex VI

Summary of reported*®” armed tribal violence (01 January — 31 October 209

4}98 199

Attack

Armed tribes involved

Casualties

Date Sector © -% . - Remarks
Location (Town) o @ > - g o - s 3 .
% = 2 . g 5 § E‘ ;‘E £ § .g" g . E P _g E ] Fatal Injured
£ 5 5§ 5 £ 2 E g % £ £ 53§ £ £ 5 %2 E @ g
2 &8 &8 £ & £ = ¥ = = £ z 2 & & £ & 5 8§ =
08Jan  Deleig Central X P 6 TBC
11Jan  Dungo Central X P 1 1
25Jan  Sheg Altiko East P X 2 3
05 Feb  Shabab East X p 1 0 | Cattle rustling
12 Feb Um Kiteru North X P 1 0
19 Feb  Salih Central P X 47 6
20 Feb  Um Kitero North X P 1 0
25Feb Adilla East P X 1 0 | Cattle rustling
26 Feb  Urum, Habila West X X NK NK
03 Mar Saraf Umra North P X 9 7
04 Mar Abu Jabra East P X 2 0
05 Mar Bendisi Central P X 0 0
06 Mar Tadamon North P X 2 0
07 Mar  Saraf Umra North X X 0 1

197 These are incidents reported from a range ofcgyrcross-referenced against UNAMID reporting dtablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wntep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the

issue. The data are included as “reported” andetioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

198 P, perpetrator; X, target; NK, not known; TBC,kde confirmed.
199 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentesahdicate the commencement of the mandate penigeahd of reporting

quarters.
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Armed tribes involved Casualties
Attack =
Date . Sector © 3 . - Remarks
Location (Town) o @ > - g o - s 3 .
P = 2 . g 5 g g b= £ .3 E‘J g . £ © g E ] Fatal Injured
S = = = 2 ] @ w g © S 5 =SNG
2 = g = E = E 2 % ¢ % £ 5 = £ S 2 3 w9
2 & & £ & £ £ ¥ = = 5§ z =2 & & £ £ 5 8§ =
08 Mar  Saraf Umra North X X 14 48
12 Mar Labado East X P 2 0
19 Mar Khamsat East X X 5 3
19 Mar Al Fadou East X X 3 2
19 Mar Algegamia East P X 3 6
03 Apr  Nertit Central X X 2 2
04 Apr  Shag Harif East P X 8 0
05Apr Um Deibum  East X P 39 7
13 Apr  El Sireaf / North P X 2 1 | Cattle rustling
Harani
13 Apr  Sheiria East X P 11 7
16 Apr  ElJihel North P X 1 3
17 Apr  Umjarwa North P X 1 0
Asani
22 Apr  Foro Baranga West X P P 1 0
22 Apr  Krindling West X P 1 0
23 Apr UmDerisya  North X X 0 0
and Medasses
24 Apr  Um Derisya  North X X 0 0
and Medasses
27 Apr  Um Derisya  North X X 2 0
and Medasses
28 Apr  Habila West X X 0 2
30 Apr Beida West X P 0 0
01 May Adila East X P 10 0 | Cattle rustling
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Armed tribes involved

Casualties

Attack =
Date . Sector © 3 . - Remarks
Location (Town) o @ > - g o - s 3 .
% :-j:j :E 3 g 5 § E’ -TE é % go g . E P % E § Fatal Injured
£ § § s E % E =2 § 3 £ : 5 5 E 5 % 2 % g
< m m = G = == X = = = z = P2 = = = 5 N =
07 May Jakharaarea East X X 1 0 | Cattle rustling
10 May Graidaarea  South X P 1 2
14 May Um Dukhan  Central P X 1 0
20 May Kulkul Central P X 0 1
22 May El Guruf East P X 20+ 16+
24 May Kabkabiya North X X 5 3| Includes
UNAMID
Casualties
24 May AbuJabra P X 5 0
26 May Al Kulkul North X P 1 1
29 May Kirkira North X 1 0
4 Jun Nyalma North X 5 4
5 Jun Tarafona North X 2 0
10 Jun  Alaradaya East P X 1 0
15Jun  Kaileck South P X 1 1
16 Jun  Kaileck South X P 0 2
19Jun  Salayle Central X X 9 13
20 Jun  Mukjar Central P X 5 5
20 Jun  Habilla Kanari West X P 2
21Jun  Muraduf Central X X 10 10
21Jun  Um Kitero North P 1
22 Jun  Kiro North P
25Jun  Sandi Karo West X P 4 | Casualties
include 2 GoS
policemen.
26 Jun  Siriki North P X 13 23
30Jun  Um East X X 25+ 35+
Shaalouba
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Armed tribes involved Casualties
Attack =
Date . Sector © 3 . - Remarks
Location (Town) o @ > - g o - s 3 .
P = 2 . £ 5 g _; b= £ § .E‘J g . £ © _g E ] Fatal Injured
S = = = 2 ] @ w g © s 3 =SNG
2 = g = E = E 2 % ¢ % £ 5 = £ S 2 3 w9
2 & & £ & £ £ ¥ = = 5§ z =2 & & £ £ 5 8§ =
05 Jul Al Fadul East P X 31 17
05 Jul El Ferdous East P 1 0 | Inter tribal
clash
06 Jul Ed Daein East P 18 NK
08 Jul Al Quite East X X 3 3
15 ]Jul Medessis North P X 1 2
16 Jul El Sereif North P X 1 2
18 Jul Gusa North P X 2 0
25 Jul Kabkabiya North P X 1 0
28 Jul Shatain South P NK NK [ Fallata Tribe
01 Aug Nertiti West P 1 0 | Inter tribal
03 Aug Mila South P X 2 3
03 Aug El Sereaf North P X 1 3| TAG v SAF
06 Aug Um Dukhun Central P X 1
07 Aug  Kereinik West 1 2 | Eringa killed
16/ Abu Rakubah East X p 66 42 | Plus 4 GoS
17 Aug killed
17 Aug Napagaya South P X 5 0
20 Aug Um Rakoba  East X p 323 74 | Casualty
figures differ
by source.
Worse case
shown.
24 Aug Tege North X P 7 0 | Awlad Rashid
TAG attacked.
27 Aug Al Harani North P X 9 NK
28 Aug Midaisis North X 25 5
31 Aug Amarjadeed North P X 1 0
31 Aug Mileisa North P 0 13
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Armed tribes involved Casualties
Attack =
Date . Sector © 3 . - Remarks
Location (Town) o @ > - g o - s 3 .
P = 2 . £ 5 g g b= £ § .gﬁ g . £ © _g E ] Fatal Injured
S = = = 2 g 8§ 7 @ w g © = g s 3 =SNG
ﬁ g g 5 § T < g < < 2 2 2 i) < 5 ‘w = 4 X
< @& @& &£ 5§ =z £ ¥ = = 2 z 2z & & £ £ 5 8 =
03 Sep  Kulbus West P X 1 0 | Cattle rustling
07 Sep  Amud South P} 6 0 | Cattle rustling
Elsahhub (Fallat v
Habaniya)
11Sep Dobo South P X 10 2 [ Revenge
Madrasa attack on
SLA/AW
30Sep Otab East P X 0 14 | Fellata
02 Oct  Abu Sufyan East P X 0 0|5 Abducted
03 Oct AbuJabra East P X 3 2
09 Oct  Shabbab East X X NK NK
120ct AbuDungul East X P 1 NK
210ct Um Marahik  North PX 2 2 | Zayadiya v
SAF(CRP)
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Figure VI.1

Reported Inter-Tribal Armed Violence (01 Jan — 31 @t Period Analysis 2013 — 2014)
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Annex VII

Examples of ‘reported’ criminal acts (armed robbery) (01 January — 31 October 20143

Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible (ggseh) Catle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods Remarks
11 Jan Cimayat East  Central TAG 50
13 Jan Kassab North NK 1 MRe
15 Jan Abu Karinka  South NK B
19 Jan Safi South NK p
21 Jan Abu Zeraga North NK il
01 Feb Kalma South NK 300 x Floyr
01 Feb Habila West NK
02 Feb Tawilla North NK 1
04 Feb Wadi Mora North NK 23,00D
06 Feb Menawashei South NK 1
14 Feb Nyala South NK |
15 Feb Dereige South NK TBC
22 Feb Tabaldia East NK 150 Gogts
26 Feb Kalma South NK 7MIC
27 Feb Al Salam South NK
05 Mar Hamra North GoS 1 (Go%)
10 Mar Umtajok West Militia 200+
12 Mar Yassin, East Armed NK 133 Camel mounted
Mabrouka
13 Mar SLA/MM Market
Looted

200 These are incidents reported from a range ofcagjrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportinggtablish veracity where
possible. The data do not necessarily include wontep incidents of armed violence, but does indidhie magnitude of the
issue. The data are included as “reported” andefioee may not necessarily be totally accurate.

201 Motorcycle.
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Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
14 Mar El Fasher North Armed NK WHP In4 xTLC
Looted™
19 Mar Um Dukhum  Central Armed NK WFP Tru¢k
Load
03 Apr  Kutum North Armed NK X SAF ¢
03 Apr Kutum North Armed NK 1 x Trucl
Load
03 Apr Dembow West Armed NK 3 x Truck
Kabdy Load
08 Apr Al Mazad, East Armed NK 1 (NGO
Nyala
12 Apr  Abu Karinka  East Armed NK Fike} 1 x Truck| Some later
Load | recovered
14 Apr Zam Zam, North CRP x 8 X Cell Phones
El Fasher
23 Apr Um Dukhun, Central Armed NK Personal
Kubar belongings
24 Apr El Geneina  West TBC 1 Vehicle Parts
(UNAMID)
27 Apr Nyala South Armed NK | UNAMID
(UNAMID)
04 May  Mellit, North Armed NK 1 1 x Radio  Armed with
Karkara 12.7mm and RPG
06 May  Nyala South Armed NK x 3 n
25 May  Shangil North Armed NK x 2 9,000
Tobaya

202 The spate of robbery of food and non-food itemosf WFP warehouse in El Fasher is a major concEne.facility serves as
the major hub of the food and non-food items forsWéen, Central and Northern Darfur. Consideringebenomic situation of
Darfur and the vulnerability of facility (locatiompadequate security arrangement and limited cdrityadhe host government,
presence of criminals in the area) there is likediti of further incidents in the area.

203 Checkpoint.

204 pPassage Fee.

TE/STOC/S



2€999-¥T

VEUTTT

Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
25 May  Zailingei Cenral Armed NK |
26 May  El Salm, South Armed NK x 5 Bus hijack.
Bulbul All
belongings.
26 May Nyala South Armed NK 1 (UNICER)
27 May  Nyala South X From MoJ
Vehicle
30 May Gemiza South Armed NK Suga
Lagarou
31 May  Kutum North Armed NK x 4 15,86 2xM/C
02 Jun Zalingei Central Armed NK 1 (CRP)
04 Jun Tawila, North Militia x 60
Nyalma
16 Jun Yassin, East TAG x 15 2,800 4 x Cejl Suspected
Labado Phones,| Misseriya
Spare Partg
17 Jun Abu Karinka, South Armed NK Sorghum From WFP
Jad 820 Cereal x
600
20 Jun Abu Karinka, South Armed NK 73 tonnep From WFP
Jad Elsid
22 Jun Um Shididg North Militia ] Al
belongings
22 Jun Ed Al Fursan  South Armed NK x|3 1 ®eBicle
22 Jun Kokomanda West Armed NK All
Vill, Beida belongings
22 Jun Tongfuka West Armed NK 1 Abducted KAI
employees
23 Jun El Safa area East Armed NK x 3 (30,0P0) Ransom demand
On1xTLC
27 Jun Kutum North SLA/MM x 200,000 On7xTLC
50+
3.5kg
Gold
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Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
28 Jun Yassin, East Armed NK 70 UNAMID | Mounted and
Labado x 15 furniture | with M/C x 1
03 Jul El Fasher North Armed NK 1 UNAMID vela
06 Jul Nyala South Armed NK L Abduction
06 Jul Nyala South Armed NK 80,000
07 Jul Bunduga Central Armed NK 15,000 1 Meudnt
11 Jul El Fasher North Armed NK 1 Attempted c
jacking
11 Jul El Fasher North Armed NK 1 Deputy Wali
vehicle.
Recovered
14 Jul Tanara North Armed NK 15,040 6 x Barkl
Petrol
14 Jul Nyala South Armed NK 40,000 1 x CgllL5 armed men on
Phone| 2 x Technicals
15 Jul Fato Borno North Armed NK 1 x Solar
Power Cell
17 Jul Thabit North SLA/MM 210L Diessl
18 Jul Duma South BG ? Persomal
belongings
21 Jul Arosha North SLA/MM 9,00 2,100L Fuel NAMID
escorted convoy
21 Jul El Daba Central Armed NK 1 x Cell
Phone
21 Jul Um West Armed NK Personal WFP convoy
Sangamty belongings
22 Jul Korma North Armed NK 117 Goals
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Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
24 Jul Ed al Fursan South Armed NK 84,000 nfFhospital
25 Jul Hashaba South Govt Militia 6 Horses
26 Jul El Geneina West Armed NK From GOS
26 Jul Ashaba West Armed NK N Persomal
belongings
26 Jul Kutum North Armed NK PersonplWFP staff
belongings| assaulted
28 Jul Gereida South Armed NK Mobile Phgne
Credits
31 Jul Albashir North Armed NK 82 Goals
02 Aug El Fasher North Armed NK NH 1 UNAMIL Mitds Phone
07 Aug Korma North Armed NK 205 Goais
and Sheep
09 Aug Kebkabiya North Armed NK From SAF
13 Aug Abdel Shakur, North Armed NK 3 From miners
Kutum
13 Aug Abdel North Armed NK Persongl Commercial truck
Shakur, belongings
Kutum
15 Aug Tawila North Armed NK 32 Goats
and
2 Donkeys
16 Aug Kutum North Armed NK 3 Donkeys
16 Aug Yassin East Armed NK 56 Sheep
17 Aug Kenkabiya North Armed NK 3 Camels
and
2 Donkeys
18 Aug Mellit North Armed NK 300,00d 2 Cell Phoney INGO GAA
Organization
18 Aug Djafafil North Armed NK 35 Goats
and
2 Donkeys
19 Aug Labado East Armed NK 23 Sheep Cell Phone|
and 1 Camel
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Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
21 Aug Tangarara North SLA/MM 7,20D “Tranb#x” for
24 vehicles.
300SDG per
vehicle
negotiated from
1,500SDG
demand.
22 Aug Bir Medina West Armed NK 148 Goats, Personal
Sheep and belongings
Donkeys
23 Aug Kutum North Armed NK 17 Ce|l
Phones
25 Aug Tawilwa East Armed NK
28 Aug Kutum North Armed NK 1 From UNAMID
29 Aug Labado East Armed NK 104 Shegp
30 Aug Sirba West Armed NK Persorjal
belongings
30 Aug Kout, Sirba West Armed NK 20 Godts
and
2 Horses
30 Aug Emery South Armed in Go$ 20,000 4 Cattle Personal
uniform belongings
31 Aug Kutum North Armed NK 1 Cell Phorne
31 Aug Markuba North Abbala TAG 50 Horsgs
and
Donkeys
31 Aug Mileisa North Abbala TAG 250 Shegp
and Goats
01 Sep Sanidadi West Armed NK Solar panels omANGO
World Relief
03 Sep Kulbus West Zaghawa TAG 150
Camels
04 Sep Sirba West Armed NK 300 sheep
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Stolen Items
Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
04 Sep Kabkabiya North Armed NK 8,000
04 Sep El Sisi IDP West Armed NK 25 Shegep
05 Sep El Fasher North Armed NK 1 UNAMID
Vehicle

05 Sep El Tomat South Armed NK 20 Catyle
06 Sep Tina North Armed NK L
07 Sep Amud South Armed NK 150 Cattle

Elsahhub
09 Sep Terbiba West Armed NK Motorcyde
11 Sep Kassab North Armed NK 8 Goats Personal

belongings

11 Sep Pangal Central Armed NK 30 Cattle Fidisseriya
11 Sep El Salam >  North Armed NK 1 Persongl

El Fasher belongings
17 Sep Shalgalnil North Armed NK 30 Camgls
21 Sep Gulnageisa West Armed NK 10 Cattle
28 Sep Alfayga West Armed NK ? Cattle
29 Sep Haja East Armed NK 3,000 Cell phorfe

Bondoga
01 Oct Hai Al South Armed NK 1

Thawara
02 Oct Deleig Central Armed NK Motorcycle
02 Oct El Fasher North Armed NK 1 UNAMID
02 Oct Gosmino West Armed NK il INGO
04 Oct Tire East Armed NK 340 Shegp

130 Goats
4 Donkeys
05 Oct Aby Sufyan East Armed NK 5 Persopal
belongings

06 Oct Kutum North Armed NK 1,000 Motorcycle
06 Oct El Fasher North Armed NK 1
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Stolen Items

Date Location (Town) Sector Responsible Cash . ) Remarks
(SDG) Cattle Vehicles Wpns Food (Bags) Locality Goods
11 Oct Saraf Umra Central Armed NK 109 Shegp /
Goats

12 Oct El Fasher North Armed NK DRA vehicle
12 Oct Saraf Umra Central Armed NK 2,0
13 Oct Saraf Jidid West Armed NK 8,0( 1 Motorcycle
18 Oct Labado East TAG 40 Goats
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Annex VIII

Summary of reported RSF operations in Darfur (March—31 October2014)%°®

Date Location 206 State Alleged Damage Result;lgg Killed Injured
24 Feb El Salam South 2 House and 6 shops burned in IDP camp 1 4
market
27 Feb Hijer Tunjo East 35+ villages burned. Over 20 women raped 5,000+ 53 23+
28 Feb Um Gunja, Sane Delebah, East 7+ villages burned 35,000+ 12+ 4
Tukumare, Himeida,
Birkatuli and Afona
02 Mar Al Salam South IDP Camp attacked 1 0
7 Mar - 12 Mar  El Taweisha, Ailliet and North ~ Major population displacement 10,000+
Kaskanita
8 Mar Saraf Umra area North Major population displacement 55,000 50+ NK
11 Mar Mellit North ~ Armed assault
11 -12 Mar Malawi, Koma, Jamama, North 15 villages destroyed, armed robbery and 24+ NK
al-Daw, Aulad-Mokhtar, arson
and Ammar Jadeed
14 Mar Birka, Tarny, Khartoum North Arson, armed robbery and displacement
Belleil and Konjara
16 Mar Hashaba North  Village destroyed 3 0
17 Mar Fanga Suk North  SLA/AW NK NK
17 - 18 Mar Malawi and Foda area North 16+ villages burned, major population 2,000+
displacement
18 Mar El Fasher North SAF
19 Mar El Fasher North  Armed assault.

205 From a wide range of sources.

206 |dentifying particular locations within Darfurmeins a challenge for the Panel. UNAMID GIS GEO mtains a database of
over 4802 place names (and variations) with aceu@EO co-ordinates. This database is routinely tgalaForce HQ J3 hold
a separate database of 4356 place names, whidtigldlg outdated. There is no single consolidateldAMID database. Yet
government agencies, press reports, local resideamdseven UN organizations all use different spgii for the same place.
The panel has been able to positively identify odlyo of the locations reported in this Table.
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Date Location 206 State Alleged Damage Result{ig‘g Killed Injured
20 Mar Al Salam South Armed assault. 2 0
20 Mar Birka North  Village destroyed 15
21 Mar Safeh area North  Villages destroyed
22 - 26 Mar Khor Abeche South IDP Camp destroyed 2,000+
Health Centre and Kindergarten destroyed
Arson, armed robbery and displacement

23 Mar Birka North  Village destroyed
23 Mar Abu Sneit Fal North  Village attacked 1 0
23 Mar Donkey Baashim North  SRF 8 NK
24 Mar Donki Baashim area North Major population displacement 10+ 20+
25 Mar Donkey Baashim North  SRF 6+ 38
24 - 28 Mar Sarafaya, (5km West of Central Major population displacement 8,500+

El Fasher), Uzbani,

Korma and Kobe
27 Mar Tongoro North  Village destroyed
28 Mar Hashaba North  Village destroyed 1
28 Mar Amarei North  Village destroyed 1
29 Mar Amarai, Khashum Wadi, North Major population displacement 3+

Wadi Buwa, Silu,

Shurgilei, Dabba Nayra,

Tima, and Garbu Salat
31 Mar Shagarla, Tima, Girba, North 15+ Villages destroyed, major population 6+ 15+

Hillet Saleh Nurein, Jido
Nurein, Hillet
Mohamedein Abd

El Banat, Hillet Bashar
Abd El Banat, Hillet
Dabbat Farti, Hillet
Gumeiza, Hillet Ismail
Khater, and Hillet
Abdallah Mohamed
Hassan

displacement
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Date Location 206 State Alleged Damage Result;gg Killed Injured
02 Apr Kengkeng North  Village destroyed 2 0
06 Apr Ed Ei Garad and Sani North IDPs ambushed, assaulted and armed robbery 1 2+
Haya area
06 Apr NE of Kutum area, Bowa North 1,500 IDPs ambushed, assaulted and armed 1 0
and Ed El Garad robbery
07 Apr Gadara, Birmaza, Birdik North  Villages destroyed
and Lill Valley
08 Apr Nabarujuju, Naburu North  Villages destroyed
Samal, Hilet Jabel, Hilet
Um Arda, Hilet Kamis,
Tawazin, Birika Sarafaye,
Janjona, Um Usus and
Kobe Assara
10 Apr Tawila North  Village destroyed 1 0
10 Apr Ba’ashum, near Mellit North SLA/MM 150+ NK
15 Apr Hashaba, Kutei, Karafula, North Villages destroyed, armed robbery, abductions 5 NK
Kujir, Tumu, Kadarik, Um
Triter, Aboh, Um
Deriseiya, Sharafa and
Dali
16 Apr Gaoud Al Azraq North  Village destroyed, armed robbery 26 6
17/18 Apr Um Alqura South Majority of RSF forces relocate to South Darfur to await further operation orders.
Confined to Um Alqura barracks.
22 Apr Kutum North  Armed assault 0 1
29 Apr Kirro, Bardane and South  Villages destroyed, major population 5,000+
Nawni displacement
01 May Mukjar Central Armed robbery 0 0
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Annex IX
Summary of arms embargo (ammunition) violations inDarfur (17 February - 31 October 2014)

Date ) ) ) Date of Panel Seen in
Found Location  Calibre Type Markings Manufacture Manufacturer  r,c0 File Darfur Remarks?07
06 Apr UmBuru 7.62x39mm gz;gldge 3909 2009 MIC208 Sudan ~ ARM/024 NEW
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 13908 2008 MIC Sudan ARM/024 NEW
Case .
Ammunition
7.62 x 39mm Cartridge 33909 2009 MIC Sudan ARM/024 NEW from JEM
Case members
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 39011 2011 MIC Sudan ARM/024 NEW surrendering
Case weapons at
. UN TS.
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 239011 2011 MIC Sudan ARM/024 NEW
Case
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 139012 2012 MIC Sudan ARM/024 2013
Case
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 13913 2013 MIC Sudan ARM/024 2013
Case
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 6108 2008 China ARM/024 NEW
Case
7.62x39mm  Cartridge 811 08 2008 China ARM/024 2013
Case

207 This column is included for panel analysis pugmsnly.
208 Military Industrial Corporation.
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Annex X
Regional proliferation of Sudanese small arms ammdition (2011 — 2014¥%

. . . Date of

Year Location?10 Calibre Markings Manufacture Remarks?11

2014 Central African Republic 7.62 x 39mm 33909 2009 Seized from Séléka elements and anti-Balakas
7.62 x 39mm 13910 2010 militias since the beginning of the Sangaris

' military operation in December 2013.

7.62 x 39mm 139011 2011
7.62 x 39mm 13912 2012
7.62 x 39mm 239012 2012
7.62 x 39mm 13913 2013
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 15409 2009

2011  CoHte d’Ivoire 7.62 x39mm 23909 2009 In ex-President Gbagbo forces’ possession
7.62 x 39mm 33909 2009
7.62 x 39mm 13910 2010

2012  Cote d’'lvoire 7.62 x 39mm 23909 2009 Some packed in unpainted wooden crates
7.62 x 39mm 33909 2009 labelled with a white paper sticker ?dentifying

the lot number and year of production. Each

7.62 x39mm 13910 2010 crate contains 15 heat-sealed, black
7.62 x 39mm 139011 2011 polyethylene bags. 212
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 154011 2011

2013 Cote d’Ivoire 7.62 x 39mm 139011 2011 In ex-President Gbagbo forces’ possession

209 Sources include; YNOCI Profile UNOCI. 2013; 2 Ammunition profile of non-state actors, Eastern Denatic
Republic of the CongdJNOCI. 12 January 2014; 3mall arms and machine gun ammunition profile, Camfrican
Republic Libya Panel of Experts. January 2014,Chnflict Armament Research Spotlight on South Sudan
www.conflictarm.com/spotlight.html. Accessed 10 M214; 5) UNS/2014/106 Libya Panel of Experts (2095/2013)
Report (19 February 2014); 6) www.nytimes.com/20@B313/world/africa/arms-shipments-seen-from-sudausstria-
rebels.html?_r=1&. Accessed 10 May 2014 Fojlowing the Headstamp TraiN R Jenzen-Jones. Small Arms Survey.
April 2014; and 8)ollowing the ThreadHSBA Working Paper 32. J Leff and E LeBrun. Snfalins Survey. May 2014

210 The Table is referenced alphabetically by countngn by date and finally by date of manufacture.

211 This column is included for Panels’ analysis msgs or for reader information.

212 Each bag contains 100 loose cartridges. The plojyene bags are notable because no other prodwadngtry is currently
known to use such packaging.
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Year Location?10 Calibre Markings 1]-\)/1((11tneu(j)ffa cture Remarks?11
2013 Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC)  7.62 x 39mm 13907 2007 In M23 possession

7.62 x 39mm 23907 2007 In ex-combatants’ possession
7.62 x 39mm 13908 2008 In M23 possession
7.62 x 39mm 23908 2008 In ex-combatants’ possession
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 25407 2007 In M23 possession
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 45407 2007 In M23 possession

2012 Libpa  762x39mm 239011 2011

2013 Libya  762x39mm 239011 20110
7.62 x 39mm 13912 2012

2013 Somalia  7.62x39mm 33909 2009  Forsale with Mogadishuarms dealerat
7.62 x 39mm 23909 USD 0.90 per round
7.62 x 39mm 13910 2010

2013 SouthSudan  7.62x39mm 13910 20100
7.62 x 39mm -3911 2011
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 25108 2008
7.62 x 54mm Rimmed 35411 2011

2013 Syia  762x39mm - 23909 2009
7.62 x 39mm 13910 2010
7.62 x 39mm 239011 2011
7.62 x 39mm 139012 2012
7.62 x 39mm 13912 2012
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Annex Xl

Summary of reported®? air attacks in Darfur (1 January — 31 October 201321421

Attack Type Aircraft Type Casualties
Date Location Sector A/C ) Ordnance Type  Target )
Bomb?16 AGM?7  [IM?18 NK?19 Mi-24 Su-25 Antonov NK Fatal  Injured
01 Jan Burgo area Central X 2 0
26 Jan Dumay area South X
26 Jan Konjara area East X 2 0
27 Jan Uraydimah area East X
29 Jan Dukur Nazal area East X
30 Jan Tabaldiya East 4 1
30 Jan Geinak East 3 1
04 Feb Graida South X
19Feb  UmGunya  Sowh | | x |
28 Feb Shawa East X
02 Mar  El Eid Jaralnabi North X
06 Mar Al Lait North X 3 7
07 Mar  Sayah North X
07 Mar  Karoya Laban North X 2 7
13 Mar  Karoya Laban North X NK NK

213 These are incidents reported from a range ofcagyrcross-referenced against UNAMID reportingstablish veracity. The
data do not necessarily include unreported incislefitarmed violence, but do indicate the magnitafithe issue.

214 P, perpetrator; X, target; NK, not known; TBC,te confirmed.

215 The dashed lines on this, and all subsequentes¢ahdicate the commencement of the mandate peniahd of reporting

quarters.

216 Ajrcraft Bomb. (e.g. FAB 500).
217 Air to Ground Missile or Rocket. (e.g. S-8).
218 |mprovised Munition.

219 Not Known.
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Attack Type Aircraft Type Casualties
Date Location Sector A/C ) Ordnance Type  Target )
Bomb?16 AGM?7 - [IM?18 NK?19 Mi-24 Su-25 Antonov NK Fatal  Injured
14 Mar  Mellit North 1 NK
15 Mar  Niteaga South 0 4
16 Mar  Niteaga South 75 0 7
16 Mar  Karoya Laban North X NK NK
19 Mar  Uzban East X 3 7
29 Mar  Rahad Negagia North X NK NK
01Apr  Samara 1 North | | x | o o
06 Apr  Amarei North 8 X NK NK
07 Apr Um Baru North 1 4
07 Apr Lill North 1 8
08 Apr Kunjara Tarny North 1 2
26 Apr Orschi North 5+ 8 X X 3 0
28 Apr Tabit North X 1 3
29 Apr Ruh Fatah East 3 X 1 1
14 May  Fanga East 3 NK
16 May  Kaguru East 3 X NK NK
05Jul UmRai 1 North | | x5 N
07 Jul Anka North X X 0 0
07 Jul Birdik North X X 0 0
24 Jul El Dawai North X 0 0
01 Aug Dolma North 18 X 2 0
23 Aug  GozDoz North X 1 0
04 Sep Kaja North X X 1 0
17 Sep Daba North 24 X 4 0
22 Sep Torbua and Dibba North X X 0 0
Naira
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Attack Type Aircraft Type Casualties
Date Location Sector A/C ) Ordnance Type  Target )
Bomb?16 AGM?7 - [IM?18 NK?19 Mi-24 Su-25 Antonov NK Fatal  Injured
23 Sep Landa North 0 0
27 Sep Mashrou Abu Zeid North X X 0 0
040ct  KhorMali North | x | x | o o
17 Oct Burgo North 12 X 2 0
19 Oct Um Baru / Abelhu North 6 15 X 1 0
21 Oct Anka North X X 0 0
22 Oct El Aradeb El Ashara  North X 0 0
27 Oct Wadi Murra North 4 X 1 0
29 Oct Khor Mali North NK X 1 NK
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Annex Xll|

Summary of SAiIrF military aviation assets (histori@l and new violations in Darfur) (01 January — 31 @tober 2014)

. . Positively Positively I . .
. Tactical Delivered to e 1 P Panel Violation  Operational in
Aircraft Type Number SAirF?% :gﬁ;rtt'gﬁﬁqm :g;rr;ﬂ:'ed N Reference Darfur 2014 Remarks
A-5 Fantarf** 402 Before 2005 Mar 07 2007 Report = Based at Nyala FOB.

403 Before 2005 Mar 07 2007 Report = Based at Nyala FOB.

407 Before 2005 2008 2008 Report = Based at Nyala FOB.

410 Before 2005 Mar 07 2007 Report = Based at Nyala FOB.

482 Before 2005 2008 2008 Report = Based at Nyala FOB.

Su-25% 201 2008 2010 2010 Report = Arrived at El Fasher on
02 Dec 2013.

202 2008 Not seen = Possibly written off due to
an accident.

203 2008 2009 2009 Report .

204 2008 2009 2009 Report = Almost certainly written-
off in 2013; being
cannibalized

2052 2008 Dec 11 2014 Report  YES = Seen in 2011, but never
reported. In El Fasher in
May 2014.

206 2008 2009 2009 Report .

207 2008 2010 2010 Report  YES = In El Fasher in May,

220 For Su-25. Data from Permanent Mission of Belaw§/N Letter 1082-12 dated 13 August 2010.
221 Official name: Nanchang Q-%:antanis a reporting name.
222 Sy-25 Fighter Ground Attack (FGA) Aircraft; Aiit marked with Tactical Numbers 201 — 214 arehs first generation
single seat version; NATO reporting nafmmgfoot-A All Sukhoi Su-25 aircraft in service with the Samese Air Force are
marked with a Tactical Number in the 200-seriese Tdst known TN delivered to Sudan is 217.
223 Use of bold type indicates aircraft seen by ta@d? in 2014.

Sep and Oct 2014.
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. . Positively Positively I . .
. Tactical Delivered to e 1 P Panel Violation  Operational in
Aircraft Type Number SAIrE20 :glhentlfled in ldentified in Reference Darfur 2014 Remarks
artoum Darfur
208 2008 2013 2010 Report  YES = Most likelymisreported as
TN 209 by the Panel in
2010; In El Fasher in May,
Sep and Oct 2014.
(209) - 2010 2010 Report = Not delivered by Member
State.
210 2008 2010 2010 Report  YES = In El Fasher in Oct 2014.
211 2009 2010 2010 Report = El Fasher (May 2013),
Nyala (June 2013); Still in
Darfur in September 2013.
212 2009 2010 2010 Report = Certainly written-off in
2011; being cannibalized
214 2009 Dec 11 2013 Report  YES = Almost certainly in
El Fasher until May 2014.
Su-25UB%* 215 2008 2012 2012 Report = Probably based at Wadi
Sayyidna
216 2008 - - = Probably based at Wadi
Sayyidna
217 2010 - - = Probably based at Wadi
Sayyidna
Mi-17/Mi-171SKH* 525 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-17; No further details
available.
527 Jul 09 2009 Report = No further details

available.

224 Training version of Su-25 Ground Attack Aircradthle to carry armament; Aircraft marked with Taatidlumbers 215 — 217
are of the first generation dual seat version; NAEQorting namé-rogfoot-B

225 Transport Helicopter of which Attack Helicoptegrgions exist with 2x2 or 2x3 external hard poiatsl a machine gun
attached in the nose; All Mi-17 and Mi-171 types derivatives of the Mil Mi-8 helicopter; Many véoss are around, and
SAIrF has various types in service; A more recesdedopment includes: a little nose, large loadiamp in the back and
enlarged sliding doors on either sides of the fagel NATO reporting name Rip, followed by a suffix letter to indicate the
exact subversion (likélip-A or Hip-H). All Mi-8/Mi-17/Mi-171Sh helicopters in SAirF sgice are marked with a TN in the

500-series.
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Positively Positively

Aircraft Type Ili?wt:gzlr geA”i‘r’F%Z%d t© Identified in  Identified in ;2?;L\r/]igéation ggﬁlrje:tizo(?f Alf in Remarks
Khartoum Darfur

528 2007 2007 Report = Mi-171Sh; Two-tone
colour scheme (c/s)
(light olive/ dark green).

529 2008 2008 Report = Mi-17V-5.

533 2007 2007 Report = Mi-17V-5; Two-tone c/s
(light olive/ dark green).

534 2007 2007 Report = Mi-17; Two-tone c/s
(khaki/ dark olive); seen
without and with external
hard points mounted.

537 2010 2010 Report = Mi-17; No further details
available.

543 2014 TBC YES = Mi-171Sh; three tone c/s
(sand/dark olive/brown); In
Nyala in May 2014.

544 2014 TBC YES = Mi-171Sh; three tone c/s
(sand/dark olive/brown); In
El Fasher in Sep 2014

546 2013 TBC YES = Mi-171Sh; three tone c/s
(sand/dark olive/brown); In
Nyala in May 2014 and in
El Fasher in Oct 2014

Mi-24P/Mi-24V*° 913 2006 2006 Report = Mi-24P; Two-tone c/s

(light olive/ dark green).

916 Jul 09 2009 Report = No details available.

226 Attack Helicopter, which can carry up to 8 troopore recent versions are designated as ‘Mi-25Mit35’; The Sudanese Air
Force employs two versions: Mi-24P with a fixed Bibarrel machine gun at the starboard side oftthekpit and the
Mi-24V with a flexible four-barrel gun attached wsrdthe nose; the Mi-24V in Sudanese service is dbssignated as ‘Mi-35’;
NATO reporting name islind; The Mi-24P is indicated adind-F and the Mi-24V (Mi-35) a#lind-E. All Mi-24 helicopters in
SAirF service are marked with a TN in the 900-sgride last known TN delivered is 960.
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. . Positively Positively S . .
. Tactical Delivered to e 1 P Panel Violation  Operational in
Aircraft Type Number SAIrE20 Identified in  Identified in Reference Darfur 2014 Remarks
Khartoum Darfur

918 2006 2006 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

922 2006 2006 Report = Mi-24V; No details
available.

923 Aug 09 2009 Report = Mi-24P; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

925 Aug 09 2009 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

926 Aug 09 2009 Report = Mi-24V; No further details
available.

928 2010 2010 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

929 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-24P; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

933 2010 2010 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

937 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-24P; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

938 2010 2010 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

939 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-24V; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

941 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-24P; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

942 Jul 09 2009 Report = Light olive/ dark green c/s;
crashed in April 2011.

943 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-35; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.

945 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-35; Khaki/ dark green

cls.
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S . Tactical Delivered to e 1 P Panel Violation  Operational in
§ Aircraft Type Number SAirF?% l}gﬁ;rtt'gﬁ?nm ::()jgrrf]ﬂl;'ed N Reference Darfur 2014 Remarks
946 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-35; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
947 Jul 09 2009 Report = Mi-24P; No details
available.
948 2010 2010 Report = Mi-35; Light olive/ dark
green c/s.
950 2012 2012 Report = Mi-35; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
951 2012 2012 Report = Mi-24P; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
952 2012 2012 Report = Mi-35; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
955 May 13 2013 Report = Mi-35; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
956 Aug 13 2013 Report = Mi-24P; Khaki/ dark green
c/s.
An-262%72%8 7705 NK Aug 06 2006 Report - = Marked (UN-)26563. All

white colour scheme, no
further markings. Also
observed in 2007 and 2008
by the Panel.

227 Transport Aircraft, with the SAIrF also in use Reconnaissance/ Observation Aircraft; NATO repagthameCurl; All An-26

investigating.

7€99911

and related An-30 and An-32 aircraft in SAirF seeviare normally marked with a TN in the 7700-series
228 The use of these aircraft is only a violationtloé arms embargo if used in an offensive aerial lbiogn role. The Panel is
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Aircraft Type

Tactical
Number

Positively
Identified in
Khartoum

Delivered to
SAirF?%

Positively
Identified in
Darfur

Panel Violation
Reference

Operational in
Darfur 2014

Remarks

7706

7715

7717

7718

7719

7777

ST-27Z (1)

Under
Investigation

Under
Investigation

Under
Investigation

Aug 13

May 14

Jul 13

Sep 13

Sep 13

2008

Aug 06

2013 Report

2014 Report

2013 Report

2013 Report

2013 Report

2008 Report

2006 Report

YES

YES

= |nitially ‘registered’
ST-ZZZ (2) (2006-2007);
MSN 10404; White
fuselage with red/white/
red line along fuselage; In
El Fasher in Sep 2014

White fuselage with
red/white/red line along
fuselage; Seen in Darfur in
2011; in El Fasher in May
and Oct 2014.

White/grey colour scheme;
also in Darfur in 2014 on
supply flights.

All white colour scheme,
no nationality markings
except TN.

All white colour scheme,
no nationality markings

except TN; also in Darfur
in 2014 on supply flights.

All white colour scheme,
no markings except TN.

All white colour scheme,
no markings except
registration; MSN 10407,
Crash-landed at El Fasher
on 07 Aug 2006. Hull seen
until May 2014, but in Jun
or Jul 2014 removed.
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Aircraft Type Number

VET/CET

Delivered to
SAirF?%

Positively
Identified in
Khartoum

Positively
Identified in
Darfur

Panel Violation
Reference

Operational in
Darfur 2014

Remarks

ST-22Z (2)

ST-27Z (3)

An-322%° 7710/ST-
ALM

7720

7721

2007

2007

Sep 2014

May 2014

May 2014

2007 Report

2007 Report

TBC

2014 Report

TBC

= All white colour scheme,
no markings except
registration; MSN 10404;
Became 7706 in 2007 or
2008.

= No markings, no further
details available.

= Double marked with
military TN and civil
registration.

= Observed by the Panel in
2013 without BDZ-34;
Observed in Darfur by the
Panel in May 2014 fitted
with BDZ-34 external
hard-points*°

= White fuselage with blue
port engine cowling.

7€99911

229 The use of these aircraft is only a violationtloé arms embargo if used in an offensive aerial lbiogp role. The Panel
continues its investigation.
230 Refer t0S/2014/87 paragraph 116.
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Examples of toll receipts

Annex XIlII
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Panel Translation Receipt 1

0003409

Name:

Sudan Liberation Army
Headquarters of the Unit
Address: Financial Affairs Office
Received from Mr. ........

320 Sudanese Pounds

As a support for goods

Finance Manager Signature 9/11
Paid by the brothers to facilitate ..Wf(iting illegible)
Seal of Sudan Liberation Army
SLA Headquarters

Panel Translation Receipt 2

Liberation and Justice Army Movement
Receipt

Date: 17/02/2014

Amount: 200 Sudanese Pounds

Type of Taxes: Truck Transit
Signature

Seal
Liberation and Justice Army Movement

Panel Translation Receipt 3

Sudan Liberation Army

Receipt

Date: 07/02/2014

Received the Amount: 1250 Sudanese Pounds as arsupp(writing illegible)

Signature

Seal

Sudan Liberation Army

Public Finance Secretariat

Secretary General of Economic and Financial Affairs

134/134 14-65632



