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“T believe the perception cansed by civilian casualties is one of the most dangerous enemies we face.”
U.S. General Stanley A. McCrystal in his inaugural speech as ISAF Commander in June 2009.!

! Spencer Ackerman, “NATO-Caused Civilian Casualties Increasing in Afghanistan,” The Washington
Independent, April 16, 2010.
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Preface

Preface
Dr. h.c. Hans-C. von Sponeck

The U.S.-led Multinational Force (MNA) in Iraq, the NATO International Securi-
ty Assistance Force (ISAF) in Afghanistan and the U.S. Operation Enduring
Freedom (OEF-A), also in Afghanistan, have carefully kept a running total of
fatalities they have suffered. However, the military’s only interest has been in
counting “their” bodies: 4,804 MNA soldiers have died in Iraq between March

2003 and February 2012, the date when the U.S. body counting stopped. As of

early end 2014, 3.485 ISAF and OEF soldiers have lost their lives in Afghanistan
since 2001.

Since U.S. and other foreign military boots are only intermittently and secretly on
the ground in Pakistan, mainly in the northern tribal areas, there are no body
count statistics for coalition force casualties available for Pakistan.

The picture of physically wounded military personnel for both war theatres is in-
complete. Only the U.S. military is identified: (a) 32,223 were wounded during the
2003 Iraq invasion and its aftermath, and (b) until November 2014 20.040 were
wounded in Afghanistan.’

No figures are known for mental disorders involving military personnel who have
been deployed in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan.

Officially ignored are casualties, injured or killed, involving enemy combatants
and civilians.* This, of course, comes as no surprise. It is not an oversight but a
deliberate omission. The U.S. authorities have kept no known records of such
deaths.” This would have destroyed the arguments that freeing Iraq by military
force from a dictatorship, removing Al-Qaeda from Afghanistan and eliminating
safe-havens for terrorists in Pakistan’s tribal areas has prevented terrorism from
reaching the U.S. homeland, improved global security and advanced human rights,
all at “defendable” costs.

However, facts are indeed stubborn. Governments and civil society know now
that on all counts these assertions have proved to be preposterously false. Military
battles have been won in Iraq and Afghanistan but at enormous costs to human
security and trust among nations. One must not forget the financial costs.” The
21st century has seen a loss of innocent civilian life at an unprecedented scale,
especially in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan. Nobody should even dare to ask the

2 See iCasualities.org: Iraq Coalition Casualty Count, available at http://icasualties.org/.

3 See Breitbart Newsletter http://www.breitbart.com/national-security/2014/11/11/over-20k-
soldiers-wounded-in-afghan-war-theater/

41n 2011, the Brussels Tribunal (BT) convened an international conference in Ghent (Belgium) on
Iraqi academia. It revealed that 449 academics had been murdered since the U.S./UK invasion in
2003. Neither the occupation authorities nor the government of Iraq carried out an investigation
of these crimes.

5 Former U.S. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld in his memoirs Known and Unknown (Penguin
Books, 2011) refers to Iraqi death squads and sectarianism as causes of civilian casualties. This is
not wrong. He omits, however, any reference to U.S. or coalition contributions to the death of
Iraqi civilians.

¢ Former U.S. President George W. Bush concluded in his memoirs Decision Points (Virginia Books,
2010): “I did not see how anyone could deny that liberating Iraq advanced the cause of human
rights.”

7 Joseph E. Stiglitz, winner of the 2011 Nobel Prize in Economics, and Linda J. Bilmes pointed out
in 2008 out that before the Iraq invasion, U.S. authorities assumed a cost of $50 billion. Their own
estimate came to $3 trillion, a figure which today is considered too low and likely to be ex- ceeded
when final accounts are available. See Joseph E. Stiglitz & Linda J. Bilmes, The Three Trillion

Dollar War: The True Cost of the Iraq Conflict, Norton, 2008.
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question whether it was worth it! As independent U.S. journalist Nir Rosen noted,
“the hundreds of thousands of dead Iraqis are not better off, [...] the children
who lost their fathers aren’t better off, [...] the hundreds and thousands of refu-
gees ate not better off.”

The IPPNW Body Count publication must be seen as a significant contribution to
narrowing the gap between reliable estimates of victims of war, especially civilians
in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan and tendentious, manipulated or even fraudu-
lent accounts. These have in the past blurred the picture of the magnitude of
death and destitution in these three countries. Subjective and pre-conceived re-
porting certainly is a serious matter. This includes the dissemination of deliberate-
ly falsified information. In the context of the Iraq and Afghanistan wars, there are
many examples of manipulated “facts.” The U.S. Department of Defense’s short-
lived (2001/02) Office of Strategic Influence (OSI) is one statk example of gov-
ernment-generated mis- and dis-information meant to influence public opinion in
supporting its Iraq policies.”

With this publication the public becomes aware of how difficult it has been to
grasp the real dimensions of these wars and how rare independent and non-
partisan casualty assessments have been. For governments and inter-governmental
organizations, the IPPNW review represents a powerful aide mémoire of their legal
and moral responsibility to hold perpetrators accountable. What is reflected in the
IPPNW study is not for the history books alone, but much more significant it is a
plea for justice to prevail.

Without the credible information contained in the IPPNW Body Count publica-
tion it would be even more difficult to seek redress and justice. As the picture
becomes clearer thanks to organizations such as IPPNW about dead, wounded,
traumatized, tortured, poisoned (due to depleted uranium and white phosphorus),
dislocated and impoverished civilians, accountability for the crimes committed is
more and more within reach. Winning the battle over the integrity of information,
it must be stressed, unequivocally constitutes a prerequisite for a dangerously
overdue debate. Global leaders in governments and in the United Nations can no
longer escape from an open and intensive reflection, together with civil society,
on the origins of recent conflicts. The public conscience is not willing to accept
further procrastination. People on every continent, especially the young who are
the involuntary inheritors of conflict, insist on actions for peace. Nothing less!

IPPNW’s timely Body Count publication is evidence of its unrelenting commit-

ment to “ending war and to addressing the causes of armed conflict” and, as such,
an important contribution to actions for peace.

Dr. h.c. Hans-C. von Sponeck, UN Assistant Secretary General & UN Humanitarian
Coordinator for Iraq (1998-2000); UN Resident Coordinator for Pakistan (1988-
94) covering also Afghanistan.

8 Nir Rosen, Following the Bloodshed of America’s Wars in the Muslim World, Nation Books, 2010.

? Joachim Guilliard reminds us that many opponents of war are not interested in the exactness of
reported casualty data. Any fatality, they argue, due to war is one too many. Guilliard, however,
makes the important point that reported numbers of deaths carry with it the political weight of how
serious a conflict is perceived to be. Knut Mellenthin provides information that drone casual- ties
in Pakistan’s tribal areas had much to do with aimless attacks often facilitated by hired local CIA
informants. And Lithr Henkens puts the word Taliban in quotation marks. Rightly so, since both
Afghan and Pakistani villagers protesting against corruption and the lack of development in their
communities are frequently conveniently labeled as “terrorists” or “T'aliban” to justify failed
operations.
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Foreword by Physicians for Social Responsibility (USA) and Physicians for
Global Survival (Canada)
By Robert M. Gould, MD, for PSR and Tim K. Takaro, MD, MPH, MS for PGS

Physicians for Social Responsibility (PSR) and Physicians for Global Survival
(PGS) are pleased to make this latest edition of the IPPNW Body Count publication
available to our membership in the United States and Canada. We greatly
appreciate the extraordinary work of members of the German affiliate of the
International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War (IPPNW), and their
colleagues, in documenting the true human costs of the various U.S.-led military
interventions and operations rationalized since September 11, 2001 in the name of
the "War on Terror."

The desire of governments to hide the complete picture and costs of military
interventions and wars is nothing new. For the United States, the history of the
Vietnam war is emblematic. The immense toll on Southeast Asia, including the
estimated death of at least two million Vietnamese non-combatant civilians, and
the long-term health and environmental impacts of herbicides such as Agent
Orange, are still not fully recognized by the majority of the American people.

Such historical amnesia, as documented by Nick Turse in his disturbing 2013 “Kill
Anything That Moves: The Real American War in Vietnam,” can be traced to
widespread cover-up by US authorities and their media minions of the crimes
against humanity committed in “our” name. Similarly, the Vietnam war’s
consequent political destabilization of the region, associated with the rise of the
horrific Khmer Rouge regime in Cambodia, is reminiscent of the recent
"post-war" destabilization in Iraq and neighbors that has been conducive to the
rise of brutal Caliphate "wannabes" such as ISIS that is now terrorizing the region,
with often brutal aeriel and ground responses by U.S., Canadian and local forces.

However, as invisible as the majority of the victims of our conflicts have been, the
over 58,000 American dead, and countless veterans physically and mentally
scarred from the war in Southeast Asia created a major political dilemma for
American political elites desiring touse US military power to maintain the
American imperium throughout the Cold War and beyond.

The Reagan Administration sought to resolve this problem by utilizing obeisant
client states or surrogate forces, epitomized by the "Contra" armies and death
squads deployed in Central America and Southern Africa. With the end of the
Cold War, U.S. policymakers triumphantly pronounced the end of the "Vietnam
Syndrome," and ushered in a new era of American "boots on the ground" that led
ultimately to the debacle in Iraq, Afghanistan and the surrounding region that
provides the context for this publication.

As the authors of Body Count point out, at a time when U.S. and NATO casualties
in the “wars on terror” have been, from an historical standpoint, relatively low, it
has been politically important to downplay Allied forces’ responsibility for the
massive carnage and destruction in the region. It has been similarly essential for
U.S. policymakers to hide from view the trillions of dollars expended since 2001,
lest recognition of these costs contribute to war-weariness among the
Western domestic populations.

A politically useful option for U.S. political elites has been to attribute the
on-going violence to internecine conflicts of various types, including historical
religious animosities, as if the resurgence and brutality of such conflicts is
unrelated to the destabilization caused by decades of outside military intervention.

As such, underreporting of the human toll attributable to ongoing Western
interventions, whether deliberate, or through self-censorship, has been key to
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removing the "fingerprints" of responsibility. With the political liabilities and costs
of occupying forces being increasingly countered by anonymous drone-operators
insulated by thousands of miles of separation from the "battlefields" of
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Yemen, etc., attacks on a "terrorist" conclave or wedding
party have become indistinguishable to Western populations more distracted by
the devastating impacts of the continuing global economic crisis.

The enthusiastic U.S. Congressional response to Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu's recent bellicose speech seeking to undermine the incipient deal to
resolve tensions over the Iranian nuclear program underscores the continued
dangers of unquestioned U.S. policies. By demanding that the rest of the world
"do what we say, not what we do," especially regarding the ultimate reliance on
nuclear weapons to guarantee the "credibility" of our global military projection,
we bring a new option for terror in the Middle East and surrounding region,
already one of the world’s hottest, nuclear armed “tinderboxes”.

With the US and Canadian governments now poised to escalate its military
involvement in Iraq and Syria to counter the real and exaggerated threat posed by
ISIS, the lessons of Body Count can contribute to a necessary conversation
regarding the extreme downsides of continued U.S./NATO militarism. Hopefully
it can help the North American public better understand the links between the
devastation caused abroad and the escalating military budgets that lead to
increasing detriment of our communities and social fabric at home. For those of
us in IPPNW, this would be an important step towards creating a true climate of
peace essential to our ultimate goal of eliminating the potential world-ending
scourge of nuclear weapons, and freeing our collective resources to address the
looming threats of climate change that requires at least as much creativity from us
as a species and is equally challenging to our survival.
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Foreword for the international edition - by IPPNW Germany
Jens Wagner, co-editor, IPPNW Germany, February 2015

The international edition of the IPPNW Body Count is based on the third German
edition published in October 2014. The intention of the publication is to assess as
objectively as possible the consequences of recent military interventions, especial-
ly those conducted under the label “War on Terror”. To do so, we focused on
casualties in the context of these wars.

The international edition of the IPPNW Body Count was necessitated by a number
of factors. To begin with, the quality of public information and public knowledge
about the tragic consequences of Western military interventions has been and is
still at a poor level. It seems, however, that the interest in obtaining information
on the war zones in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan has increased among the
peace and anti-war movement as well as independent journalists. Above all, this
has been the case in the context of new political developments, including the war
in Syria and the rise of the Islamic State in Iraq and al-Sham (ISIS) in the wake of
the U.S.-led military interventions. Also, requests from around the world prompt-
ed us to make the entire study available in English, and when doing so basing it
on a possibly up-to-date account. More recently, new studies and data that authors
deemed important have been published, the reason why they discuss them in the
present edition of this study. Here, we can foremost point to a study on mortality
in Iraq, published in the open-access medical journal PLLOS Medicine in October
2013, to new data and studies in the context of the Iraq War logs published by
WikilLeaks, as well as to various new sets of data regarding Afghanistan and to
some extent Pakistan.

The second German edition examined the cases of Iraq for the period till July

2012, of Afghanistan for the period October 2001 till December 2011, and of

Pakistan for the period 2004 till June 2012. The third German edition and now

international edition — that subjected the statements made so far on the number
of deaths in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan to another round of reviewing and
updating — contains a preface by Dr. h.c. Hans-C. von Sponeck, former UN As-

sistant Secretary General & UN Humanitarian Co-ordinator for Iraq (1998-2000),
forewords by IPPNW Germany and PSR, a slightly updated introduction, an ex-
tended part on Iraq by Joachim Guilliard who discusses additional sources as well
as the above-mentioned PLOS study, an additional text on Afghanistan with up-
dated figures covering the period till the end of 2013, and an updated overview on
the war situation in Pakistan by Lithr Henken. Knut Mellenthin’s text on Pakistan
remained unaltered from the second German edition, while the summary of the
entire study has been slightly extended and updated.

The term “Body Count” was taken from the Vietnam War, in which the U.S. ar-
my used body counts in the effort to show that the U.S. was winning the war.

As the IPPNW Body Count has been prepared by different authors and is partly
composed of newspaper and magazine articles, we apologize to our readers for
any redundancy and the study’s heterogeneous organization and style. This pro-
ject, like many others in the NGO sector, has only been made possible by the
great personal commitment of all those involved, particularly the authors Guil-
liard, Henken and Mellenthin, as well as Tim Takaro and Bob Gould, Catherine
Thomasson, Ali Fathollah-Nejad, Christoph Kramer, Helmut Lohrer, Carla Wis-
selmann and Jens-Peter Steffen, to all of whom we express our deepest gratitude.
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Introduction by the Editor

Introduction

Jens Wagner

Even within the peace and anti-war movement, knowledge about the enormous
destruction brought about by high-tech warfare and the actual humanitarian and
social consequences of political decisions in favor of military intervention is often
quite limited. Uncertainty with regard to the scale of destruction mainly arises
from the fact that a comprehensive assessment of the damage is prevented by the
Western participants in the war, and that it is very hard to get access to reliable
information within the countries in which the war is being fought. Even where
there is such information, the partisanship of the mainstream media makes it very
difficult to make it accessible to a broader international audience.

In the Western countries, which today are all parliamentary democracies, the ma-
jority of the population overwhelmingly rejects war. Today, national political or
economic interests would barely be accepted as reasons for going to war. Only
when wars can be justified as legally legitimate and morally necessary, do we find
more substantial popular acceptance for military intervention abroad. The argu-
ment of self-defense, which had proven so crucial throughout history, often col-
lapses quite swiftly — we only need to think of the alleged weapons of mass de-
struction in Iraq.

Today, permanent acceptance of war and occupation is most easily accomplished
by using humanitarian, human rights pretexts for war, such as “reconstruction,”
“stabilization,” “securing human rights” or “democratization.” After the so-called
“clobal war on terror” was at first justified as a (pre-emptive) self-defense, even
later on the continued occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq were likewise ex-
plained by those alleged goals. While at the beginning such military interventions
were called “humanitarian interventions,” today their proponents try to classify
them as part of the so-called “Responsibility to Protect” which Western states try
to enshrine as a new norm in international law.

Yet, the more often humanitarian goals are invoked for military intervention, the
more we should try to monitor its humanitarian consequences, especially by de-
termining as accurately as possible the number of war casualties.

Casualty figures during ongoing war operations are generally arrived at by using
“passive methods.” By this, we mean the evaluation of all sorts of accessible in-
formation about war casualties retrieved from news agencies, hospital registers,
police records, etc. Active methods, on the other hand, try to determine all vic-
tims in a certain area by investigations on the spot, e.g. by asking families after
relatives who have been killed (see Chapter 1, section on “Realistic Estimates
through Representative Polls”).

As later examinations of conflicts have always shown, passive surveys in theaters
of war can only capture a fraction of the entire picture. And the gap between the
actual casualty numbers and those derived from passive surveys will be much larg-
er, the less societal and state infrastructure we have on the ground: hence, the
“dark numbers” grow. When in September 2009 in the Kunduz province in
northern Afghanistan, German Colonel Georg Klein ordered an airstrike of sta-
tionary oil tankers, he reported the killing of 56 “Taliban,” in other words all of
the people located around the tankers were seen as labeled combatants. However,
a detailed investigation into this aerial attack conducted by a commission of in-
quiry of the German parliament concluded that actually more than 100 civilians
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had been killed, among them many children."” Had this case not generated such

strong public attention, there would have been no exact investigation of the casu-
alty figures, and the incident would not have been included in the counting of
“civilian deaths.”

Restricting oneself to certain groups of casualties poses a problem anyway if, for
instance, the only persons counted are those who satisfy certain criteria of being a
“civilian.” Since such a characterization is a matter of definition, certain victims
would then easily fall through the cracks engendered by the chosen definition.

Unfortunately, the media often portray passively collected figures as the most
realistic aggregate number of war casualties. Valuable as they may be for gaining a
preliminary impression on the extent of violence, they can only serve as minimum
numbers. And unsurprisingly, the numbers supplied by the involved Western gov-
ernments and the organizations close to them also do not produce a complete
picture, since they mainly publish what is absolutely undeniable. Whoever wants
to trace the actual number of war casualties will have to look for them actively, as
was done, for instance, in the 2006 study in Iraq published by the renowned med-
ical journal Lancet."

Contrary to widespread opinion according to which a sufficiently precise estimate
of the aggregate number of the casualties of a war is impossible, there exist scien-
tific methods to estimate such numbers in war zones. It is indeed possible to de-
termine with sufficient precision the rise in mortality of the general population
during and after military intervention. From a change in the mortality rate, i.c. the
percentage of the population that died within one year, one can determine the
aggregate number of persons who would be still alive in absence of war, and who
thus directly or indirectly fell victim to that war. The mortality rate is an epidemio-
logical figure that can be established by active, standardized statistical methods
with definable precision, even in war zones. A maximally precise determination of
this epidemiologically determined estimate can thus constitute a decisive contribu-
tion to an important political debate, namely on the question to what extent mili-
tary intervention has contributed to an improvement or to the worsening of the
humanitarian situation.

Thus, the intense debate revolving around casualty figures is an important element
in the discussion of whether the population supports such interventions or not. It
is therefore not surprising that the media, and even parts of academia, be it ideo-
logically motivated or guided by other interests, use starkly sanitized figures (see
Chapter 3: “The Numbers War”) And this has been quite successful: In a 2007
poll, Americans estimated the number of killed Iraqis at less than 10,000."

However, should the number of Iraqis killed from the 2003 U.S. invasion until
2012 actually be around one million, as the analysis of the existing scientific stud-
ies presented in the present study suggests, this would represent 5% of the total
population of Iraq — a number which additionally indicates the extent of the cor-
responding damage inflicted upon society and the infrastructure. Such numbers

10 See e.g. Judy Dempsey, “Berlin to Pay Afghan Families for Fatal Attack,” New York Times, Au-
gust 10, 2010; Matthias Gebauer & Holger Stark, “One Year After the Kunduz Air Strike: NO
sign of a Full Investigation,” transl. from Germany by Ch. Sultan, Spiege/ Online International,
Ausgust 30, 2014.

WMIT Center for International Studies, The Human Cost of the War in Irag: A Mortality Study 2002-
2006, 2006, http://mit.edu/humancostiraq/reports/human-cost-war-101106.pdf.

12 Nancy Benac, “Americans Underestimate Iraqi Death Toll,” The Huffington Post, Februatry 24,
2007.

-12


http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/one-year-after-the-kunduz-air-strike-no-sign-of-a-full-investigation-a-714532.html
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/one-year-after-the-kunduz-air-strike-no-sign-of-a-full-investigation-a-714532.html
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/one-year-after-the-kunduz-air-strike-no-sign-of-a-full-investigation-a-714532.html
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/one-year-after-the-kunduz-air-strike-no-sign-of-a-full-investigation-a-714532.html
http://web.mit.edu/humancostiraq/reports/human-cost-war-101106.pdf
http://web.mit.edu/humancostiraq/reports/human-cost-war-101106.pdf
http://mit.edu/humancostiraq/reports/human-cost-war-101106.pdf
http://www.huff-network.com/huff-wires/20070224/death-in-iraq-ap-poll

Introduction by the Editor

become imaginable only by relating them to known facts: In fact, during World
War II Germany lost around 10% of its population.

The estimate of the casualty figures conducted in this study also shows that the
much-praised precision weapons do not alter the high percentage of civilians
killed in war or dying as an indirect consequence. Since their own casualties are

“Our military forces
have prevented a mas-
sacre and have saved
countless human lives.”

NATO Secretary
General Anders Fogh
Rasmussen on the
2011 war against
Libya, at a press
conference on Octo-

much more important to
them than victims among the
distant local population, the
U.S. and its allies minimize
the risk for their own troops
by the use of modern weap-
ons discharged from safe dis-
tance. Before even sending
ground troops, potential cen-
ters of resistance are taken
out by aerial force. The very
high risk for non-participants

ber 21, 2011.

resulting from the military
operations’  huge  distance
from the target and the
enormous destructiveness of
the arms is accepted as a con-
sequence. The same is true of
the  battle-guiding ~ maxim
“Shoot first, ask questions

later” that was so drastically on display by the video of the operation of a U.S.

battle helicopter later published by Wikil _eaks.

And finally, the executions of presumed enemies through the use of battle drones
outside of the war zone itself, which the U.S. President now orders with increas-
ing frequency, do not only violate existing international law but also lead to a high
number of civilian casualties. Well-known examples are the bombardment of
weddings and funerals or assemblies of elders.

The murder of civilians in Iraq documented in the Wikileaks video “Collateral
Murder” and the case of Kunduz are among the rare exceptions bringing the daily
terror of war to light, but they are only the tip of the iceberg.

The more the consequences of Western military interventions as well as the re-
sulting casualty figures can be hidden and played down by politicians and the me-
dia, the more easily new interventions can be ordered.

This is where IPPNW as a medical-political peace organization has joined the
debate, asking three authors to provide their estimates on the number of deaths
caused by the three big theaters of war launched under the heading of the “war on
terror.” Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan were chosen because it needs to be made
clear what kind of damage the wars being launched in the context of an alleged
fight against terror have actually caused. Thematically, Somalia and Yemen would
also have to be included in such an investigation, but since in those countries
available data is even scarcer than in the cases examined in the present study,
these two countries are excluded here.

According to first estimates, the war in Libya in 2011, where NATO intervened in
support of insurrectionary forces, has cost at least 50,000 Libyan lives. Even
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though the intervention was justified by the claim of “protecting the civilian
population” and was legitimized by the U.N. Security Council, a comprehensive
study on the actual number of casualties is still missing. With the present study,
we stress the urgency of the demand towards the U.N. to live up to its responsi-
bility and to initiate in the wake of military interventions, particularly those with a
U.N. mandate, a comprehensive scientific investigation conducted by independent
experts into the humanitarian consequences.

Unfortunately, the justification of military interventions in order to “fight terror”
is still part and parcel of the political debate, even though there is enough evi-
dence that a substantial part of terrorism is engendered by military, intelligence,
and economic interventions of the very same countries that consequently make
use of the pretext of terror to politically legitimize their military and geo-strategic
expeditions.

In what follows, Joachim Guilliard analyzes the “Body Count,” the “Fragmentary
Data Bases,” and the “Numbers War” in Iraq. Lihr Henken takes stock of
NATO’s war in Afghanistan and Pakistan, and provides an estimate of the num-
ber of casualties in Afghanistan. Finally, Knut Mellenthin gives an overview of the
war casualties of the “War on Terror” and of the drone war in Pakistan.
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Executive Summary

The purpose of this investigation is to provide as realistic an estimate as possible
of the total body count in the three main war zones Iraq, Afghanistan and Paki-
stan during 12 years of ‘war on terrorism’. An extensive review has been made of
the major studies and data published on the numbers of victims in these coun-
tries. This paper draws on additional information such as reports and statistics on
military offensives and examines their completeness and plausibility. It applies
interpolation to calculate the figures for those periods for which no information is
available. Even now, 13 years after this war began, there has still been no equiva-
lent study.

This investigation comes to the conclusion that the war has, directly or indirectly,
killed around 1 million people in Iraq, 220,000 in Afghanistan and 80,000 in Paki-
stan, Le. a total of around 1.3 million. Not included in this figure are further war
zones such as Yemen. The figure is approximately 10 times greater than that of
which the public, experts and decision makers are aware of and propagated by the
media and major NGOs. And this is only a conservative estimate. The total num-
ber of deaths in the three countries named above could also be in excess of 2 mil-
lion, whereas a figure below 1 million is extremely unlikely.

Investigations were based on the results of individual studies and data published
by UN organizations, government bodies and NGOs. Figures for Afghanistan
and Pakistan are only estimates based on the numbers of observed or reported
deaths (passive determination).In Iraq, however, several representative surveys
were also conducted in the context of studies seeking to determine the increase in
the mortality rate since the onset of war, and therefore the total death toll among
Iraqis arising from war or occupation. Although extrapolation of the results of
such ‘active’ determination techniques inevitably causes significant breadth of
range, this investigation shows that the data it provides is still far more reliable.

Decisive for the publishers of this paper is not the exact number of victims, but
their order of magnitude. They believe it crucial from the humanitarian aspect, as
well as in the interests of peace, that the public will become aware of this magni-
tude and that those responsible in governments and parliaments are held account-
able.

Iraq

In contrast to Afghanistan and Pakistan, in the case of the internationally much
more controversial Iraq War there have been a series of initiatives seeking to cal-
culate the number of its victims (see the chapter “Body Count in Iraq”). Compar-
ing the different methods also helps better assess the number of victims in other
conflicts. Therefore, the Iraq part is the largest one in the IPPNW Body Count.
Most initiatives were based on detecting the number of reported deaths, i.e. on a
so-called passive surveillance method. Their results vacillate between 110,000 and
165,000 civilian victims of violence, which translates to between 42 and 76 deaths
per 100,000 inhabitants and year (in comparison, in Detroit in 2006 the number
stood at 48). Moreover, there have been various studies estimating the total num-
ber of Iraqi war dead based on on-the-spot representative surveys. Four of them
cover a time period until mid-2006 and beyond. Their estimates lie between
151,000 and 1 million, i.e. between 172 and 851 war dead per 100,000 inhabitants
and year.

The Iraq Body Count (IBC)

The best known initiative based on passive surveillance is the British Iraq Body
Count (IBC). This project tries to capture the casualties of the Iraq War by using a
database that counts all killed civilians as reported in renowned Western media
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outlets or registered by hospitals and morgues. From March 2003 to September
2011, the time period that the present IPPNW Body Count investigates, IBC ac-
tivists have identified approximately 108,000 killed Iraqi civilians.

Representative Studies Provide an Estimate of Up To 1 Million

Conversely, results from statistical surveys conducted by the Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity, published in 2004 and 2006 in the medical journal The Lancet, as well as by
the British polling institute Opinion Research Business (ORB) in 2007 suggest
that already by 2008 over one million Iraqis had died as a result of war, occupa-
tion and their indirect consequences.

The 2006 Lancet Study

At the time of compiling the IPPNW Body Count, the 2006 Lancet study was con-
sidered the most meticulous of all. The controversies over the number of war
dead in Iraq centered on that study. For the study, 1850 households with almost
13,000 people at 50 randomly chosen locations had been interviewed on those
who had died during the first 15 months before and during the first 40 months
after the start of the war (i.e. till June 20006). The resulting rise in mortality detect-
ed from that Lancet study allows us to determine the number of dead that oc-
curred beyond those conventionally expected. For no other serious causes come
into question, they became direct or indirect victims of war. Extrapolated onto the
total population, around 655,000 people had died up until June 2006.

Although renowned specialists of the field, including the leading scientific advisor
to the British Ministry of Defense, attested that the study had followed established
academic standards, most media had immediately rejected its findings as highly
excessive. While projections are commonly used in politics and academia and are
widely accepted, in the case of the Iraq studies they were dismissed as pure specu-
lation. Further criticism was sparked off on the authors’ alleged bias, the process
of selecting the households that would privilege those more at risk (the so-called
“main street bias”) and the rapidity of the conducted surveys. The bulk of those
criticisms, however, as the chapter on the “Numbers War” illustrates, turns out to
be either unfounded or lacking decisive relevance.

Comparing the Lancet and IBC Studies

Yet, the numbers cannot be directly compared with each other, because they take
a different scope of victims into account. By counting mortality before and after
the start of the war, mortality studies try to capture the totality of those who died
as a result of war. Initiatives such as the IBC, however, only consider victims of
war to be civilians who were directly killed through war-related violence. The
same is true with the representative IFHS study of Iraq’s Ministry of Health that
had merely counted 151,000 victims until June 2005. Through such limitations,
not only are combatants not included in the statistics but also everyone who died
from indirect fallouts of the war, such as lack of basic health care, hunger or con-
taminated drinking water. In most wars, that kind of victims exceeds the number
of those directly killed. Without detailed on-site surveys, it is hard to reliably de-
termine either whether a dead person had been a civilian or combatant, or the
exact cause of death. Regarding all cases of death, the estimate provided by the
IFHS study was only 17% below that of the Lancet study.

Extrapolating from roughly 2,000 families onto the total population of then 26
million is, of course, fraught with considerable uncertainty. Yet, the numbers
gained from passive observation are not, as many believe, more solid. As experi-
ence from other conflicts tell us, only a small portion of the actual number of
victims can be captured during times of war. This can also be shown for Iraq by
taking samples from the IBC online database (see “Incomplete Databases”).

-16



Executive Summary

For instance, the fate of Iraqi medical doctors is relatively well documented. Ac-
cording to the independent Iraq Medical Association, almost 2,000 out of the
34,000 registered medical doctors have been killed. The Iraq Body Count data-
base, however, merely counts 70 killed medical doctors. Often, even U.S. army
offensives lasting for weeks, including massive air and artillery strikes on entire
urban areas, did not leave a mark in the IBC database. In many cases, there was
also no database entry even if there were credible reports from local witnesses on
dozens of people falling victim.

When comparing the deaths listed in the U.S. military war logs published by Wik-
iLeaks with the IBC database entries, in both cases tremendous gaps come to
fore. Only every fourth entry in the war logs was to be found in the IBC as well,
which often concerned cases from Baghdad and victims from attacks resulting in
many deaths, where both were using the same sources. At the same time, numer-
ous cases of death are missing from both.

Information on perpetrators of deadly violence

Western media reports heavily focused on terrorist acts of violence, such as car
bomb attacks against civilian facilities. These victims are very much represented in
the IBC database, whereas those resulting from intense military confrontations —
due to the lack of reporting from theaters of war — are barely accounted for.
While, according to the families interviewed for the Lancet study, at least 30% of
murdered relatives were killed at the hands of occupation forces (more than 13%
through air strikes), this was the case with only 10% of the victims registered by
the IBC (among them 7% through air strikes).

The 2013 PLOS Study

A new study on mortality published in October 2013 in the medical journal PLOS
estimates the number of war dead in Iraq at roughly half a million. Its authors
applied more refined and conservative statistical methods and, by taking into con-
sideration the objections leveled against past studies, they attempted to counter
any criticism against their methods from the outset. Thereby, they produced an
estimate that can be barely “attacked” but one which is also relatively low.

Despite the discrepancy with the estimates provided by the Lancet studies, the
PLOS study is buttressing rather than refuting them. On the one hand, the latter’s
extrapolation far exceeds the number usually cited by the media. On the other, the
involved scientists themselves consider their result as an underestimation. One
problem lies in the long period that has passed since the war’s hottest phases. A
more serious problem consists in the more than three million refugees that have
not been adequately accounted for in the study — precisely those families who
have extraordinarily suffered from war.

There is wide consensus in regard to perpetrators and weapons. While the 2006

Lancet study had only distinguished between foreigners and Iraqis, with the per-
petrators being “unknown or uncertain” in 45% of cases, the authors of the
PLOS study used a more detailed categorization of perpetrators into “coalition

troops,” “Iraqi troops,” “militias,” and “criminals.” In 45.8% of cases occupation
forces were made responsible and in 27% of cases, militias. Only 16.7% of the
perpetrators were considered “unknown.”

Taking the time period of the Lancet study, the confidence intervals are overlap-
ping over a wide range. While the numbers provided by the PLOS study appear to
be too low, those of the Lancet study can be deemed a bit too high. Therefore,
the number of roughly one million victims for the time period until the December
2011 U.S. troop withdrawal unfortunately remains realistic.
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The difference in the results notwithstanding, the new study reiterates the necessi-
ty of statistical investigations.

Afghanistan

There have so far been no representative studies on the number of victims from
the ongoing UN-mandated NATO war in Afghanistan. The few investigations
that exist on deaths as a result of that war are all based on passive observation.

Professor Neta Crawford from Boston University estimates the number of civilian
deaths for the time period until June 2011 — on the basis of 14 individual studies
conducted over various time periods — at between 12,700 and 14,500. UNAMA,
the UN Assistance Mission in Afghanistan, has registered 17,687 civilian deaths
from 2007 to the end of 2013. This does not include the victims from 2007,
which Crawford puts at 3,500. As a result, we obtain a total number of 21,200
killed civilians until the end of 2013. In average, this amounts to 5.9 civilians killed
per 100,000 inhabitants — as such, lagging behind the rate of violent deaths in
Frankfurt (Germany) of 6.9 per 100,000 inhabitants.

Of course, the findings from Iraq regarding the ratio between those civilians killed
estimated through passive observation and the total number of war deaths gained
from representative surveys cannot be transferred one-to-one onto Afghanistan.
Yet, they suggest that also here the total number of victims lies ten times higher
than the number of registered civilian deaths and may well exceed 200,000.

Regarding the number of victims among those numerous armed groups fighting
NATO troops, who mostly are misleadingly referred to as “Taliban,” we only
have data on a few years. Thus, for the year 2007 roughly 4,700 and for 2010
about 5,200 killed “Taliban” could be detected. The remaining years were calcu-
lated by proportionally interpolating indicators on the intensity of warfare, e.g. the
annual number of air strikes on resistance positions. In total, 55,000 killed insur-
gents were estimated. In addition, according to the Brookings Institution’s Af-
ghanistan Index and the German government’s “progress report Afghanistan” of
January 2014, roughly 15,000 security forces were killed between 2007 and 2013 —
with the numbers growing rapidly.

Pakistan
The war in Pakistan is closely connected to the one in Afghanistan.

The civil war in the Pakistani province Balochistan is mixed with a war on the
Taliban whose whereabouts vary between Afghanistan and the north-western
provinces of Pakistan. Moreover, supply routes for U.S. troops run via Pakistan
and thus become susceptible to attacks there. Furthermore, tensions between In-
dia and Pakistan have an impact on the conflict in the regions bordering Afghani-
stan as well as in Afghanistan itself. From 2004 to October 2012, U.S. drone at-
tacks killed between 2,318 and 2,912 people, a great many of them civilians. How-
ever, the majority of killed civilians is likely to be the result of U.S.-supported
fights waged by the Pakistani army against various terror groups. In Pakistan, the
number of killed civilians and combatants is much harder to determine than in
Afghanistan. Even data based on passive observation are barely existent. It can be
suggested that at least 80,000 Pakistanis (insurgents, security forces, civilians) have
been killed, with twice as many civilians killed than insurgent fighters. Taking all
sources and factors into account, a total number of 300,000 war deaths in the
AfPak War-Theatre until 2013 seems realistic.
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“90% of what happens in the video has been daily routine in Iraq for seven years. And the 10%
that is different is simply due to the fact that two of the gentlemen killed were journalists.”
Comment by an U.S. soldiers on the 2007 Wikileaks video “Collateral Murder”
showing how battle helicopters in Iraq kill journalists, civilians, and children."

Iraq

“Body Count” in Iraq
Did 100,000, 200,000, or More Than a Million People Die in Iraq as a Conse-
quence of the War?

Joachim Guilliard, October 2011 (updated July 2012)

“Europe has failed to take any effective steps to pressure [the government] to
stop the war crimes and crimes against humanity being committed by its troops
and proxy militias,” wrote former British EU Commissioner for External Rela-
tions Chris Patten in an article for The Irish Times the day after the fourth anniver-
sary of the Iraq War. “During this time over two million people have been forced
from their homes, and more than 200,000 civilians have died,” he continued, go-
ing on to demand harsh sanctions against those responsible.”” Only shortly there-
after, former German Foreign Minister Joseph Fischer took the same line in the
Frankfurter Rundschan."®

However, Patten and Fischer were not talking about the war and occupation in
Iraq and the administration of George W. Bush; their comments were related to
the crisis region Darfur in Sudan, and their anger was directed towards the admin-
istration of Omar al-Bashir. The numbers, however, are similar: In the same peri-
od that Patten wrote about, two million people were also driven from their homes
in Iraq. A scientific study published by the renowned professional medical journal

ctd/188500/

15> Chtis Patten, “Sudan's crimes against humanity need real EU action, not empty wotds,” The Irish
Times, March 28, 2007.

16 Joseph Fischer, “Darfur — die EU muss endlich handeln” [Darfur — the EU must finally act|,
Frankfurter Rundschan (Germany), April 3, 2007.
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The Lancet in 2006 even estimated the number of victims up to that time to be
around 655,000."

The number of casualties in Darfur was estimated on the basis of a representative
study — the same method that was used in Iraq."” The resulting death figure of
200,000 in the Sudanese province was then used by international NGOs as the
basis of their Sudan campaigns, and also made its way into UN Security Council
resolutions. Les Roberts, one of the scientists who directed the surveys in Iraq,
had already conducted a similar study in the Democratic Republic of the Congo
(DRC) in 2000."” The shocking result of 1.7 million war deaths that the study ar-
rived at was also met with broad acceptance and was cited as one of the rationales
for a UN resolution. The Lancet study on Iraq, however, was immediately attacked
by politicians and the media in the West as being speculative and biased, and its
shocking results were soon shelved as “controversial.” This number is not even
mentioned in mainstream media anymore; they only quote figures given by the
pro-U.S. administration in Iraq or by the project Iraq Body Count (IBC), which by
now has basically established itself as the “standard.” Over the same time period
that was used in the Lancet study, IBC registered around 43,000 civilian deaths.”

There is probably no other war that has seen such a fierce and drawn-out contro-
versy surrounding the number of its victims. One main reason for this is the lack
of legitimacy for the U.S.-led attack on Iraq — even in the U.S. itself. The original
pretexts for going to war quickly turned out to be spurious, and from then on
only the “liberation of the country from a violent dictatorship” and the “democra-
tization” and “stabilization” of Iraq remained as justification for the war and oc-
cupation. This picture, laboriously constructed with the help of the media, is of
course impossible to reconcile with the many hundreds of thousands of war casu-
alties.

The numbers relayed by the media (previously 43,000 and now 110,000) should in
themselves be terrifying enough, as they correspond to the annihilation of an en-
tire city’s population. But apparently they are still perceived as tolerable and,
moreover, even easy to explain given the picture of excessive religiously motivated
violence. The figure of 655,000 deaths in the first three war years alone, however,
clearly points to a crime against humanity approaching genocide. Had this been
understood and recognized by the public at large, the Iraq policy of the U.S. and
its European allies would not have been tenable for long.

Many anti-war activists fail to see much reason in debating the question of wheth-
er some tens of thousands more or less were killed in a war, because any person
killed by war is one too many. But the following reflections are not about some
minor inexactitudes; they are about an assessment of general magnitude that is of
decisive political importance. A poll carried out by the Associated Press (AP) two
years ago found that, on average, U.S. citizens believe that only 9,900 Iraqis were

17 Gilbert Burnham, Shannon Doocy, Riyadh Lafta & Les Roberts, “Mortality after the 2003 inva-
sion of Iraq: a cross-sectional cluster sample survey,” The Lamel October 13, 2006. For the study

itself, see “The Human Cost of the War in Iraq 2002-2000, and for the append1ces see

18 John Hagan & Alberto Palloni, “Death in Darfur,” Science Magazme No. 5793 (September 15,
2000), pp. 1578-1579, h rotection.unsudanig.org/data/darfur/papers/Hagan-
%ZODeath%ZOin%ZODarfur“/oZO‘VnZSSepO()%29.pdf.

19 “The man who did the counting — Les Roberts’ petsonal account of his mission in the Congo,”
CNN.com, June 21, 2000.

20 Iraq Body Connt, www.iragbodycount.org/.
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killed during the occupation.” With such distorted figures, outrage about the war
is hardly to be expected. This state of affairs could be very different if the public
were made aware that the actual number is likely to be more than a hundred times
higher.

Different Methods of Counting

Victims of a war are, of course, not just those who died, but also the wounded,
the traumatized, the expelled, the deported, the incarcerated etc. All the same,
whenever the following text talks about “vi