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We are a group of London based people who got together to support Craig Murray's
election campaign in the spring of 2005. We say no to the current British
governments endorsement of torture and call for a halt to the damagingly close
relationship with extreme elements in Washington. These issues have taken on a
particular resonance following the London 7/7 attacks.
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not willingly issue any information on the large
number of wounded UK personel. These hidden
casualties include people who have lost limbs and
had their lives permanently shattered but,
because they survived, their loss receives no
public recognition.

The large discrepancy between published and
actual casualties became clear to me at the start
of this year when |, along with others, wrote to
the MOD to request information under the new
freedom of information act.

The reply from the MOD revealed that while 85
fatalities had occurred by that time, 790 other
troops had been seriously wounded. They would
not provide information on the extent of the
injuries or even how they received them so some
doubt remains. However, these were people who
had to be evacuated form Iraq as a result of their
condition so one has to assume that they were
seriously hurt.

The wounded to dead ratio for the British forces
during the Iraq conflict of 9.3 is similar to that for
the US. A study in the New England Journal of
Medicine from December last year revealed that
for every 10 US casualties only one died, despite
the lethality of the weapons employed. They
comment that:

"Though firepower has increased, lethality has
decreased. In World War Il, 30 percent of the
Americans injured in combat died. In Vietnam,
the proportion dropped to 24 percent. In the war
in lraq and Afghanistan, about 10 percent of
those injured have died. At least as many U.S.

Charles Clarke derides

UN censure

Syndication

Atom Site Feed

About Me

Name:
Friend
Location:
London, United
Kingdom

View my complete
profile

Technorati search

@ this blog
O all blogs



soldiers have been injured in combat in this war
as in the Revolutionary War, the War of 1812, or
the first five years of the Vietnam conflict, from
1961 through 1965. This can no longer be
described as a small or contained conflict. But a
far larger proportion of soldiers are surviving
their injuries. Because of the improvements in
medical practice soldiers are surviving injures in
the Irag war that would of killed them in Vietnam
or even other more recent conflicts. The high
ratio of wounded to dead is largely accounted for
by these advises in technology and proactie, but,
this results in people surviving with horrific
disabilities including multiple limb losses and
other impairments.”

While such a study has not been performed in the
UK one can assume that the situation is similar
even though UK troops have not been involved in
the sort of intense urban conflict that the US has
under taken in Falluja and elsewhere.

Therefore, it is probable that the true UK casualty
situation is as follows:

From the invasion in March 2003 to January 10th
2005, MOD figures tell us that there were at least
875 casualties of which 85 died and 790 were
seriously injured.

Since that date we know that eleven more
soldiers have died have been killed. Based on the
previous ratio we can estimate that 102 troops
have also been seriously wounded giving a total
for the period of 113 and a overall estimated
figure for total casualties since the war began of
988.



Why is it that the UK government, unlike the
Americans, refuse to issue the full casualty figures
for British forces serving in Iraq? And why does the
mainstream media allow the perpetuation of this
distortion of the real situation?

An obvious reason is that if the true casualty
figures were circulated the British public would
gain quite a different picture of the ongoing
conflict, the extent of our involvement in the
fighting, the somewhat cozy image that we have
of the British role in the Iraq operation. While
such a position may provide some, unfortunately,
false comfort to the families of those serving in
Iraq, it fails to acknowledge the full price being
paid by our young men and women and the full
cost to our armed forces of Mr Blair's decision to
join the US led invasion. With violence increasing
in Southern Iraq as the insurgency becomes more
active in the area, it is likely that the direct
involvement of British troops and the resulting
casualty toll will increase still further.
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